
Sixth Session - Thirty-Fifth Legislature 

of the 

Legislative Assembly of Manitoba 

DEBATES 
and 

PROCEEDINGS 

(Hansard) 

Published under the 
authority of 

The Honourabk Denis C. Rocan 
Spealcer 

VoL XLIV No. 11- 1:30 p.m., Thursday, December 15, 1994 

ISSN 0542-5492 



MANITOBA LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
Thirty-Fifth Legislature 

Members, Constitnencles and Political AfTiliation 

&m Constituency liD! 
ASHTON, Steve Thompson NDP 
BARRETI', Becky Wellington NDP 
CERll..LI, Marianne Radisson NDP 
CHOMIAK, Dave Klldonan NDP 
CUMMINGS, Glen, Bon. Ste.Rose P.C. 
DACQUAY, Louise Seine River P.C. 
DERKACH, Leonard, Bon. Roblin-Russell P.C. 
DEWAR, Gregory Selk:iJ:k NDP 
DOER, Gary Concordia NDP 
DOWNEY, James, Bon. Arthur-Virden P.C. 
DRIPDGER, Albert. Bon. Steinbach P.C. 
DUCHARME, Gerald, Bon. Riel P.C. 
EDWARDS, Paul St. James Lib. 
ENNS, Harry, Bon. Lakeside P.C. 
ERNST, TJm, Bon. Clarleswood P.C. 
EVANS,Clif Interlab NDP 
EVANS, Leonard S. Brandon East NDP 
Fn.MON, Gary, Bon. Tuxedo P.C. 
FINDLAY, Glen, Bon. Springfield P.C. 
FRIESEN, Jean Wolseley NDP 
GAUDRY, Neil St. Boniface Lib. 
Gll...LESHAMMER, Harold, Bon. Minnedosa P.C. 
GRAY, Avis Cn:scentwood Lib. 
BEL WER, Edward Gim1i P.C. 
IUCKES, George Point Douglas NDP 
KOWALSKI, Gary The Maples Lib. 
LAMOUREUX, Kevin Inkster Lib. 
LAnn..IN, Oscar The Pas NDP 
LAURENDEAU, Marcel St. Norbert P.C. 
MACKINTOSH, Gord St. Johns NDP 
MALOWAY,Jim Elmwood NDP 
MANNESS, Clayton, Bon. Morris P.C. 
MARTINDALE, Doug BUD'OWI NDP 
McALPINE, Geay Sturgeon Cn:ek P.C. 
McCORMICK, Norma Osbome Lib. 

McCRAE, James, Bon. Brandon West P.C. 

MciNTOSH, Linda, Bon. Assiniboia P.C. 

MJI'CHELSON, Bonnie, Bon. RivecBast P.C. 

ORCHARD, Donald, Bon. Pembina P.C. 
PALLISTER, Brian Pcrtage la Prairie P.C. 
PENNER, Jaclc Emerson P.C. 
PLOHMAN, John Dauphin NDP 
PRAZNlK, DIII'Ril, Bon. Lac du Bonnet P.C. 
REID, Daryl 1ianscona NDP 
REIMER, Jaclc Niakwa P.C. 
RENDER, Shirley St. Vital P.C. 
ROBINSON, Eric Rupertsland NDP 
ROCAN, Denis, Bon. Gladstone P.C. 
ROSE, Bob Turtle Mountain P.C. 
SANTOS, Conrad Broadway NDP 
SCHELLENBERG, Harry Rossmcre NDP 
STEFANSON, Eric, Bon. Kirldield Puk P.C. 
SVBINSON, Ben La V crendrye P.C. 
VODREY, Rosemary, Bon. Fort Garry P.C. 
WOWCHUK, Rosann SwanRivec NDP 
Vacant River Heights 
Vacant FlinFlon 



513 
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Thursday, December 15, 1994 

The House met at 1:30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

PRESENTING PETITIONS 

Physical Education in Schools 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, 
I beg to present the petition of Pam Fitzpatrick. 
Terri Grant, E. Bzikof and others, urging the 
Minister responsible for Education (Mr. Manness) 
to consider reinstating physical education as a 
compulsory core subject area. 

Improvement or ffighway 391 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): Mr. Speaker, I 
beg to presmt the petition of Kenneth Ross, Hazel 
Fayant, Marlene Hrabriuk and others, requesting 
the govemnntt of Manitoba to consider reviewing 
the state of Highway 391 with a view towards 
improving the condition and safety of the road. 

READING AND RECEIVING PETITIONS 

Children's Dental Program 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
honourable member (Mr. Reid). It complies with 
the privileges and the practices of this House and 
complies with the rules (by leave). Is it the will of 
the House to have the petition read? 

An Honourable Member: Yes. 

Mr. Speaker: The Oerk will read. 

Mr. Oerk (W"dliam Remnant): The petition of 
the undersigned citizens of the province of 
Manitoba humbly sheweth that: 

WHEREAS Manitoba has the highest rate of 
child poverty in the country; and 

WHEREAS over 55,000 children depend upon 
the Orildren's Dental Program; and 

WHEREAS several studies have pointed out the 
cost savings of preventative and treatment health 
care programs such as the Orildren's Dental 
Program; and 

WHEREAS the Orildren's Dental Program has 
been in effect for 17 ~ and has been recognized 
as extremely cost-effective and critical for many 
families in isolated comtmmities; and 

WHEREAS the provincial government did not 
consult the users of the program or the providers 
before announcing plans to eliminate 44 of the 49 
dentists, nurses and assistants providing this 
service; and 

WHEREAS preventative health care is an 
essential component of health care reform. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray 
that the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba may be 
pleased to request the Minister of Health (Mr. 
McCrae) consider restoring the Orildren's Dental 
Program to the level it was prior to the 1993/94 
budget. 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
honourable member (Mr. Dewar). It complies 
with the privileges and the practices of this House 
and complies with the rules (by leave). Is it the 
will of the House to have the petition read? 

An Honourable Member: Dispense. 

Mr. Speaker: Dispense. 

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the 
province of Manitoba humbly sheweth that: 

WHEREAS Manitoba has the highest rate of 
child poverty in the country; and 

WHEREAS over 55,000 children depend upon 
the Children's Dental Program; and 

WHEREAS several studies have pointed out the 
cost savings of preventative and treatment health 
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care programs such as the Children's Dental 
Program; and 

WHEREAS the Children's Dental Program has 
been in effect for 17 years and has been 
recognized as extremely cost-effective and 
critical for many families in isolated 
communities; and 

WHEREAS the provincial government did not 
consult the users of the program or the providers 
before announcing plans to eliminate 44 of the 
49 dentists, nurses and assistants providing this 
service; and 

WHEREAS preventative health care is an 
essential component of health care reform. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 
the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba may be 
pleased to request the Minister of Health (Mr. 
McCrae) consider restoring the Children's 
Dental Program to the level it was prior to the 
1993/94 budget. 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
honourable member (Ms. Cerilli). It complies 
with the privileges and the practices of this House 
and complies with the rules (by leave). Is it the 
will of the House to have the petition read? 

An Honourable Member: Dispense. 

Mr. Speaker: Dispense. 

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the 
province of Manitoba humbly sheweth that: 

WHEREAS Manitoba has the highest rate of 
child poverty in the country; and 

WHEREAS over 55,()()() children depend upon 
the Children's Dental Program; and 

WHEREAS several studies have pointed out the 
cost savings of preventative and treatment health 
care programs such as the Children's Dental 
Program; and 

WHEREAS the Children's Dental Program has 
been in effect for 17 years and has been 

recognized as extremely cost-effective and 
critical for many families in isolated 
communities; and 

WHEREAS the provincial government did not 
consult the users of the program or the providers 
before announcing plans to eliminate 55 of the 
49 dentists, nurses and assistants providing this 
service; and 

WHEREAS preventative health care is an 
essential component of health care reform. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 
the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba may be 
pleased to request the Minister of Health 
consider restoring the Children's Dental 
Program to the level it was prior to the 1993-94 
budget. 

• (1335) 

Housing Authorities Voluntary Boards 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
honourable member (Mr. Schellenberg). It 
complies with the privileges and the practices of 
this House and complies with the rules. Is it the 
will of the House to have the petition read? 

An Honourable Member: Dispense. 

Mr. Speaker: Dispense. 

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the 
province of Manitoba humbly sheweth that: 

WHEREAS thousands of Manitobans depend 
upon public housing as affordable housing 
geared to their income for themselves and their 
families; and 

WHEREAS these units are particularly important 
for thousands of low income seniors and single 
parents; and 

WHEREAS the provincial government upon the 
request of the federal Uberal government has 
increased without notice the rent payable for 
tenants; and 

-
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WHEREAS the federal Liberal government has 
eliminated all funding for new public housing; 
and 

WHEREAS the provincial government has 
abolished the voluntary boards of public housing 
authorities and made other cuts to the public 
housing program in this province. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 
the Legislative Assembly request the Minister 
responsible for Housing to consider cancelling 
the recent unUateral rent hikes and restoring the 
voluntary boards of the housing authorities. 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
hooourable m:mber (Mr. Martindale). It complies 
with the privileges and the practices of this House 
and complies with the rules (by leave). Is it the 
will of the House to have the petition read? 

An Honourable Member: Dispense. 

Mr. Speaker: Dispense. 

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the 
province of Manitoba humbly sheweth that: 

WHEREAS thousands of Manitobans depend 
upon public housing as affordable housing 
geared to their income for themselves and their 
families; and 

WHEREAS these units are particularly important 
for thousands of low income seniors and single 
parents,· and 

WHEREAS the provincial government upon the 
request of the federal Liberal government has 
increased without notice the rent payable for 
tenants; and 

WHEREAS the federal Liberal government has 
eliminated all funding for new public housing; 
and 

WHEREAS the provincial government has 
abolished the voluntary boards of public housing 

authorities and made other cuts to the public 
housing program in this province. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 
the Legislative Assembly request the Minister 
responsible for Housing to consider cancelling 
the recent unUateral rent hikes and restoring the 
voluntary boards of the housing authorities. 

Physical Education in Schools 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
hmourable m:mber (Mr. Lamoureux). It complies 
with the privileges and the practices of this House 
and complies with the rules. Is it the will of the 
House to have the petition read? 

An Honourable Member: Yes. 

Mr. Speaker: 1be Oerk will read. 

Mr. Clerk: 1be petition of the undersigned 
residents of the province of Manitoba lmmbly 
sheweth: 

1HAT in July 1994, theMinisterofEducation 
introduced an action plan entitled Renewing 
Education: New Directions; 

1HAT this report will make physical education 
an optional course in Grades 9 to 12; 

1HAT the physical education cmriculum. should 
be regularly reviewed to ensure that it meets the 
needs of students; 

1HAT the gOYmtnl':ld is failing to recognize the 
benefits of physical education such as improved 
physical fitness, more active lifestyles, health 
promotion, self-discipline, skill development, 
stress reduction, strengthened peer relationships, 
weight regulation, stronger bones, reduced risk of 
health diseases and improved self-confidence. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners lmmbly pray 
that the Legislative Assembly urge the Minister 
responsible for Education to consider reinstating 
physical education as a compulsory core subject 
area. 
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Housing Authorities Voluntary Boards 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
hmourable member (Mr. Robinson). It complies 
with the privileges and the practices of this House 
and complies with tbe rules (by leave). Is it tbe 
will of the House to have tbe petition read? 

An Honourable Member: Dispense. 

Mr. Speaker: Dispense. 

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the 
province of Manitoba humbly sheweth that: 

WHEREAS thousands of Manitobans depend 
upon public housing as affordable housing 
geared to their income for themselves and their 
families; and 

WHEREAS these units are particularly important 
for thousands of low income seniors and single 
parents; and 

WHEREAS the provincial government upon the 
request of the federal liberal government has 
increased without notice the rent payable for 
tenants; and 

WHEREAS the federal liberal government has 
eliminated all funding for new public housing; 
and 

WHEREAS the provincial government has 
abolished the voluntary boards of public housing 
authorities and made other cuts to the public 
housing program in this province. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 
the Legislative Assembly request the Minister 
responsible for Housing to consider cancelling 
the recent unilateral rent hikes and restoring the 
voluntary boards of the housing authorities. 

Improvement of Highway 391 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
honourable member (Mr. Ashton). It complies 
with the privileges and the practices of this House 

and complies with the rules. Is it the will of the 
House to have the petition read? 

An Honourable Member: Yes. 

Mr. Speaker: The Clerk will read 

Mr. Clerk: The petition of the \Dldersigned 
citizens of the province of Manitoba humbly 
sheweth that: 

WHEREAS the state of Highway 391 is 
becoming increasingly \DlSafe; and 

WHEREAS due to the poor condition of the 
road there have been numerous accidents; and 

WHEREAS the condition of the road between 
Thompson and Nelson House is not only making 
travel dangerous but costly due to frequent damage 
to vehicles; and 

WHEREAS this road is of vital importance to 
residents who nmst use the road. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray 
that the Legislature of the Province of Manitoba 
may be pleased to request that the government of 
Manitoba cmsider reviewing the state of Highway 
391 with a view towards improving the condition 
and safety of the road. 

Handi-Transit 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
hmourable :m:ni)er (Mr. Martindale). It complies 
·with the privileges and practices of this House and 
corq>lies with the rules. Is it the will of the House 
to have the petition read? Dispense. 

The petition of the undersigned citizens of the 
province of Manitoba humbly sheweth that: 

The Manitoba government has decreased funding 
to the City of Winnipeg Transit budget by 
$300,000; and 

At the same time the City of Winnipeg has 
increased funding to Handi-Transit by $430,000; 
and 
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The Filmon government has refused to provide 
the City of Winnipeg with sufficient funding to 
maintain Handi-Transit service; and 

As a result of the province's refusal to cost-share 
with the city for Handi-Transit services, Handi­
Transit has cut back on approximately 42,000 
trips per year; and 

Over 10,000 disabled Manitobans rely upon 
Handi-Transit as their primary means of 
transportation; and 

Handi-Transit operators are now turning down 
over 200 ride requests per day; and 

This lack of transportation will result in many 
disabled Manitobans losing their independence 
and dignity and being forced to be 
institutionalized at far higher costs to the 
taxpayers of this province; and 

The Filmon government has refused to even send 
a representative of the government to sit on the 
Handi-Transit Task Force committee. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 
the Legislative Assembly will urge the Minister of 
Urban Affairs to consider working with the City 
ofWinnipeg and the disabled to develop a long­
term plan to maintain Handi-Transit service and 
ensure that disabled Manitobans will continue to 
have access to Handi-Transit service. 

Physical Education in Schools 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
honourable member (Ms. Cerilli). It complies 
with the privileges and practices of this House and 
complies with the rules. Is it the will of the House 
to have the petition read? Dispense. 

WHEREAS the proposed changes to the 
Manitoba curriculum would have no physical 
education required for students after Grade 8; 
and 

WHEREAS the social, intellectual, emotional and 
physical benefits of physical education have been 
proven through extensive research; and, 

WHEREAS requiring physical education for high 
school sends a message that physical activity is 
important for life and encourages high school 
students to make life choices to stay active and it 
fits into a preventative health strategy; and, 

WHEREAS many parents, students, medical 
professionals and educators, health and 
recreation specialists are urging that physical 
education be increased in schools. 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 
the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba may be 
pleased to request the Minister of Education to 
consider maintaining physical education as part 
of the core curriculum from kindergarten to 
senior high. 

Chlldren's Dental Program 

Mr. Speaker: I have reviewed the petition of the 
honourable .rm:nber (Mr. Clif Evans). It complies 
with the privileges and practices of this House and 
complies with the rules. Is it the will of the House 
to have the petition read? Dispense. 

WHEREAS Manitoba has the highest rate of 
child poverty in the country; and 

WHEREAS over 55,000 children depend upon 
the Children's Dental Program; and 

WHEREAS the Children's Dental Program has 
been in effect for 17 years and has been 
recognized as extremely cost-effective and 
critical for many families in isolated 
communities; and 

WHEREAS the provincial government did not 
consult the users of the program or the providers 
before announcing plans to eliminate 44 of the 
49 dentists, nurses and assistants providing this 
service; and 

WHEREAS preventative health care is an 
essential component of health care form; 

WHEREFORE your petitioners humbly pray that 
the Legislative Assembly of Manitoba may be 
pleased to request the Minister of Health 



518 LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA December 15, 1994 

consider restoring the Children's Dental 
Program to the level it was prior to the 1993-94 
budget. 

TABLING OF REPORTS 

Ron. Harry Enos (Minister or Agriculture): 
Mr. Speaker, I have the privilege of tabling the 
Annual Report for the year 1993-94 of the 
Ministry of Agriculture. 

Roo. James McCrae (Minister of Health): Mr. 
Speaker, it is my privilege to table the Annual 
Report for 1993-94 of the Addictions Foundation 
of Manitoba. 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

Pharmaceuticals 
Institution Costs 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader or the Opposition): 
Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Premier. 

Consumers, health cam systems and now 
potentially hospitals have been affected by 
changing drug policies and exorbitant raises in 
prices to people across Canada 

We have heard today that there are further 
problem; in the drug indusby in terms of prices for 
our health care system in Manitoba. Prices have 
been quoted to be doubling in our hospitals to 
have a potential impact at the Health Sciences 
Cmlre of close to $1 million over the long term in 
terms of prices to our health care system 

A lot of people want to know why these drug 
companies are making profits the way they are, 
and what is the impact of changes in drug pricing 
at the Health Scicoces Cmlre on top of the cuts the 
government has made and at other health care 
mcilitiesacrossMani~ba. 

Ron. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I 
am sme that the member opposite recalls that this 
administration, I believe with the support of his 
party, opposed the federal government's 
introduction and passage of Bill C-91, I believe it 

was, the drug patent protection act That act we 
clearly--and, in filet, the ~r Minister of Health 
the member for Pembina (Mr. Orchard) and the 
Minister of Fmance both made presentations in 
Ottawa to the federal government, clearly putting 
on the record our opposition to that legislation 
passing. 

It is my recollection that the federal Liberal 
Party, in running for office, said that they would 
review with a view to cancelling that bill. 

That, of course, ultimately, is the kind of action 
that would help solve the problem that the Leader 
of the Opposition raises, but, of course, we see no 
initiative on the part of that federal Liberal 
govemucnt, and, of course, we see not a whimper 
of support from the provincial Liberal Party for 
that, despite the fact that, at the time, when it was 
a Conservative government involved, they were 
only too willing to criticize that bill. 

Today, of course, they remain silent on the issue, 
Mr. Speaker. 

• (1340) 

Mr. Doer: We, of course, agree with the Premier 
oo. C-91, but what we are dealing with here is an 
additional problem in terms of drug pricing and 
potentially shafting the health care system in 
Manitoba and contimdng to deal with, we think, 
indefensible profits at the expense of our health 
cam system. 

It is quoted at the Health Sciences Centre that a 
generic drug company will be raising me 
nrdicatim, potentially me medication, from4.10 
a hundred to 10.33 a hundred, Mr. Speaker, and 
apparently they are doing so to have a situation 
where the hospital sector will have to pay the same 
prices as the private sector. 

Now, the companies, the private generic 
companies, are saying that this is in part due to, 
quote, governments generically. I would like to 
ask the g()Vt':IJltll'1U, what is the impact going to be 
on our health care budgets, which are already 
being cut by this provincial government? 
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What will be the cost and what is the strategy of 
the provincial govemnrnt to deal with this change 
in pricing from the institutiaoal health care costs to 
the so-called private sector. 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, the hospitals, of 
course, have not measured that yeL 1he tendering 
system is still in effect, and they will be putting 
out proposals for the various drugs that they 
require. 

I will say this, that governments, when he says 
"generically," are responsible in some way for the 
increase in prices, this government has put no 
increases of cost on drug manufacturers in this 
province or on any other businesses in this 
province. 

This government has kept taxes down. This 
government has done everything possible to 
maintain an environment in which corporations 
and individuals are better off because of our ability 
to spend less and keep taxes down, Mr. Speaker, 
so certainly that comment would not apply to this 
administration. 

Mr. Doer: 1he term "governments" is being 
utilized by the private generic firms to justify their 
changes in prices to almost more than double the 
prices of drugs to hospitals, Mr. Speaker, to 

allegedly bring them in line with the alleged 
private sector, but people out there believe, 
whether it is the generic drugs or the pricing of the 
patent drugs that have had profits go up by 14 
percent, that they are, at the end of the day, the 
mes paying for it, both in terms of medicare costs, 
which will go up $7 billion, and now in terms of 
costs at the hospital, Health Sciences Centre, that 
is quoted to be $1 million. 

The Premic7 did not answer the question. What 
is the strategy to deal with these changing prices, 
and how will this government ensure the drug 
companies are not just using this to increase their 
profits at the expense of the health care system 
here in Manitoba, Mr. Speaker? 

Hon. James McCrae (Minister of Health): Mr. 
Speaker, a major part of a strategy would include 

the assistance of the Leader of the Opposition and 
the assistance of the Leader of the third party in 
this House to address the issue addressed by the 
Premier (Mr. Filmon) in the first answer he gave, 
that is, to ask our federal counterparts to do what 
they said they would do. They have not done it, 
and now we see the threats that the honourable 
member is raising today in the House and quite 
legitimately so. 

We do need his assistance in working with our 
colleague from the third party and the federal 
government to keep their promises. If they did 
that, that would go some distance. 

In the meantime, hospitals are under the same 
pressure that they have been under each and every 
year and so are govemnx:nts right across this 
country. The western provinces have still been 
able to retain a Pharmacare program for people 
under the age of 65, Manitoba being one of them 
Our benefits here are on a par or better than those 
in other provinces. 

You can see by looking to the east of us what 
could happen if we do not get the co-operation of 
the honourable Leader of the third party here 
today, as well as his colleagues in Ottawa to 
address this problem 

• (1345) 

Health Care System 
House Calls 

Mr. Dave Chomiak (Kildonan): Mr. Speaker, 
evecy time the government cuts health programs, 
they promise to replace it with something in the 
rorrmmity. There is a real need in the community 
for visiting doctor services. What steps will this 
government take to replace the services provided 
by Pnvoy to those people in the comrmmity who 
need the service? 

To that end, I will table a letter that the minister 
has from the Manitoba League of the Physically 
Handicapped saying there is a real need for these 
people and others in the comrmmity for visiting 
doctor services. 
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Hon. James McCrae (Minister of Health): Mr. 
Speakr, contrary to what the honourable member 
suggests, the house call bas been, mmains and will 
be a feature of the health care system in Manitoba. 
Special call fees claimed for visits made to a 
patient's home, when more than 10 percent of the 
physician's total payment, is what we have been 
talking about. 1bat is what raises the honomable 
member's question. 

I hope the honomable member joins with the 
buodn::ds--no, thousands ofManitobans who have 
been mninding me that every area of the 
inappropriate use of the health care system ought 
to be addressed Sutely the honourable member is 
not saying that a physician ought to be able to bill 
$25.50 in addition to whatever other services he or 
she provides for some of the kinds of cases that we 
have been discussing the last few days. 

The ability for the house call is still them. 
Indeed, I challenge physicians in this province to 
canyon with that part of their practice. No one is 
intended by this policy in any way to be put to any 
hardship. 

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Speaker, the minister totally 
missed the point of the question. 

The fact is, physicians have always had the 
opportunity to make house calls. The minister 
knows that a lot do not and most do not, and the 
eme:rgency wan:ls are gcocrally full of people 
because they are told to go to an emergency ward. 

My questim to the minister is, will he guarantee 

today that those individuals who cannot attend an 
emergency want or who cannot attend at a doctor 
because of physical or other IeaSons or who have 
difficulty will have access to a visiting physician 
or other IeSource service in their homes to take 
care of them? 

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speakr, it is not expected that 
this policy, which has been put into effect by the 
Manitoba Medical Association, would take from 
anyone the opportunity to have a house call, 
should that be required. 

I think what the Manitoba Medical Association 
is addtessing, on behalf of their membership, are 
issues that Ielate to possible inappropriate use of 
the system I do not think the honomable member 
wants to defend the inappropriate use of our 
system. I certainly do not, because there are too 
many people in Manitoba who need our system 

and too many doctors in Manitoba who want to 
use the system fairly. 

Mr. Chomiak: Mr. Speaker, again, the minister 
did not answer the question. 1bat must be 21 
times in the last week he bas failed to answer a 
question. He rivals the record of his predecessor 
in that position. 

My final supplementary to the minister: Given 
that the minister is prepared to give $100 million 
to the Royal Bank of Canada for computers, will 
the minister look at service-at-home care or hiring 
some doctors on salary through Public Health to 
provide a home service for people who cannot 
attcod at the office? 

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speaker, the approach taken 
by the honourable member in his question hardly 
even deserves a msponse. In spite of the tactics 
used by the honourable member, the people of 
Manitoba are entitled to msponses, and that is 
what I propose to give. 

I am quite happy to debate and discuss the 
public health information system that we 
announced a couple of days ago with the 
hmourable :n:rniJer. I have offeJed him a briefing. 
He has not takm me up m that, with IeSpect to the 
kinds of bcocfits we can achieve there. 

The honourable member mentioned the Home 
Cate program. I was very pleased today to join 
with a 1llllliler of individuals and organizations in 
annouociog the mhancement and the expansion of 
our self-managed Home Care program. 

On this particular day, Mr. Speaker, it might be 
appropriate, indeed, to call attention to my 
ptedecessor. Many disabled people in Manitoba 
say to me, I hope you will thank Mr. Orchard­
sony, I hope you will thank the Minister of Energy 

-
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for having begun the self-managed Home Care 
program. On their behalf today, I would like to 
thank my predecessor for pioneering that particular 
program in Manitoba. 

• (1350) 

School Boundaries Review 
Release 

Mr. Paul Edwards (Leader of the Second 
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, my question is for the 
Premier. 

Today at one o'clock, it is om understanding 
from speaking to Mr. Backman. who is the 
executive director of the Boundaries Review 
Commission. that five copies of the completed 
boundaly review n:port have been handed or are 
currently in the process of being handed to the 
Minister of Education (Mr. Manness), and from 
there, it is om understanding that they will be 
translated prior to public release. 

My question for the Premier: When can we 
expect to have public access to that report, given 
that the former Minister of Education released a 
report back some years ago on education 
legislation reform, and unfortunately, it took 16 
weeks apparently to translate 65 pages. 

This is a 200-page report. I assmne that we will 
have that Ieport, and the school bouds will have 
that report, in fi1r better time than that I wonder if 
the Premier can indicate when that will be 
completed. 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, 
certainly we will want to make that report public 
as sooo. as it is n:asonable to do so. I will have to 
check and see what is the expected time for 
translation. 

Mr. Edwards: Mr. Speaker, secondly, for the 
Premier and on the same topic, school bouds are 
cum:ntly planning their budgets for the coming 
fiscal )'ear, and then: is some significant degree of 
concern about the impact of this n:port on that 
current fiscal year. The Minister of Education 
(Mr. Mamess) spoke to the Association of School 
Trustees recently. 

My question for the Premier: Can he indicate 
whether or not this report will, in fact, have any 
impact m scbool boatds for the next fiscal year, or 
can they continue to plan as in the normal course, 
not having the fear that this report will, in fact, 
jeopaidize any of their plans for the coming fiscal 
year? 

Mr. Filmon: Mr. Speaker, not having access to 
the n:port, I cannot anticipate whether it will or 
will not. 

Mining Industry 
Status Report 

Mr. Paul Edwards (Leader or the Second 
Opposition): I am going to beg your indulgence, 
Mr. Speaker, and shift gears slightly on this 
questim. I want to ask the Minister of Energy and 
Mines a question. He has been here, and we have 
not yet asked him a question in this brief time, and 
I do want to offer him that opportunity. We have 
not agreed on a lot of things-perhaps nothing­
in the time that I have been in the House, but I 
want to ask him to outline for us, if he will, the 
current state of the mining industry in Manitoba. 

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister or Energy and 
Mines): Ah, Mr. Speaker, I wish I could quote 
Shakespeare. Where do I begin? That is a very 
good suggestion. I want to thank members of the 
House. Some of them have been heie for the 
almost 18 years that I have been hen:, and I want 
to thank them for a lot of very interesting times 
that I think I will reflect m very generously over 
the next ensuing years. 

I was going to offer to my hmourable friend the 
Liberal Leader a Ib.etorical n:sponse, which might 
have been accused of being rather quick-tmgued 
and vociferous by observers who may be here and 
presently observing, and I shall not do that, Sir. It 
would be contrary to my gentlemanly dispositim 
at this time of year. 

• (1355) 

My honourable friend and I may not, as he has 
indicated, agree necessarily on too many areas and 
too many policies, but I think the one thing my 
honourable friend and indeed all members of the 
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House will agree on is that the mining industry is 
being revitalized in Manitoba, not by government 
and not by writ of government, but by opportunity 
of investment through the changes in taxation 
policy legislation. It is a remarkable recovery of a 
very key and important industry to the province of 
Manitoba, a key and important industry to the two 
very significant and major COJlltDlmities of Flin 
Flon and of Thompson. 

I think it speaks volumes as to the opportunity 
that this industry represents to all Manitobans, 
when Hudson Bay is able to announce, because of 
renewed exploration efforts, the first new mine of 
nickel and copper in the province of Manitoba in 
the last 15 to 20 years, and, similarly, INCO with 
their major announcement of the deep pipe 
discovery. 

Those are good signs for the province of 
Manitoba, and I am sure all members here would 
wel<:Otre the investment that is going to flow from 
those two discoveries, indeed from the potential of 
Falconbridge entering a major discovery and a 
very unique opportunity that Manitobans have. 

I think not everyme understands the opportunity 
of the deposit of titanium at Cross Lake, where for 
the first time in the history of Canada, we may 
have aboriginals as full partners in the mining 
industry, and I think that would be a remarkable 
first step. 

Highway Construction Projects 
Northern Manitoba 

Mr. Oscar Lathlin (The Pas): Mr. Speaker, in 
the North, tourism, economic development, 
efficient transportation of products and goods are 
all issues that have province-wide implication. 
The state of northem roads is no longer an 
economic issue, but it has become a very serious 
health and safety issue, an issue IIIlcb. like the 
ducks in Oak Hammock Marsh in whose health 
and safety the Minister of Highways seems to 
place a high priority. 

Paving the road to Oak Hammock Marsh, in my 
mind, does not have province-wide implication, 

and yet the minister always tells us that he has to 
look after all of Manitoba. 

Will the minister now take the same concem 
about dusty roads to his 1995 capital project plans 
for roads in northem Manitoba? 

Hon. Glen Findlay (Minister of Highways and 
Transportation): Mr. Speaker, in the process of 
developing the programs in the past and for '95 
and the years forward. the answer is obviously, 
yes. We have projects that we have completed in 
the last two years, projects planned for '95 and 
projects planned for the years beyond, in 
consultation with community members for the 
roads in the North that the member is referring to, 
to try to maximize the use of scarce dollars and to 
put safe roads in place for all Manitobans. 

I know that the member would like to see us do 
it faster than is going to be fiscally feasible, but 
the citimJs of Manitoba, Sir, have also told us, we 
DWst not increase taxes; we DD1St spend 
responsibly. 

I have to admit that I can ooly do about one­
sixth or me-seventh of the projects that need to be 
done, but I can guarantee to you, Sir, that my 
departn:att is m:eting with members of the North, 
with the community leaders, to try to determine 
where the areas of priority are and what standards 
we can achieve in the next few years to meet the 
objectives that you want. 

Mr. Lathlin: Mr. Speaker, if the number of 
ducks and geese in the area, and not people, is one 
aiteria that would enhance your chance of getting 
your roads fixed, will the minister now use that 
same logic and aiteria but remember that there are 
people thcle too, and proa:cd immediately, now, to 
allocate at least 25 peratt of the Highways budget 
for northem Manitoba, because it needs a lot of 
catching up? 

Mr. Findlay: Well, Mr. Speaker, I can confirm to 
the member that pretty well every region of the 
province would make the same request I am 
sony. You know, you have 3 percent of the traffic, 
and you ask for 25 percent of the budget. 
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I do not care what grouping you want to talk 
about, whether it is the Union of Manitoba 
Municipalities or tourism groups or regional 
development groups, all want more mmey spent 
on highways. We spend a lot of mmey per 
kilonare of highway in this province compared to 
any other area of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I think this is an appropriate time 
to mention to the House that although we have 
worked hard, and my previous minister on this 
side of the House worked very hard, for the 
National Highways Program-we have worked 
together as the four westem provinces and two 
territories to ask the federal govemment to make a 
commitment towards a National Highways 
Program. I can tell the House that today we 
received a letter about an hour ago that said no to 
putting federal dollars, which they collect 4.5 
billion of gas tax dollars across this country, and 
they do not want to spend it back on the highway 
system That is the Liberal government of 
Canada. 

• (1400) 

Mr. Lathlin: Mr. Speaker, the Finance minister 
(Mr. Stefanson) has been going around holding 
pre-budget consultation meetings. He was in The 
Pas and I went there to listen to him I heaid 
people urging him in The Pas to spend more 
money on northern. roads. It says right here. I do 
not see ducks here telling the minister to spend 
more money on a road to Oak Hammock Marsh. 

Will the Fmance minister now make the 
decision that we have a crisis situation in northern 
Manitoba in terms of the condition of the roads 
and allocate at least 25 percent of the Highways 
budget for northern. Manitoba? 

Mr. Findlay: Mr. Speaker, again, I will con.fnm 
for the~ that the request he mentions about 
people at the Minister of Finance's meetings 
talking about highways, it is the highest priority 
everywhere. The minister found out that 99 
percent said, do not increase taxes, and when he 
asked, department by department, where the extra 
expenditure should be, every region raised 
highway~very region. So what he asked for is 

being asked by everybody, and in the process of 
making decisions, in the interest of fairness, we 
have to make decisions that reflect all the 
province. 

I have already committed to that member and to 
that region significant consultation with the 
comnumities to try to determine where the 
priorities are, how we can use scarce dollars to 
ImXimize road safety and road driving experience 
for the citizens of north, south and all of Manitoba, 
partirularly the COlDIDCicial people and the tourism 
industry. 

Oak Hammock Marsh 

Hon. Glen Findlay (Minister of Highways and 
Transportation): Mr. Speaker, I took as notice 
a question ~y from the member for Osborne 
(Ms. McCormick). Could I respond at this time? 

Mr. Speaker: You sure can. 

Mr. Findlay: The member for Osborne asked 
about whether the process we are doing at Oak 
Hammock Marsh on a four-kilometre stretch of 
road is the appropriate one. 

I want to tell the member that some analysis was 
done, and the traffic count there is an average of 
400 vehicles per day. On the Thanksgiving 
weekmd in 1993, there were 2,000 vehicles on the 
Sunday and over 2,000 vehicles on the Monday­
high use. It is a road ot--we will call it for lack of 
a better term-substandard for that kind of traffic 
-{inteljection] 

Mr. Speaker: Respond to your question from the 
other day, sir. 

Mr. Findlay: Mr. Speaker, that road needs to be 
upgraded. It needs to be graded and gravelled 
before you put any surface on. The grading and 
gravelling will cost about $350,000; then you look 
at surface. The AST surface that is being 
proposed by the department is an additional 
$350,000, and it will last for 20 years. 

The process the member talla:d about to treat the 
gravel and grade it and then re-treat it every year 
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costs about $60,000 a year, so in six years yw 
have already spent the $360,000, so you are net 
ahead to do the AST surface to that road for that 
volume of traffic. 

With regard to the number of people visiting 
which the member made a misrepresentation on, 
DU said that over five years, the attendance will 
get up to 210,000. She said they did not achieve 
that. In year one, 100,000; in year two, 150,000. 
Now, we have three more years to get to the 
210,000. 

So I can guarantee to the member that the 
citizens of Manitoba want to use that as a tourist 
region, and we will fix the road to accommodate 
that. 

Highway Construction Projects 
PTHllO 

Mr. Daryl Reid (Transcona): Mr. Speaker, last 
week, we learned that the Minister of Highways 
jumped queue and spent nearly $2 million to 

repave a highway in his constiblency. 

Now this minister is going to spend nearly $1 
million to pave Provincial Road 220 from 
Highway 67 into the Oak Hammock centre. 

My question for the Minister of Highways and 
Transportation is, can he explain why he is going 
to pave 8.2 kilometres of Provincial Road 220 
south of Provincial Trunk Highway 67, when that 
road docs not cmrently serve the Oak Hammock 
Marsh? 

Hoo. Glen Findlay (Minister or Highways and 
Transportation): Mr. Speaker, I have just given 
the :n:miJer the infbrmation on the four kilometres 
to Oak Hauunock Marsh--$700,000 to do the 
grade, gravel, land acquisition and AST that is 
needed to bring that road up to an adequate 
standard. 

The standard used for paving or for ASTing is 
over 300 vehicles per day, and I have already told 
the member, in answer to a previous question, that 
the volume is over 400. 

With regard to the other section the member is 
asking about, I will bring that back to the House 
tomorrow. 

Mr. Reid: Oak Hammock Marsh is currently 
served by Highways 7, 8 and 67, Mr. Speaker, all 
paved surfaces. 

Will this minister explain why he is going to 
spend nearly $2 millioo oo this 8.2-kilometre piece 
of road in addition to the $!-million road to Oak 
Hammock centre, when there are no major 
coumnmitics along this route and while northcm 
residents are forced to travel on substandard, 
dangerous roads? 

Mr. Findlay: Mr. Speaker, I have heard members 
opposite talk about ~we have to do things 
to promote tourism. 1bey have talked about 
education-we have to help our young people 
understand wildlife. They have talked about the 
environment 

All of that is encompassed in Oak Hammock 
Marsh, where I have said up to 2,000 vehicles a 
day on long weekends when people want to go to 
the COUDb:y and educate their young people, as 
schools take toms up there. That member is doing 
a discredit to rural Manitoba. He is doing a 
discredit to the educational institutions, and he is 
certainly doing a discredit to the wiliD.ifc that we 
can exhibit to our young people in this province. 

Mr. Reid: Mr. Speaker, I will table or send a 
copy of this provincial road map over to the 
minister, so he knows that the road which I am 
talkiog about docs not currently serve the Oak 
Hammock Marsh. That is served by paved 
services that are already in existence. 

Can the Minister of Highways justify spending 
$2 million on a road in his constituency plus 
another $3 million on Provincial Road 220, when 
his department art the winter road contract with 
Norwin construction by 50 percent? 

Mr. Findlay: Mr. Speaker, that member should 
do a little homework. Highway 15 is a two-lane 
road that runs 6,800 vehicles per day. I challenge 
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him to find another two-lane stretch of road that is 
that busy in the province of Manitoba. We will 
nm 11,000 vehicles oo.No. 1 east and west. It is 
a four-lane road. 

Mr. Speaker, there have been a number of 
accidmts there. 1here is high community interest 
for safety on that road That road might have been 
four-1aned in the future if we knew a decisioo. on 
the Reddit subdivisioo. for CN, if they are going to 
abandoo. that line. 

In the cw.n:nt period of time, I want to improve 
the safety. That nanber probably does not realize 
there were two deaths oo. that road last week­
serious deaths, so it is responsible for this 
department, this minister and this government to 
upgrade roads to try to protect public safety where 
the volumes warrant it. 

Urban Aboriginal Strategy 
Status Report 

Mr. Neil Gaudry (St. Bonifac:e): Mr. Speaker, 
my questioo. is for the Minister of Native Affairs. 

In 1989, this government came out with an 
Urban Aboriginal Strategy. In the 1991 budget, 
the aboriginal developnrnt budget was underspent 
by $270,000, which was absorbed back into the 
government coffers. 

In 1992, the fonncr Minister of Native Affairs 
said dming the Estimates process that he was not 
satisfied with the situation, that they should have 
dme ID.lre things. He reiterated these concerns in 
1993. 

Within its first year, the federal Liberal 
government was able to come up with the head­
start program for urban native people. 

My question for the Minister responsible for 
Native Affilirs, why have we had no progress from 
this provincial government oo. aboriginal 
coo.cems? 

• (1410) 

Hon. Darren Pramik (Minister responsible for 
Native Affairs): Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 

member for St. Boo.iface for this question. He 
mcntioo.s some very small amounts of money that 
his federal Liberal colleagues have put into 
aboriginal issues in this province, but let us not 
forget that the cw.n:nt federal Liberal government 
that wants to somehow pretend that they have this 
great concem has carried on with the policy of the 
previous government not to provide funding for 
status aboriginal people off reserve, and that has 
cost the taxpayers of the province of Manitoba 
nearly $60 million. 

Let us not forget, as well, that I have not seen 
the federal Liberal government come back in to a 
number of the educational programs that were 
reduced. 1heir contribution has been paltry 
compared to withdrawals of funding that have 
taken place over the last number of years. 

Urban Aboriginal Self-Government 
Status Report 

Mr. Neil Gaudry (St. Bonifac:e): In 1992, the 
Aboriginal Council of Winnipeg gave this 
government its urban aboriginal self-government 
proposal. What has this government done since it 
has received this document two years ago? 

Hon. Darren Pramik (Minister responsible for 
Native Affairs): Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to 
answer this. Obviously, this is an area where we 
can have a very long and detailed discussion, and 
the fmmat of Question Period limits that, no 
doubt. 

But I have to tell the member for St. Boo.iface 
that, obviously, a lot of things are happening in the 
aboriginal cnrnnmity today because there are a lot 
of processes that are underway. Obviously, the 
signing a week or so ago of an agreement between 
the kderal government and the Manitoba chiefs is 
part of that evolutionary process. 

To be quite blunt to the member, we as a 
govemnmt have dme many things in terms of just 
backfilling the costs that we have had to make up 
for withdrawals of federal support that the people 
of Manitoba used to receive and that Mr. Ou:etien 
ha~ acknowledged and supports now by his 
acttoo.s. 
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So, quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, I think it is 
unfair to ask, while we are trying to backfill all 
these particular areas, that we can come up with 
new dollars to spend in these particular areas. 

Tourism 
Bilingual Documents 

Mr. Neil Gaudry (St. Boniface): Mr. Speaker, 
I have a short question to the First Minister. 
Yesterday, he sort of indicated that he would like 
more questions from the Liberals. First of all, I 
would like to congratulate him for what he has 
done for bilingualism and French services so far. 

But to my swprise, this week I got a call from 
one Manitoban who indicated that his wife, a 
school teacber in an im:rasian program, requested 
from the Department of Tourism that they wanted 
some standard forms for the school. It was 
indicated to them that it was a year that they did 
not have the documents, but they would be 
available sometime next year. 

Why, to the First Minister, have these 
documents not been available, especially when 
they promote tomism and bilingualism together? 

Mr. Speaker: I thank the honourable member for 
St. Boniface with that new question. 

Bon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the member opposite for his comments. 

I know that he attended the conference a week 
ago Satuiday in which the bilingual municipalities 
and the Francophone chambers of COilJDbce in 
Manitoba had a first-ever major economic 
development conference which flowed from a 
breakfast meeting which cabinet held with the 
Francophone chambers of commerce in Manitoba 
earlier this year. 

That was, I think, a substantial success and, in 
fact, we are funding, through the Canada­
Manitoba Agreement, the Canada-Manitoba 
Commmity Agreement on French Language 
Services, services to those municipalities. We, of 
course, emphasized for them the strength that it 

gives us to be able to promote call centres, for 
instance, in Manitoba to have the bilingual 
capability that we do have for all areas of 
economic dcvclopnrnt in our province. Certainly, 
mmy of the things, such as the bilingual signs that 
are on our roadways, are designed as a tomist 
attraction for bilingual service to people in 
communities throughout Manitoba. 

The specifics of his question with respect to a 
particular form in the Department of Tourism is 
s~ I cannot answer off the top of my head, 
so I will have to take that as notice and bring him 
back further information. 

Parent Advisory Counc:il 
Teacher Representation 

Mr. Harry Schellenberg (Rossmere): I have a 
question for the Minister of Education (Mr. 
Manness) or the Premier. 

Trustees, superiotc:ndems, principals and parents 
have great concems about the new guidelines 
which give teachers only very little representation 
m. the Parent .Advisory Council. Mr. Speaker, it is 
a teacber that is the main caregiver. It is a teacher 
that is the main link between home and school. It 
is a teacher who has professional expertise to 
offer. 

Mr. Speaker, why is the minister not giving 
teachers meaningful representation on the Parent 
Advisory Council? 

Bon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, it 
appears as though what the member opposite is 
saying is that we should not have parents involved, 
that in terms of a Parent Advisory Council, all we 
want to do is have teachers advise the teachers. 

That would not make sense, so what we have 
dme is to try and ensure, because I do not believe 
that there have been any studies, any credible 
studies, that have not demonstrated that children 
leam better when their parents are involved in the 
process of their education and are fully supportive 
of and involved in the school system 

-
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That is the whole concept of Parent Advisory 
Councils. AB a teacher, I would think he should 
understand that, that it is absolutely imperative 
and certainly a great benefit to teachers and to the 
schools, themselves, to have the parents fully 
involved with the process. That is the whole 
concept of the Parent Advisory Councils, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Education System 
Suspension Policy 

Mr. Harry Schellenberg (Rossmere): We want 
to develop a partnership with trust and co­
operation, not a power struggle. 

It is obvious that this govemment has declared 
war oo. teacbcrs, and the morale of teachers is at an 
all-time low in this province. 

Mr. Speaker, the minister wants .to pass 
legislation which gives teachers the authority to 
suspend disruptive students. Suspending students 
is always a traumatic experience. 

Why does the minister not give his powerful 
parent advisory council the authority to suspend 
students? 

Hoo. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, I do 
not think that I have heard more foolishness in a 
long, long time than suggesting that we ought to 
give the parent advisory council, which is not in 
the school, which is not dealing with the children, 
which is not dealing with their problems on a day­
to-day basis in their classes, the power to suspend. 

Mr. Speaker, the concept is, the people who are 
oo. the firing line, the people whose jobs are being 
impacted by the behaviour of the specific 
iodividual in the classroom are the ones who have 
to make the judgement, whether or not to sacrifice 
the needs of 25 students in favour of having me 
disruptive student disrupt the efforts of an entire 
classroom. 

That is the kind oftbing that many, many people 
have asked us to addless. That is something that 
teachers have asked us to address, Mr. Speaker, 
and having the power and the authority I do not 

accept, as he does, and I think it is a terrible 
commentary that he is making on teachers, to 
automatically assume that teachers will abuse that 
power, that teachers will use it inappropriately. 
What a terrible thing to say about teachers. He 
ought to be ashamed 

Mr. Schellenberg: I am embarrassed for the 
Premier. Teachers do not want this power. 

Mr. Speaker, does the minister not have faith in 
the present system, where trustees, superintendents 
and principals are responsible for the overall 
discipline in our schools? 

Mr. Filmon: Now, we really see how out d 
touch New Democrats are, when he comes and 
makes a statement like that, that is absolutely 
contnuy to the position on the record of the 
president of the Manitoba Teachers' Society who 
said that teachers welcomed that initiative. 

I cannot believe it. Perllaps, Mr. Speaker, be 
has been in the Legislature too long and has not 
been out there listening to and talking with people 
in his old profession. 

Northern Manitoba 
Hydro Rates-Equalization 

Mr. Eric Robinson (Rupertsland): Mr. 
Speaker, 11J¥ question is for the Minister 
responsible for Hydro. 

It is weD known that most of the hydro power in 
1his province comes from northem Manitoba, and 
nortbem residents contioue to pay higher hydro 
rates. Before the minister retires from office, will 
he try and get cabinet to equalize hydro rates, as 
was promised two years ago? 

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister charged with 
the administration of The Manitoba Hydro 
Ad): Mr. Speaker, IIJ¥ honourable friend em in 
his preamble. Residents of northem Manitoba pay 
the same rates as southemers do for conmnmities 
d similar size. That system existed when my 
honourable friend's party govemed and was not 
changed. 
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I think it reflects two principles, adequately 
reflecting cost of service, No. 1, a principle 
embraced by the New Democrats when they 
govemed this province, and, secondly, a principle 
whem IlO.l1hem Manitobans ought not to pay more 
or less than soutbem Manitobans in communities 
of the same size. 

Power Outages 

Mr. Eric Robinson (Rupertsland): Mr. 
Speilker, northerners do not just pay more for 
hydro, they also face more power outages. I have 
raised this issue with the minister in a letter I sent 
to him on September 19, 1994. 

The minister will recall I asked him back in 
September what could be done to reduce these 
outages, given that these outages continue to be a 
major problem in many communities, such as 
Little Grand Rapids, which I would like to report 
to this House that on December 11, this past 
weekmd, they had no power from 5 a.m. to 3 p.m 
that day. 

When can these residents expect to see these 
problems solved in the future? 

Hoo. Donald Orchard (Minister charged with 
the administration of The Manitoba Hydro 
Act): Mr. Speaker, again, I want honomable 
:nrmbers to know that my honomable friend erred 
in his preamble, saying that northerners pay more 
for electricity than southerners. That is not 
accurate, Sir. 

Secondly, I want to point out to my honomable 
friend that from time to time, the power system is 
out, but I want to also remind my honourable 
friend that the Manitoba Hydro system has the 
highest reliability of any utility providing electric 
service in Canada, an exemplary record that serves 
all of Manitoba in that fashion and is a significant 
tribute to the many men and women who provide 
that electric service to Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, I remind my hooourable friend that 
what he is asking for from opposition, his party 
did not deliver in govemm:nL He might reflect on 
that. 

Mr. Speaker: Time for Oral Questions has 
expired. 

• (1420) 

MA ITER OF URGENT PUBLIC 
IMPORTANCE 

Transportation Infrastructure 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): Mr. Speaker, I 
move, seconded by the member for The Pas (Mr. 
Lathlin), that under Rule 27.1, that the 01dinaiy 
business of the House be set aside to discuss a 
matter of urgent public importance, namely, the 
condition and future transportation infrastructure 
in nortbem Manitoba due to federal govemmcnt 
cutbacks to airports and rail infrastructure and 
provincial govemment cutbacks to nortbem 
highways. 

Mr. Speaker: Before recognizing the honourable 
member for Thompson, I believe I should remind 
all hmourable members again that under our Rule 
27 .(2) the mover of a motion on a matter of urgent 
public importance and one member of each of the 
other parties in the House is allowed not more than 
five minutes to explain the urgency of debating the 
matter ~tely. 

Mr. Ashton: Mr. Speaker, nothing is more 
important to nortbem Manitobans than our 
transportation infrastructure. On a daily basis we 
see it under attack. We see it under attack from a 
minister in this govemment who suggests that the 
only aiteria for fixing up roads should be volume. 

We have seen under this govemment that the 
expenditures on nortbem highways construction 
bas gone from between 15 percent and 20 percent 
of the budget to 4.8 percent. 

We have seen a minister who takes letters, 
giving a long-tCIDl commitment to surfacing 
highways in nortbem Manitoba and personally 
strokes out anyloog-tcnncommitment. We see on 
a daily basis with the answers of this minister that 
in this province, to get roads fixed, it seems you 
have to be in the minister's constituency or you 
have to have a lot of ducks. 

-
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We say it is urgent that we get highways for 
people, Mr. Speaker. There are at least 80,000 to 
90,000 Manitobans-we probably have most of 
the ducks too, if you want to use that argument­
in northern Manitoba. We are 8 percent of the 
population. 

The minister says we have 3 percent of the 
traffic. Has he looked at the highways map, Mr. 
Speaker? The highways map shows that a lot of 
northern C()1DDllmities do not have roads, so we 
cannot exactly drive a lot. 

But :you look at the cooditian of our roads. They 
are in terrible shape. Just ask the former Minister 
of Highways about 373,280 and 391. 

Why do we need to deal with that today? 
Because Ibis may be one of the last opportunities 
to deal with Ibis before the government makes yet 
again a decision in terms of Estimates that shafts 
nortbem Manitoba We are not going to stand idly 
by while they do that, so we have to debate that. 

Not only that, the minister himself indicated just 
a short time ago that now the federal government 
is indicating it has no commitment to a National 
Highways Program. 

It goes beyond the cuts that we are also faced 
with that have urgent implications for northern 
Manitoba. Just today, Mr. Speaker, I have 
received further information on the federal 
govemmcnt's wholesale slaughter of the 
transportation infrastructure oflhis country. 

I have a list which I can table of some of what 
they call modernization which will have a drastic 
itqma an aiiports in northern Manitoba and rural 
Manitoba, whether it be in Thompson, whether it 
be in The Pas, whether it be in Lynn Lake, Norway 
House, Gillam, Island Lake, there are many 
airports that will be affected. There are drastic 
cmseque:oces if we do not deal with those-I will 
table a copy for all members, a copy which I 
received today-drastic consequences that we 
could see from the commercialization, the 
privatization of the air navigation systems in Ibis 
country that could affect the margin of safety for 
many northern and rural Manitobans. 

This is an urgent matter, Mr. Speaker, because 
these cuts are going to destroy the Department of 
Transport and the kind of safety standards we have 
worked hard for in Ibis country. 

The federal Liberal government is looking at 
making these decisions over the matter of the next 
mnnber of days at the departmental level. They 
are looking-and the schedule is, by the 12th of 
December which has already gone by, a briefing to 
the minister. There is a steering committee in 
place, the ministerial decision by the 20th of 
January. There will be a cabinet decision in 
Januaty or February, and there will be a budget 
decision in February of 1995. 

Once again, the same lack of logic. The federal 
Minister of Transport has suggested that there is 
some problem in Canada because we have 90 
percent of the air traffic going through 10 percent 
of the airports. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, what would happen to Ibis 
county if we followed that logic and we shut down 
rural and northern airports. I would be interested 
to see how Ibis province and Ibis country would 
do without the wealth of companies like Inco, 
of HBM&S, of Repap in northern comnnmities 
and IIIJch of the rural economy that contributes 
to the welfare? This is important to northern 
Manitobans. 

As my colleague the member for The Pas (Mr. 
Lathlin) pointed out before, we are getting 
desperate in ter1m of the conditions of our roads in 
nortbcm.Manitoba. We are seeing the destruction 
of our infrastructure, whether it be the rail line, 
whether it be airports. We, in the New 
Democratic Party, we stand for fairness for all 
regioos oflhis province, all regions oflhis country. 
That is why we urge all members of Ibis House to 
join with us to di.saJss Ibis so that we can get some 
fairness for northern roads, fairness for northern 
airports and fairness for our rail system from the 
federal Liberal and the provincial Conservative 
governments. 

Hon. Jim Ernst (Government House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, someone from the opposite side 
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explained priorities, and obviously, the members 
in the opposition party do not have their priorities 
very straight. They had nine days to raise this as 
a matter of urgent public importance. They did 
not. They had an opportunity for eight days of 
debate during the Throne Speech Debate at which 
every single member of their caucus could well 
have raised that issue again and again. They did 
not. 

So I think what we are really seeing here is a 
party flush with their own self-importance over a 
small item that occurred the other evening, by 
delaying a vote, wants to come back into the 
House, they say, to work, but they bad a matter of 
urgent public importance yesterday. To show you 
how hard they wanted to wodc, when they 
challenged your ruling, they walked out of the 
House for half an hour. They were not prepared to 
wodc. All they are prepared to do is play games in 
this House, have some kind of game playing 
across the way that has nothing to do with working 
in this House, but rather try to enhance their own 
political image. 

I do not believe for a minute, Mr. Speaker, that 
they have a matter of urgent public importance. 
This matter is clearly out of order. 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Second Opposition 
House Leader): Mr. Speaker, let me start off by 
indicating that IDJCh of the preamble that the NDP 
House leader put m. the record with respect to this 
particular issue, I would disagree with I must say 
right upfront. It does address some very serious 
issues in terms of northem roads and the 
transportatim. infrastructure and so forth. I think 
there is a sense of urgency. [interjection] I am 
supporting your motion. so you should be 
supportive of what I am saying, at least in part. 

Mr. Speaker, I do believe that we are looking at 
possibly coming back some time in, no doubt, the 
month of March unless the government comes 
forward with some otlrz date. Yesterday I alluded 
to reasons as to why it is that we do not have too 
IDJCh left m. the agenda that we could deal with an 
issue of this particular nature. 

When we look at the winter roads and the 
importance of the winter roads to northem 
Manitoba, it might be an opportune time for a 
number of members of the Legislature to get up to 
express their thoughts, not only on issues such as 
the winter roads, but other roads, local airports. 

I think there are some valid arguments on all 
sides that could be expressed and might be 
beneficial for this government and possibly even 
for the government in Ottawa to take into 
consideration when they are coming down with 
their plans with the transportation industry. In 
fact, Mr. Speaker, if I was the drafter of this 
particular motion, I might have even expanded it 
to include the transportation industry as a whole 
because tbcre are some cmcems that we have. We 
all recogni7e the importance of our rail, airlines 
and so forth. Thank you. 

• (1430) 

Mr. Speaker: I would like to thank all 
hm.ourable :lllCIOOers for their advice as to whether 
or not the motim. proposed by the honourable 
member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton) should be 
debated today. 

In accordance with our Rule 27 .( 1 ), I did receive 
notice of the proposed motion. I had some 
difficulty deciding whether or not the motion 
discusses only one matter as is required by our 
Rule 27.(5)(a). I am now satisfied that the broad 
subject matter of the motion is the condition and 
future of the transportation infrastructure in 
northem Manitoba. 

According to our Rule 27 and Beauchesne 
Citations 389 and 390, there are two conditions 
which must be met in order for a matter of urgent 
public importance to be proceeded with. 

They are: a) the subject matter must be so 
pressing that the ordinary opportunities for debate 
will not allow it to be brought on early enough; 
and b) it must be shown that the public interest 
will suffer if the matter is not considered 
immediately. 

-
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I acknowledge that the subject matter of the 
honourable member's motion is important. 
However, I am not satisfied that the conditions 
which I have just set out have been met. 

Therefore, I am ruling that the motion is out of 
order as a matter of urgent public importance. 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Opposition House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, I challenge your ruling. 

Mr. Speaker: The ruling of the Olairhas been 
challenged. 

Voice Vote 

Mr. Speaker: Shall the ruling of the Chair be 
sustained? All those in favour, please say yea. 

Some Honourable Members: Yea. 

Mr. Speaker: All those opposed, please say nay. 

Some Honourable Members: Nay. 

Mr. Speaker: In my opinion the Yeas have it. 

Formal Vote 

Mr. Ashton: Yeas and Nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker: A recorded vote having been 
requested, call in the members. 

The question before the House is, shall the 
ruling of the Olair be sustained? All those in 
favour of the motion will please rise. 

Division 

A RECORDED VOTE was taken, the result 
being as follows: 

Yeas 

Cummings, Dacquay, Derkach, Downey, 
Driedger, Ducharme, Enns, Ernst, Filmon, 
Findlay, Gilleshammer, Helwer, Laurendeau, 
Manness, McAlpine, McCrae, Mdntosh, 
Mitchelson, Orchard, Pallister, Penner, Praznik, 
Reimer, Render, Rose, Stefanson, Sveinson, 
Vodrey. 

Nays 

Ashton, Barrett, Cerilli, Chomiak, Dewar, Doer, 
Edwards, Evans (Brandon East), Evans 
(Interlake), Friesen, Gaudry, Gray, Hickes, 
Kowalski, Lamoureux, Lath/in, Mackintosh, 
Maloway, Martindale, McCormick, Plohman, 
Reid, Robinson, Santos, Schellenberg. 

Mr. Oerk (W'illiam Remnant): Yeas 28, Nays 
25. 

Mr. Speaker: The ruling of the Chair has been 
sustained. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

Hon. Jim Ernst (Government House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, would you please call Resolution 
70? 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. Prior to calling 
Resolution 70, I think it would be helpful if I tell 
members that notwithstanding subrules 1 and 2, 
speeches during the private members' hour or 
during debate on a private members' order called 
by the goverrmx:nt pursuant to subrule 20(2) shall 
be limited to 15 minutes. 

Res. 70-CFB Winnipeg 

Mr. Gerry McAlpine (Sturgeon Creek): Mr. 
Speaker, I move, seconded by the honourable 
Minister of Urban Affairs and Housing (Mrs. 
Mcintosh), that 

WHEREAS CFB Winnipeg and Air Command 
Headquarters serve a vital role in Canada's 
military; and 

WHEREAS the Canadian AmmForces employ 
more than 2,400 military and another 1,300 
civilian personnel; and 

WHEREAS the base and its personnel inject 
approximately $122 million into the Manitoba 
economy annually; and 

WHEREAS Winnipeg's central location and 
low cost of living make the setting ideal for 
military operational headquarters; and 
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WHEREAS CFB Winnipeg contributes to the 
federal and provincial tax base as well as an 
annual grant of $6 million in lieu of taxes to the 
City of Winnipeg; and 

WHEREAS the federal government is currently 
considering the future of existing milita.Iy 
installations. 

TIIEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the 
Legislative Assembly of Manitoba send a strong 
and united message to the federal Minister of 
Defence that CFB Winnipeg and Air Command 
Headquarters be maintained. 

Motion presented. 

Mr. McAlpine: Mr. Speaker, everybody in this 
House knows that yesterday I rose to seek leave of 
this Oaamber to bring forward Resolution 70, 
CFB Winnipeg, for debate. It was the first 
opportunity for Private Members' Business this 
session. 

On DeceniJer 6, Mr. Speaker, I served notice to 
all members of the House that I would seek their 
leave to debate this matter at the first opportunity. 
Hansard will show that I rose before Private 
Members' Business commenced yesterday and 
sought leave to bring this matter forward. 1be 
Liberal House leader, before his party denied 
leave, then iJqJugncd motives and made comments 
that I take personally. He stated that he would 
deny leave because I was not sincere. 

Mr. Speaker, I was duly elected to serve the 
people of Sturgeon Creek, which includes the Air 
Command Headquarters in Winnipeg. I also 
believe that all members of this House are 
honourable members and wish to serve their 
cmstitucnts. In trying to serve my constituents by 
discussing a matter that is of great importance to 
the people ofStmgem. Creek, to St. James and the 
smrounding area, including the entire province of 
Manitoba, I felt this matter deserved urgent 
attention, Mr. Speaker. 

The Liberal House leader questions my integrity 
w1rn I try to serve my constituents. He should try 

to impress upon the honourable m:mber far St. 
J~ (Mr. Edwards) and his friend, Mr. Harvard, 
the federal Liberal rep~enting Winnipeg-St. 
James, how important this issue is for Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, the Leader of the Liberal Party 
(Mr. Edwards), without having first-hand 
knowledge of the proceedings in the Oaamber 
yesterday, then proceeded to do a radio interview 
and further cast aspersions on m:, the m:mber for 
Sturgeon Creek. 

The Liberal Leader told CJOB this moming, 
and I quote: Mr. McAlpine's motion came late in 
the day and inteJTUpted the motion of Mr. 
Kowalski, the MLA fOr 1be Maples. Mr. 
McAlpine just got up and essentially had the press 
release in his hand and ready to go, slamming us 
before be got up to make the motion. So it was an 
entirely concocted thing. He was erroneous. He 
had enormous opportunities as a govemment 
m:mber to stand up in Question Period, to put it 
on the Order Paper in a proper fashion. He just 
chose to make a show and a spectacle of himself, 
and that was the whole point behind this. 

He also went on to accuse m: of using evety 
opportunity to be political. Mr. Speaker, I resent 
those remuks from the n:anber for St. James, who 
should be representing his constituents who work 
at the base. If he chooses to do otherwise, he 
should do the honourable thing. 

The point of seeking leave was to serve my 
cmstitucnts c:n this important issue, the important 
issue of the Air Command Headquarters in 
Sturgeon Creek, serving all of Manitoba, serving 
all residents of this country. I was elected to do, 
and will cxmtimx: to do, the best in my ability to do 
this. 

• (1530) 

The Liberal Leader also stated falsely that the 
matter was not on the Order Paper in the proper 
fashion. All members have the opportunity to 
place resolutions on the Order Paper at the 
beginning of this session. I did so. Through the 
luck of the draw, this urgent matter was 
unfortunately given 70th spot. 

-
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Seeking leave to move a matter up for 
discussion because it is dated or urgent is not an 
unusual occurrmce. I asked to have the matter 
raised earlier because, by the time he would have 
gotten to the resolution under nonnal 
circumstances, it may be too late to present those 
cuts by the federal liberals of many Air Command 
jobs there in Winnipeg by transferring them to 
Ottawa. 

The Leader of the third party's comments about 
the press release are upsetting only because of the 
fact of what this represents to the people of 
Manitoba, Mr. Speaker. I received yestciday, from 
17 Wing headquarters in Winnipeg, the statistics 
as of December 14, 1994. The size of this facility 
includes 2,977 acres, 114 buildings, 883 manied 
quarters, persoonel-}'OU DJJSt understand that this 
includes all of CFB Winnipeg-but personnel on 
the base, over 4,000 people; 3,000 military and 
1,000 civilian. 

This is an integral part of our ecmomy here in 
Manitoba and the ecooomic ~ that this has on 
Sturgeoo Creek and the other constituencies that 
bolder Sturgeon Creek, including the constituency 
of Winnipeg-St. James, which Mr. Harvard 
represents, is significant. 

I would urge that all meEDbers unite together in 
this Olamber and deal with this important issue in 
an hooourable way and not try to bring aspersions 
oo the member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) that I 
am maJdng this a political issue. This is far too 

important an issue to make this a political issue. 
These are lives that are being affected in Sturgeon 
Creek, and simply to transfer the Air Command 
Headquarters from W"mnipeg-we have the state­
of-the-art facility that was built only recently at 
CFB Winnipeg represcoting all matters across this 
country and intematiooal issues. To simply 
transfer this facility and the personnel along with 
it to Ottawa is a terrible, tenible mistake, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I will stand up, unlike the honourable meEDber 
for St. James, in representing the people of 
Sturgeon Creek on this very important issue, and 
I will stand up without the assistance of the 

honourable meEDber for Winnipeg-St. James, Mr. 
Harvard. Mr. Harvard has had opportunity a 
number of times to approach me on this issue. He 
knows my concem over this issue but has been 
absent by his silence. 

Mr. Speaker, I think this is a tenible issue 
because it affects the lives of so many people who 
love and live in this area of Sturgeon Creek. 
MeEDbers on this side of the House, including the 
hooourable meEDber forSt James (Mr. Edwards), 
have people worldng on the base; the honourable 
member for Assiniboia (Mrs. Mcintosh), the 
hooourable :acmer for Kirkfield (Mr. Stefanson), 
the honourable meEDber for Cbarleswood (Mr. 
Ernst). Being in real estate, I know that a lot of 
these people live within the boundaries of these 
constituencies. 

I think that we also have to come together to 
address this very important issue before it is too 
late. That is my urgency. My urgency is to 
impress upon the Minister of Defence before the 
cuts are made, because when the cuts are made or 
the transfers are implemented, it is far too late. 

Mr. Speaker, the honourable meEDber for St. 
James suggests that he does not have enough 
information to debate this issue. He said that oo 
CJOB this moming. I think that the honourable 
:acmer should take it upon himself-! mean, it is 
his responsibility to represent the people, and if he 
does not have the information, then he should seek 
it out If he would want my assistance in writing 
his script for him, I will give him every co­
operatioo to do that I think that he should take 
the responsible action and be in touch with his 
Liberal colleague, the Minister of Defence in 
Ottawa, Mr. David ColleDette, whom I wrote to on 
the 14th ofNovember but~ have not had a reply. 

An Honourable Member: Has the meEDber for 
St. James written? 

Mr. McAlpine: I do not know whether the 
member for St. James has taken the responsible 
position and written. I have not seen anything 
from the member for Winnipeg-St. James, Mr. 
Harvard. I have not seen anything going forward 
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from there. He is taking the position that he does 
not know whether-in Liberal fashion, he cannot 
seem to make up his mind on this issue. 

I do not think the member for St. James, the 
Leader of the Liberal Party, has yet made up his 
mind, because he maintains, in talking to CKND 
TV, that he is not in a position, that he felt that 
there should be-it is important, I think, not to be 
entirely partisan and political, but it is to deal with 
these things in a reasonable and rational way. I 
am just tiying to find, Mr. Speaker, the quotes Mr. 
Edwards had in the media. Rather than waste my 
time on that, I will address the other issues. 

I have been active on this issue all the way 
through. I issued news releases on this matter 
December 2, following the release of the white 
paper wbm it first came out I have heard nothing 
from the member for St. James who is adjacent to 
the constituency of Stwgeon Cm:k. Mr. Speaker, 
I would invite the member for St. James to worlc 
on this issue.I would ask him to consult with the 
member for Winnipeg-St. James, because we have 
to go united on this in the interests of representing 
our respective constituencies. 

I would ask every member of the Liberal Party 
because these are supposedly the friends that they 
have in Ottawa. Regardless of whether they agree 
with what the Liberal govemment is doing in 
Ottawa or whether they disagree, I think that they 
still should represent the people in Manitoba. 
Rather than falling in line with their Liberal 
friends, do the honourable thing. 

I will stand up for the people in Stwgeon Creek 
on this issue. I will worlc with anybody in the 
iDtc:rcsts of the Air Command, jobs for Manitoba. 
I will worlc to maintain the Air Comnand 
Headquartc:rs 1x2e in Manitoba. To ensure that the 
jobs and the Air Cmmand Headquarters, with the 
economic impact that this has on Manitoba and 
everybody in Manitoba, all our lives, I will stand 
up and speak for them, on behalf of them. I urge 
everybody to participate in this very, very urgent 
economic issue in Manitoba. Thank you. 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Opposition): 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to put a few comments 
on the record. 

First of all, I think a resolution of this nature 
should not be ambiguous. It should be very clear 
that we want to maintain CFB and the Air 
Command Headquarters in Winnipeg, not just be 
maintained. I would suggest to the member 
opposite that we should not have ambiguity in a 
resolutimlike this, because you can keep the CFB 
in Winnipeg and you could maintain the air 
headquarters in Ottawa and that would be 
consistent with the resolution we are passing in 
this Legislature. Just reading the resolution, I 
would suggest that if we want to send a clear 
message as a House, we should do so in a clear 
way. 

• (1540) 

Mr. Speaker, I have raised this question in the 
House. We all have our own interests politically. 
We do too, and I want to be straight up about that, 
but I think if we go too far over the edge and make 
it so transparent that our goals are not economic 
but may be a bit partisan, we will lose our cause. 
We have a good cause. lbere is no question in 
this Hous~we raise it in this House because we 
believe that the air headquarters should be not 
mlintaincd but remain in Winnipeg, in Manitoba. 

It is cmsistent with our vision that says there is 
IDJl'C to this COUOiry than Ottawa and Hull. We do 
not want to see Air Command and Sea Command 
and Land Command all in the Ottawa-Hull area. 
We think that these jobs 1111st be maintained 
outside of the traditional triangle or the traditional 
Ottawa capital area, so I think it is important to 
speak as one voice. 

We will support the resolution. I think we 
should be strong about the federal Liberal 
government-this is two reports that have come 
out-but we cannot be so obviously transparent 
that we lose our sincerity because sincerity is also 
part of the debate. 
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I say that, Mr. Speaker, with a great deal of 
conviction. We are concerned on this side about 
the whole aerospace industry and the air command 
industry in Manitoba. It is a real important issue 
to us because there have been commitments made 
to the people of Canada, to the people of Manitoba 
that have been contained in the documents before 
the federal election that I believe have been 
broken. I think we should say that on top of this 
resolution. 

When I read the red book, it says that there will 
be a military conversion strategy to deal with 
changes that are going to be made to military 
decisions in Canada. When one looks at the 
proposal on the Air Command in the city of 
Winnipeg, when one looks at Bristol, when one 
looks at Boeing, when one looks at the 
corporation, Standard Aero, I think that promises 
have been broken. It was very fair to say to 
people, yes, if we are elected, we are going to 
cancel this contract; but, when you also say to 
people that we are going to put other jobs in place 
as a cooversion strategy from military contracts to 
nonmilitary contracts or civilian contracts, I 
believe that it is iiqKxtant to have the second shoe 
on this policy, which, I think, is not there in terms 
of the federal govemment 

We have raised this issue. This is a very big 
payroll in Manitoba, and I am extremely 
disappointed that some members of the federal 
Liberal caucus that reside and represent those 
constituencies have not made it a clear issue, Mr. 
Speaker, about where they stand. I know there is 
a bit of regional thinldng on military decisions, but 
it really comes back to the fnndamental vision of 
Canada. Do we want a country with all our 
resources, as I say, in the Ottawa-Hull area, or do 
we want to have these kinds of head office jobs 
outside of the Ottawa-Hull area in places like 
Manitoba, in places like Winnipeg? 

They also provide those jobs. The direct 
military jobs also provide a number of civilian 
jobs and provide a very, very positive payroll to 
the province of Manitoba and the city of 
Winnipeg. We carmot lose any more good-paying, 
high-quality jobs in this city. Whether it is at CN 

or whether it is at the Air C(IJDmand Headquarters 
or whether it is other decisions dealing with 
Manitoba jobs, we cannot afford to lose them, and 
we have to stand as one voice in this House on a 
resolution of this nature. 

We, as I say, have raised this issue before in the 
House. lbere have been promises made about 
military decisions. There would be task forces and 
committees to report on the military in Canada. 
To some degree, we see some of this action, you 
know, some of the parallels in Canada now of the 
United States, where they have committees that 
report to the legislative bodies to take some of the 
politics out of regional decisions. I do not know 
whether you could ever do that in this country, 
whether you close Portage base with the former 
government, whether you close the air 
headquarters as proposed by this government. 
Regional jobs and high-quality jobs and good­
paying jobs mean a lot to our comnnmities and 
should mean a lot to the whole federal caucus at 
Ottawa. 

We have discussed this issue with our member 
of Parliament. We do not have very many from 
Manitoba, I regret to say, but I am pleased that I 
was able to outpredict the Premier in our 
~bership in the federal House of Commons. I 
thought we would have double the members that 
be would have after his support of Kim Campbell 

. in the last federal election. I did not think it would 
be ooe-oothiog. I have to admit that, Mr. Speaker. 

It is iiqKxtant that we all speak with one voice, 
but it is also very important that we have a 
strategy. When I asked this question on Day One 
in this Ownber, we asked the provincial 
government, the provincial Premier, the Minister 
of Industry, Trade and Tourism to have a strategy, 
because we had not one, but two reports 
recommending the centralization, the Ottawa 
centralization of the Air C(l111JWind Headquarters 
in the Ottawa-Hull area. 

We should be working with Nova Scotia in 
terms of the decision on the sea headquarters, the 
navy headquarters. We should be working with a 
number of other people all across western Canada. 
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We should not have what we had in the CF-18 
debate, where Conservatives acted like 
Conservatives and New Democrats acted like New 
Democrats and nobody acted like westem 
Canadians. I thought it was disgusting when 
Grant Devine supported Brian Mulroney when the 
CF-18, against all merit, was not given to the 
province of Manitoba but was awarded to the 
province of Quebec. It was a disgrace that westem 
Canadians did not stand up together against that 
project. 

I recall the former Premier of Alberta, Don 
Getty, also supporting Brian Mulroney. Being a 
Tcxy came before being a westem Canadian, and 
I thought that was absolutely wrong in terms d 
making decisions in this country. The lowest bid, 
the best quality aerospace industry in Manitoba 
being enhanced, and we lost it, which was 
announced cynically after the Saskatchewan 
electim in 1986. We lost it to an inferior bid at a 
higher cost because of the dynamics of Quebec 
wanting an aerospace industry. 

Westem Canada has to speak as one voice, and 
it has to put partisan politics aside to make sure 
that we get our fair share of procurement in 
Canada. We represent 28 percent of the 
population, and when the Mu1roocy govemment 
and the Campbell govcmmcnt left office, we were 
down to about 12 percent of the purchasing in 
Canada Now we can bash the Liberals today and 
we can bash Kim Campbell yesterday and we can 
bash somebody dse befom..--)'OU cannot bash New 
Democrats; they have not been in offico-but I 
think it is safe to say that westem Canadians have 
to stand up across party lines. We do not want 
excessive proaD'Cill2IL We do not want patronage 
and pOlk and all these other things. We just want 
fair treatment and fair treatment for jobs in terms 
of the federal decisim making in Canada. That is 
all we are asking for. I believe this is consistent 
with the resolutim 1bat has been placed forward by 
the member here today. 

We have two reports we have to deal with. We 
have the Senate parliamentary committee. Now 
where are the senators m this issue? We do not 
have any senators. We do not have vel)' many 

members of Parliament, but we do not have any 
senators, I can guarantee you that Where are the 
parties speaking? Where are the senators from 
westem Canada? Where are the senators from 
Atlantic Canada? What are they doing on this 
issue? Are they standing up for their regions or 
are they forgetting where they come from? 

• (1550) 

We believe that the parliamentary committee, 
the Senate committee, the federal-provincial 
committee should be dealing with this issue in a 
JDJCh filirer way. Why did they come up with this 
recommendation? 

Then we have the paper itself from the fedeial 
govemment, the white paper which was released 
December 1, which caught us by surprise because 
we were told by the business coiDIDlmity, 
Winnipeg 2000, with all its objective information 
about the previous government from the now­
Minister of F'mance, that this document would 
~ forwaid m December 12 or 15. So we were 
a bit~ by the announcement, but we felt 
it was necessary to mise this question in the House 
at the beginning. 

1be question is, what are we going to do about 
it? How are we going to deal with this issue? 
What strategy do we have m the Air COIIBD8Dd 
base beymd blaming the federal government? 
How are we going to change the decision moving 
into the February budget and the budget in the 
years after that? How are we going to deal with 
the jobs at Bristol? How are we going to deal with 
the jobs at Boeing? How are we going to deal 
with the jobs at Standard Aero, because we are 
losing hundreds of jobs, actually for a number d 
years, but most particularly recently with the last 
couple of i:dcral budgets we are losing lots of very 
good jobs in our cormnmities. 

What is our strategy to deal with that? Do we 
have a proposal on the military conversion 
proposal in the red book? I have asked this 
govemment, the Minister of Industry, Trade and 
Tourism (Mr. Downey), where is our strategy, 
where is the position paper? 1be minister d 

-
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social services presented us a document yestenlay. 
Why do we not have a c:locuirent on the Air 
Command, Boeing, Bristol, Standard Aero, the 
aerospace industry in Manitoba, that includes the 
Air Conmand7 Why do we not have that strategy 
before this House? Why do we not have a 
ministerial statement from the government dealing 
with this issue? Why do we not have a debate on 
this issue that is beymd really the reactive stage 
into a much more aggressive alternative stage? 

I do not want to go through what we went 
through in Portage. I was a member of that 
delegation that went down to Ottawa. I recall the 
horror that the former member for Portage bad to 
go through when the fonncr member of Parliament 
from Winnipeg-South said wave a white flag and 
surrender and started negotiating a consolation 
prize before we even got into the meeting with the 
federal minister McKnight and federal minister 
Epp at that time. We did not want to smrender. 
We wanted to have a co-ordinated approach to 
making sure that air base or the training base, 
which was a very good program, cost-effective 
program. was not going to be shut down for 
political reasons, which ultimately happened. We 
need to do s()ll'r)hing more than that now. I do not 
want to wait UDii1 the federal budget. We have the 
warning signal out. We have lost hundreds of jobs 
already in the aerospace industry and we got to 
have a strategy more than: it is your fault, it is 
your fault. We have to have a better strategy. 

Those 12 federal Liberal M.P.s, why do we not 
call them to a meeting in a parliamentary 
comnittee in the Chamber? Why do we not invite 
them all down here to say, what are you going to 
do about it and how can we work with you, along 
with the other two M.P.s in the Chamber? There 
is just one idea. What are we going to propose to 
them? 

Should we not write a brief about Boeing, 
Bristol and Standard Aero and the Air Command? 
Should we not all look at that ahead of time and 
say, yes, we sign on to this? This is the air 
conversion policy or the military conversion policy 
that we have here in Manitoba and we are all 
agreed to that. 

Let us do something beyond-! agree with 
passing this resolution, but let us do something 
before February. I do not want to sit in the 
hallway and say, oh, they cut those jobs, you get 
five seconds on television and you lose 700 jobs in 
Winnipeg. I do not want to do that. I am getting 
tired of doing that. You know, I think we are all 
getting tired of that. 

I support the resolution. I think it should be 
clear that the Command headquarters be 
maintained in Manitoba because there are two 
things, CFB is different than the Air Command­
and be maintained should not be ambiguous. I do 
not want a fi::deral minister to stand up and say, oh, 
we met the resolution. Look at it. I think we 
should lllllke our language clear and we should go 
forwan:l with a comprehensive economic strategy 
that includes the conversion strategy and includes 
the Air Command as part of our quality of life in 
Manitoba. 

As I say, whether it is the airport privatization 
program which is going to cut the airports in 
northem remote Manitoba or whether it is this, it 
is a totally different vision than we have here in 
Manitoba. We do not want to go from three 
terminals in Toronto to four terminals because they 
have a higher population. We do not want to go 
for all Command and bead offices to go from 
westem Canada and from Atlantic Canada to 
Ottawa-Hull. That is why we can support this 
resolution, but let us woik further than that to get 
this thing done and stop the decision. Thank you. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (Leader of the Second 
· Opposition): Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to rise 

today and speak on this resolution, No. 70, moved 
by the member for Sturgeon Creek (Mr. 
McAlpine) and brought forwan:l by the 
govemment House leader, and I might say at the 
outset, in a proper fashion. 

Our objection yestenlay and that of the House 
leader was in no way aim::d at the substance of this 
and I made that clear in tbe interview that the 
member read from earlier. What was 
objectionable was the very politicized fashion in 
which it was initially brought to the fore. Having 
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been brought now to the floor of this Chamber in 
a proper fashion, and I want to commend the 
mermer for bringing it back in the proper fashion, 
he has, I think, brought it to the floor, Mr. 
Speaker, and I certainly do not object to the 
timeliness of this. It is an extremely important 
issue. 

Let me say at the outset of my co11liJ'!C:Ofs that I 
have sa~re cmams about the ambiguity, and I am 
going to speak briefly on that, but I certainly 
support this resolution as it stands, which 
indicates very clearly that all parties, all members 
of this Assembly, seek to have Air Command 
Headquarters and CFB Winnipeg maintained. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe, and as the Leader 
of the opposition party (Mr. Doer) suggested in 
~innipeg, I would go fiuther and really, of comse, 
m that paper that was initially drafted, all military 
installations, all defence spending was considered. 

. I am surprised that members on the opposite 
stde, the government side, do not also recognize 
that we have a major military installation outside 
the city of Winnipeg in Shilo, which I think also 
should have been included in this and that what we 
should have been talking about was that the 
defence spending in this province should have 
been all-inclusive rather than taking a very narrow 
approach which is completely restricted by the 
Perimeter Highway. 

The reality is, every Canadian who has taken the 
time to read the report put forward by Mr. 
Collenette will understand that all defence 
spending in this couotty has been reviewed. It is 
a paper that has come forward for members c1 
Parliam:m, members of the Senate to consider. It 
is a paper which puts forward options, puts 
forward some recommendations. 

But let no one misunderstand, as no one does in 
this countty, that in attempting to reach spending 
targets where 3 percent of gross domestic product 
is the annual deficit, which was a commitment in 
the red book, and that is a commitment which is 
important I think to all Canadians and certainly 
should be important to this government, given its 

talk about deficit reduction, that that commitment 
nmst be met. 

Every single expenditure of govemment at the 
fedcrallevel, and I dale say it should be happening 
at the provincial level, should be reviewed and 
assessed as to whether or not it meets the highest 
priority for every single taxation dollar that we 
have in this country. 

Let me say, having indicated that about the 
resolution itself, that the pious self-righteousness 
of the mermer for Sturgem Creek (Mr. McAlpine) 
is objectionable, Mr. Speaker. He takes what is a 
truly iiqlortant issue for all Manitobans and by his 
actions yesterday and again I think by his words 
today, and I take objection to them, takes what is 
an unreasonable and, I think, 1Dlproductive, 
partisan approach. 

Let me just point out that unfortunately, and the 
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Doer) pointed out 
that there were two committees, it was a joint 
committee with two co-chaiipersons, one from the 
Senate and one from the House of Commons. It 
was the report of a special joint committee. 

On the Senate portion of that committee the 
majority were Conservative senators. Senator 
Michael Forrestall, Senator Michael Meighen, 
Senator John Sylvain are Conservative senators. 
They are the majority of the senate committee. 

And, as if that was not enough, this report from 
the Senate was 1manimous. There was not one 
dissenter and the majority of that committee was 
Conservative. Mr. Speaker-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

• (1600) 
Point of Order 

Mr. Doer: Mr. Speaker, a point of order. I think 
we have another resolution we can pass in here to 
abolish the Senate. I think we are going to get 
support from the--

Mr. Speaker: 1bc honourable member does not 
have a point of order. 

••• 
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Mr. Edwards: Mr. Speaker, I am sure it is a 
matter of a lot of regret to the Leader of the 
Opposition that there are no NDP senators in this 
list. It is interesting to note that the NDP will 
stand up and consistently talk about the need to 
preserve a military establislnrent, have how many, 
maybe dozens of resolutiaos on their books calling 
for the abolishment of all militarization. So there 
is a bit of a hypocrisy in the opposition benches on 
this. 

The reality is that it is important to depoliticize 
this issue and to not make a partisan issue out of 
it. Mr. Speaker, for that reason I want to suggest 
that as the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Doer) 
has indicated, which is that we need a unified 
position as there was on the issue of Churchill in 
the past, as there has been on the issue of Portage 
la Prairie in the past, there should be again. I have 
no objection to that, and I am more than happy to 
participate on behalf of our party in that effort any 
tin::l!, today, tOlWlluw, two weeks ago. I am ready 
to participate in any way that the govemment and 
the opposition parties can get together to decide to 
make the message known. 

Within the frameworlc of reducing government 
expenditures the key factor for all Canadians 
including Manitobans must be fairness. 1be 
fuderal government is going to have to spend less. 
The Cooservative Party in the last election and the 
Refonn Party and the Bloc Quebecois and the 
fuderal Liberal Party all said we need to deal with 
the deficit. They all said that. That is what 1bey 
said 1be only thing we are talking about here is 
how that is done. 

Canadians understand and I believe accept that 
we must have a financially, fiscally sustainable 
form of government. Part of that, a large part of 
that DJJSt be a reduction of the expenditure levels. 
So, Mr. Speaker, the key question that comes for 
any government, be it this provincial government 
or the federal government, is where do you cut, 
how much do you cut and that is the test of 
government today, fairness in cutting. You define 
your priorities by where you cut and you define 
your right to govern by the fairness and the 
priorities that you set. 

So there is no question that in this country there 
is going to be a reduction in expenditure on 
defence initiatives. That is reality. Evecy 
Canadian knows that. What we are asking for and 
have a right to ask for as with every other province 
-and believe me, this same debate will be 
happening if it has not already in all 10 provinces 
and in both the territories and that is obvious 
because deftnce spending is done in every territory 
and in evecy province. So the issue becomes 
fairness, making sure that Manitoba is treated 
fairly and gets our position across. I am pleased to 
participate in any discussion which has that as a 
goal, but let not govemment members make this 
partisan approach to this issue. It is time that we 
buried that, Mr. Speaker, and moved forward in a 
progressive and in a c<H>perative fashion and in 
partnership. If the public is cynical about 
politicians it is because of actions that politicize 
very important issues for all Manitobans. 

Mr. Speaker, if the member had done his 
homeworlc and had sought not to make this a 
partisan issue, be would not have stood up 
yesterday and prowd what his true intentions were 
as be fired out a press release the moment that he 
stood up and improperly, in terms of the rules of 
this Chamber, interrupted another very important 
resolutim. 'lbere are many dozens of resolutions, 
all of which have importance. He should have 
spoken to his House leader, as he has obviously 
learned that he needed to do, and have this raised 
in the proper fashion, because we are vety happy 
to-{intetjection] Well, private members' hour. A 
system of draws for resolutions was put in place 
by this government. 

An Honourable Member: That is right, because 
they did not like being outdone by the Liberals. 

Mr. Edwards: Well, the Speaker put it in place, 
and the truth is that it came as No. 70. 1be 
member for Sturgeon Creek (Mr. McAlpine) has 
every tool that evecy member of this Legislative 
Assembly has-through a question in Question 
Period, through a Matter of Urgent Public 
~which any member can bring forward, 
through the very avenue that he used today. But 
no, yesterday he chose to politicize it, and that I 
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object to. He did it obviously without doing his 
homework. He sought in his press release to 
politicize this. He threw in all of the insults of a 
federal Uberal government, not even recognizing 
that the majority of the Senate committee was from 
his own party. 

That shows the level of piety and of self­
righteousness of this member. I think he should 
have taken a lesson from the member for Portage 
Ia Prairie (Mr. Pallister) who used to be quite 
pious on these issues in the last session and since 
then has had a bit of a decline since his own 
newspaper put forward a headline that he was 
defending perks. 

That is the n:ality. The reality is that to take the 
self-righteous tone that members do from that 
government-what goes around comes around, 
Mr. Speaker. It is high time that this Legislative 
Assembly, all 57 members, did what was in the 
best interests of all Manitobans. That is our 
challenge and our duty, and the people of this 
province expect nothing less. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support this 
amendment I believe it could have been drafted 
better, but in the interests of making sure that this 
passes and in evidencing my desire to participate 
in a common effort, I want to leave it as it is with 
those comments on the recOid about my concems 
which go beymd this city and around this province 
and my des~ to participate in a unified effort, and 
I want speedy passage of this because I would like 
to see a unified action on this. 

Thank you very nmch. 

Bon. Linda Mcintosh (Minister of Urban 
Affairs): Mr. Speaker, I simply have to respond 
to one of the most sanctimonious, self-righteous, 
puffed-up speeches that I have heard in this 
Assembly since I came through the door here over 
four years ago, and I am not speaking about the 
speech given by the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. 
Doer), who made a very good speech, who made 
some excellent points. I found myself thinking, 
gee, you know, I tell you the Leader of the NDP is 
making some good points and I agree with him. 

Then the Leader of the Uberal Party (Mr. 
Edwards) got up and for the first time since she 
left I wished with all my heart that Sharon 
Carstairs was bade. At least Sharon Carstairs had 
guts. At least she did try very hard in certain 
instances to be nonpartisan. This little fellow got 
up, Mr. Speaker, and he then said that-be 
counted out the number of Conservative senators, 
the number of Uberal senators, and then accused 
the member for Sturgem Creek (Mr. McAlpine) of 
referring to the federal government as a Liberal 
gove~,whichnis. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. I hesitate to­

[interjection] Order, please. [interjection] No, we 
refer to all honourable members as honourable 
members. 

. Mrs. Mcintosh: I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I could 
not hear you because people were making noise. 

Mr. Speaker: Okay. We simply ask the 
hooourable minister that we refer to all honourable 
members as honourable members. 

Mrs. Mcintosh: Okay. This honourable member 
who represents SL James (Mr. Edwards), who was 
elected to represent SL James--pelhaps that is a 
more accurate way of putting it-condemned the 
member for Sturgeon Cicek (Mr. McAlpine) for 
referring to the federal government as the federal 
Liberal government and said that was partisan, 
and then proceeded to count up the number d 
Cmservative senators who sit in the Senate versus 
the number of Uberal senators who sit in the 
Senate and said that was very important that we 
note the number of Conservative senators. 

The point we are trying to make, Mr. Speaker, is 
that we do not cam if it is a federal Uberal 
govemnmt or a federal Conservative government 
or a ft:deral Reform government or if it is the Bloc 
Quebecois. What we want is a government that 
will recognize that the Air Command base, in 
whatever form it is ultimately to exist, should be 
located here in Winnipeg, and we do not care if it 
was Conservative senators or Uberal senators. 
We made that clear as a government when we took 
on the federal govemment, which was then the 

-
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fi::deral Cooservative government over the CF-18s. 
We made sure when we went over Portage Ia 
Prairie, when we talked about Kapyong. 

• (1610) 

We are now talking about Air Command, the 
Air Command base which was put here many, 
many years ago for very good reasons-those good 
reasons still exist My father was career military. 
I was an air force brat. I can remember all the 
background I had in being exposed to the air force, 
and I can tell you that my father was a flight 
instructor before and during the war and the pilots 
for that Second World War were trained here in 
Manitoba. 

Why? Because this is the best place, the very 
best place for weather conditions, for geographical 
conditions, for topography, for central time zone, 
and would-be pilots were sent here. I hope the 
nunber forSt James (Mr. Edwards) is listening. 
He is turning his chair around again like he did 
dming the Premier's (Mr. Filmon) speech the other 
day, so he does not have to be seen to be listening, 
but pedlaps he will read Hansard. He is laughing 
at this because he thinks this is funny that since the 
time of the Second World War this province has 
been the place to train pilots, to have all sense of 
Air Command work done. 

We have more hours of sunshine. We have less 
fog. We have fiat land We have good air quality 
conditions. All of those things make this a very 
key, strategic location. which is why Air 
Cnrrmmd was brought here in the first place, and 
the member for St. James (Mr. Edwards), who is 
pretmding not to listen, is talking to his colleagues 
because he does not really care about this topic 
enough to listen. 1be member forSt James uses 
his whole speech to talk about the need to be good 
with mooey in Ottawa as if we did not understand 
that. We had known for a long time the need to be 
wise with money in Ottawa. He now understands 
the need to be wise with money in Ottawa. He 
still does not understand the need to be wise with 
money here in Manitoba, but he now understands 
the need to be wise with money in Ottawa. Well, 
hallelujah, good for him. 

Does he understand the need to maintain the 
facilities we have got here at Air Command, not 
necessarily with Air Command if the air force has 
some other need? But we have buildings here. 
We have filciJities here that can be well utilized by 
the armed forces, and to have them be empty is a 
crime. The member for Sturgeon Creek (Mr. 
McAlpine) outlined all of the economic impacts. 
He outlined all of the things that happen in 
Winnipeg and in Manitoba because that is located 
here. 

I am much more familiar than that member is 
with the Department of National Defence, with the 
Report of the Joint Committee on Defence and the 
recently released white paper on Defence, and I 
understand the need to streamline command, and 
I understand the need to streamline control. 

I understand what Air Command does. I 
understand what Search and Rescue does. I 
understand what happens with that air base, and I 
know there have to be economies made, but I also 
know that there could be a compelling case made 
for retention of the headquarters facility and 
personnel in Winnipeg, if not as Air Command 
Headquarters, then certainly as a consolidated 
headquarters for other components of the air force. 
That facility as well, Mr. Speaker, would be an 
ideal location for a joint navy, army, air force 
headquarters if the m:ommendation of the joint 
parliamentary committee advocating a westem 
regional command were accepted 

I would be pleased to share those ideas with the 
:tnen:i:Jer fur StJames (Mr. Edwards) now that his 
advisors last night told him he better come oo. 
stream if he does not want to lose support in the 
polls, because his position before this was to say, 
oh, well, you know, we all kind of have to 
understand how these things happen. We 
understand how these things happen. 

The Leader of the NDP (Mr. Doer) understands. 
The Leader of the Tories (Mr. Fdmon) 
understands. We all understand, and now the 
Leader of the Liberal Party has been told that he 
better understand as well. If he wants to impute 
motives to the member for Sturgeon Creek (Mr. 
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McAlpine), which is an insult-the member for 
Sturgeon Cleek is fighting to keep Air Command 
personnel in Winnipeg- his constituency. The 
member for St. James is saying that he is being 
partisan because he wants to help his constituents, 
his cmstitucocy, this city and this province. What 
are we here for if not to do that? 

The Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Doer )-and 
yru know, Mr. Speaker, we do not always agree; 
in fact, we hardly ever agree-but the Leader of 
the Opposition has been clear on this since the 
very beginning, where he stands on this issue. At 
the last minute, after a month we have been 
waiting for a reply from the federal Minister of 
Defence, a full month, suddenly the Leader of the 
provincial party, the Liberal Party, has been 
advised he had better be appearing to come onside. 

I tell you, I suspect motives just as he suspects 
motives. I am pleased he is going to worlc 
together. He does not want me to talk anymore. I 
can quite understand why he does not I am telling 
you I have never heard such sanctimonious self­
righteous-the guy needs a separate vehicle to 

drive his ego around. 

Mr. Speaker, our government believes in 
working co-operatively with the federal 
government whenever we can, and we have 
woda:d co-operatively with the federal government 
on the infrastructure program, on the Winnipeg 
Development Agreement, on the North Portage­
Forks merger. We have worked with the federal 
govCJ'"' mt co-operatively, and we will worlc wid:l 
them~ we can, and we will fight for Manitoba 
wbt:re we DIJSt, regardless of the political stripe of 
the govetm•n,, in Ottawa. This time it happens to 
be d:le Liberals. 

This time I have a feeling-it is just a feeling, I 
may be wrmg-but why do I have this feeling that 
if it were Brian Mulroney still as Prime Minister it 
would not have taken the Leader of the Liberal 
Party this long to figure out where he sort of, 
almost, nearly, kind of stands on this issue? 

(Mr. Mm:e1 Laurendeau, Acting Speaker, in d:le 
Chair) 

This is a very iiqxntant issue to me because this 
affects people who live in my constituency. This 
is the background from which I came, this is the 
milieu in which I live, this is d:le type of thing that 
my M.P. dwing a couple of elections ago when he 
was fighting against George Minaker-and I 
happen to know and I liked my MP. We get 
along very well, we have been friends for many 
years, and we worked co-operatively on many 
things. 

But it bas been a great disappointment, because 
oo. the CF-18, my MP. at the time, Mr. Harvard, 
said that if his government ever tried to take away 
from Manitoba something as critical to our air 
space, to our aerospace industry, our military 
interventions, and all of the things we do in 
Manitoba, that he would stand up to his caucus 
and resign if necessary-and he has not He has 
not resigned; he has not stood up to his caucus. 
He is my friend; he is my Liberal M.P. 

I am sorry I have to refer to his partisan nature, 
which will get the Leader of the Liberal Party here 
talking about how many angels dance on the head 
of a pin again and how many Conservatives sit in 
the Senate, but my Liberal MP has not resigned. 
He has not resigned. I have not heard him stand 
up to his caucus on it, but it is okay, Mr. Acting 
Speaker. My MP. does not have to stand up to 
his cauws because the Leader of the Liberal Party 
lx= will do it for him along with the Leader of the 
NDP and our own Leader and our whole caucus. 

We want the streamlining and the control and 
the efficimcies to be put in place with the 
Canadian Aimed Forces and we want a strong 
military presence, a strong Air Command, a strong 
search and rescue. We want our facilities used 
here in Winnipeg, chosen for good reasons many 
years ago. 

Those reasons are still good; they are still 
relevant today, and I applaud the member for 
Sturgeon Creek (Mr. McAlpine) for his sincere 
motivation, for his high integrity, for his 
wi11ingness to come forward for his constituents 
and wodc hard oo. their bdlalf, for following all the 
proper rules in this House, for bringing forward 
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requests to this House in a proper fashion, to be 
~ejected also in a proper fashion by those who did 
not wish him to exercise the request that he 
properly put forward. I think he has hem insulted 
by the member forSt James in a most unfair way 
that if it does not ilqnrte motives it comes as close 
to Dqnrting motives as is possible to come in this 
House. 

So, Mr. Acting Speaker, I hope that all members 
will join us in fighting for this cause. I am 
delighted that the Leader of the Liberal Party has 
changed his mind because of something that was 
said to him last night, and I look forward to him 
putting his mroey where his mouth is, literally, 
and fighting hard to help us with this extremely 
important measu~e. 

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): Mr. 
Acting Speaker, I just want to put a few words on 
the record and congratulate the member for 
Sturgeon Creek for bringing this IeSolution 
forward to enable all members of this Legislature 
to debate this vecy important and vecy urgent 
matter. We all know that jobs a1e very precious in 
our province, and we all understand that the air 
force, the Air Command, has played a vecy 
significant role in Manitoba for many years. I 
think the resolution makes a point of us sending a 
strong and united message to the federal Minister 
of Defence that we stand together. 

• (1620) 

I wanted to remind all members that this 
problem arose a few years ago with the proposed 
« thleatened closure of CFB Shilo, and we stood 
together-Reg Alcock from the Liberals, the 
Minister of Health, myself, city officials, union 
reptesentatives. Together we went to Ottawa, not 
once but twice, and this was going to be ~ 
suggestion. In fact, the main reason I wanted to 
come up and enter the debate just for a few 
minutes was to make that suggestion, that there be 
an all-party committee of the Legislature go to 
Ottawa and speak to the appropriate officials, not 
only the minister, but I would suggest other 
caucuses, other political parties in the House, 
because that is exactly what the committee did. 

You could ask the Minister of Health. He was 
not vecypopular, I must say, with the government 
caurus when we anived. Words were flying pretty 
fast and furious at that particular meeting of the 
government caucus with Mr. Epp and Mr. Mayer 
and a few others, and Mr. Lee Ouk who was then 
the member for Brandon-Souris. 

We did meet with the Liberal caucus, the 
Defence critic, a Mr. Pagtakhan who is a Liberal 
member from this area. We met with the NDP 
caurus, Audley McLaughlin and so on. I suggest 
that this would be a vecy productive way to 
proceed, to advise evecyooe in Ottawa, all the 
political groups, that we want to maintain this 
base, this facility, this program, this militacy 
program in Manitoba. I think we were successful. 
We were successful because the base remains 
open. 

I have some concerns about Shilo, though, 
because in July the Confeicnce of Defence 
Associations IeCOI""endc:d that Shilo be closed 
along with 12 other facilities. Although the 
cooference has no official status and has no direct 
connection with the government, nevertheless it is 
a rather ominous type of report, and I think we 
have to stand on guard with regard to Shilo as 
well. Of course, we all appreciate and know that 
the Geiman army has signed a long-term 
agrccmcnt with the federal government so that we 
believe that-

An Honourable Member: With the 
Conservative goveii1JTICIU. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Yes, the previous 
govemorm. Right. No problem. They signed the 
agreenan when the Mulroney govemment was in 
power, and the &ct is that there is some basis there 
for the Shilo operation to continue, although there 
a1e the two elements there. There is the German 
training component and there is the Canadian 
component. Nevertheless, I would argue that for 
practical mi1itaiy reasons Shilo should be 
maintained. Of course, there are good economic 
reasons. H they want to close bases we can think 
of many other parts of the country, and we have 
often refened to Downsview in Toronto, other 
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areas in the COUDby where they do not have the 
problem of jobs, they do not have the problem of 
economic growth. 

So I think that we have to work together, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, in a nonpartisan fashion to lobby 
the federal government and the other federal 
parties in Ottawa. I would seriously leave that 
suggestion with you. The government, I would 
suggest, would have to take the initiative and make 
the arrangements, but I think that this could be 
arranged very quickly and easily and could be very 
effective in addition to this resolution. 

So with those few words, Mr. Acting Speaker, 
again. I congratulate the member for his initiative 
in bringing forward this important issue. Thank 
you. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Clair) 

Hon. Eric Stefanson (Minister of Finance): Mr. 
Speaker, it is with a great deal of pleasure that I 
stand to support the motion of the member for 
Sturgeon Creek (Mr. McAlpine). This is an issue, 
as was touched on earlier, of fairness and of 
balance, and my concem with the white paper 
presented by the federal govemment is that it does 
not reflect either one of those very important 
elements. I think it is, certainly what I have seen 
of this issue, affecting Manitoba in a very 
disproportionate fashion, and what is most 

concerning is the suggestion to consider a 
relocation of Air Command and some 700 
positioos from Winnipeg, Manitoba, to Ottawa or 
elsewhere in Canada. 

I think everybody who knows our province 
knows that this is a cost-effective location. It has 
quali1y personnel, quality labour force and an 
outstanding location. It has the appropriate 
geographic location and has all of the good, sound 
business reasons for those kinds of operatioos. 
That kind of an entity should be housed right here 
in Winnipeg, and one cannot begin to understand 
what the rationale or the reasoning would be or 
why the Liberal government would be considering 
transferring that important function from here in 
Winnipeg to Ottawa, Mr. Speaker. 

The issue is one of fairness, and when you look 
at what has happened in Manitoba in terms of 
defence spending and the aerospace industry over 
the last several years, we certainly have had our 
&ir share of bad news as it relates to that industry. 
We have had some base closures over the year and 
the adjustments that have occurred as a result of 
that. We had the newly elected Liberal 
government cancelling the EH-101 helicopter 
contract that was going to result in hundreds of 
millions of dollars, hundreds of jobs, all kinds of 
research and development occurring right here in 
Manitoba. 

So if you look at the track record of contributing 
to reductions of federal government expenditures 
in the area of defence and aerospace, I would 
suggest, Mr. Speaker, that Manitoba has 
contributed more than their fair share. That is 
what is most oflensive about this recommendation 
and this suggestion that is coming from this 
Defence white paper, and that is why I am pleased 

. that everybody in this House seems to recognize 
that and that there is the support of the NDP and 
there is the support of the provincial Liberals in 
terms of the motion brought forward by our 
member for Sturgeon Creek. 

I also feel for the employees themselves, to be 
put through this kind of a process and this kind of 
uncertainty with the dropping of a white paper at 
the beginning of December and saying well, wait 
for the budget, wait for the three months for the 
budget until Mr. Martin brings that down, and all 
of the uncertainty that is creating for those 

. erq>loyees, for their families, for their children, the 
:lllCilRrs of their fiunilies. I think it has been in an 
unfair fashion that the federal government has 
dealt with this entire issue in terms of dealing with 
those people who are long-term committed 
erq>loyees of the DepaJ.1IIrnt of Defence and of the 
federal government here in Canada 

I also am surprised and disappointed by the 
silmce, by and large, from the federal members of 
Parliament, particularly the federal Liberal 
members of Parliament, and particularly my own 
member of Parliament who on previous issues 
when it came to defence spending reductions and 

-
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contracts like the CF-18 contract was extremely 
outspoken and talked about the hypocrisy of the 
local member of the day not standing up and 
defending the employees that lived in that 
coostituency. Today that member of Parliament is 
silent. We do not hear from him. we do not hear 
his views on this issue, and that is of extreme 
disappointment, Mr. Speaker, as it is from all 
federal members of Parliament who are sitting 
silent on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, as the Minister of Finance, I 
recognize that provincial governments right across 
Canada, the federal government, are dealing with 
their expenditmes, and they are finding ways to 
reduce their expenditures, but I think the 
fimdamental principle is one of fairness, is one of 
balance, and of what I have seen of this white 
paper that is sorely lacking in terms of the 
significant reductions that are being looked for 
here in Manitoba. When you look at the economic 
impact that the member for Sturgeon Creek talked 
about, smre 3,000 military personnel, some 1,000 
civilian positions, an estimated payroll of $35 
million, operations and maintenance costs of $5 
million, incredible contribution to the economy of 
Manitoba and something that is extremely 
important to the economy of Manitoba. 

Just in closing, I do want to say, I cannot resist 
making a cOIIJIDCDl about the CQIIliTIC:nts from the 
Leader of the Liberal Party (Mr. Edwanls) because 
here for the first time now we have him standing 
before us defending the need to reduce expenses, 
detr:oding the fedem1 govemment and the cuts they 
are proposing and on and on. I have sat here now 
for over four years, Mr. Speaker, and when. we 
have had to deal with very difficult issues around 
expenditure reductions, as every provincial 
govemment in Canada is, and as this federal 
Liberal govemment finally is recognizing what 
needs to be done, we do not get any suggestions 
from the Liberal Party or the Leader of the Liberal 
Party. 

All we ever get from the Leader of the Liberal 
Party is spend more, spend more, spend more. 
That has been his solution. To have him here 
today stand before us and defend federal Liberal 

cuts when. he has been silent for all these years in 
terms of the tough decisions that we are making 
here in Manitoba borders on hypocrisy. 

With those comments, I support this motion. It 
is gratifying to see that all members of this 
Chamber will support this motion. 

Hon. Jim Emst (Minister of Consumer and 
Corporate Aft'airs): Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take this opportunity, if I could, to put a word or 
two on the record with respect to this issue. Not 
having had the chance dwing the throne speech 
debate to participate, it was this opportunity to say 
how important I think Air Command is to 
Winnipeg, particularly the economic benefit that 
we get from that facility and the people who work 
there. 

Mr. Speaker, we all have to recognize in this 
business that from time to time we have to take 
positions at odds with other members of our party, 
be it in another province or be it at a federal level. 
~certainly was roundly criticized by my own party 
m 1987, when. I stood up to Brian Mulroney and 
that govemment when they took away the CF-18 
conttact from Manitoba. I and four or five of my 
other colleagues were roundly criticized by the 
federal Cmservatives in Ottawa, by Conservatives 
here that support both the federal and provincial 
parties but took the situation-[interjection] 

Mr. Speaker, I did not interrupt the member for 
St. James (Mr. Edwanls) when he was speaking. 
I would ask for the same courtesy. This is an 
important issue. 

• (1630) 

We all have to collectively look at ourselves and 
say, there are issues from time to time that are 
nmpartisan. There are issues that need to be dealt 
wi~ as. the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Doer) 
Sllld this afternoon, as westem Canadians, as 
Manitobans. Those issues are important to us. 
The jobs are important to us. The economic 
benefit is important to all of us, and it matters not 
what govemment is in power or what party sits in 
the opposition benches because, Mr. Speaker, it is 
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important to our ecmomy as a whole and the 
people who live here, the benefits that they get out 
of that kind of economic impact on our province. 

There was an eminent philosopher, now a 
m::mber of the Comt of Queen's Bench, once said: 
You can choose your friends, but you cannot 
d:loose your relatives. From time to time we have 
to recognize that collectively, if a political party of 
the same stripe happens to be in another level of 
govemmcnt or a different government where the 
interests of Manitobans arc not being served. we 
have to stand up to them We have to say, you arc 
wrong. We have to say, you have to be fair. 

We have fought issues on the basis of the 
closure of Shilo, the closure of CFB Portage Ia 
Prairie, and we went collectively as members of 
this Legislature on those issues. We went as one, 
not as three separate parties-not as Liberals, not 
as New Democrats, and not as Conservatives-but 
as one group of Manitobans, legislators in this 
province trying to preserve what we felt was a 
reasonable fair share of the military spending in 
this countiy. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I fully support the member for 
Sturgeon Creek (Mr. McAlpine) in his efforts to 
try and bring this matter to the public eye, to raise 
the matter before the House of Commons, before 
the Minister of Finance, the Minister of Defence, 
who have to deal with very tough issues. I 
understand that, but at the same time we have to 
look at what is happening with the entire Canadian 
military. What is the plan with respect to the 
Canadian militaty as a whole? Do we lessen, do 
we weaken, do we reduce our military to next to 
nodling and have a toy army, as it were? I do not 
think so. I think this countty was founded on the 
basis of-Canada has never started a war. We 
have finished a few on behalf of our allies, but we 
have never started one. Yet we have tried to 
maintain a reasooably competent, efficient military 
in this country, and that I think is at risk. 

It is at risk because people think, oh, the cold 
war is over. Yet what you have is a different 
government in place, a lot less stable, quite 
frankly, than the ones that were there before. You 

have the same missiles, the same tanks, the same 
airplanes, and the same armies in place in all of 
those countries where we were once quite worried 
that we may have to wage a war. 

Mr. Speaker, with less stable governments and 
all the~ and the militaty in place, we have 
just as lll.1dl, maybe more, to wony about than we 
had before. Until those situations stabilize, until 
those economies and democratic governments 
stabilize, we still have m.Jch to wony about, and 
we still should maintain a reasonable, efficient 
armed forces in this country in order to be able to 
preserve, at least in part, our own sovereignty. 

We talked a lot about sovereignty during the 
Free Trade debate, the fact that we were going to 
lose our sovereignty somehow during that debate. 
But the filet of the matter is, if we give up, if we do 
away with our armed forces or virtually all of our 
81'lDCd forces, we may as well give up, because we 
will lose our sovereignty at some point or other. I 
think that is important and there needs to be a 
strmg signal given that we arc not prepared to do 
that. This COlDltry has defended itself, defended its 
allies for many, many years since its existence. I 
do not think we ought to give it up simply for the 
sake of a budget trend in Ottawa, regardless of the 
political party that is there. 

I do not particularly want to lay blame or 
politics on someone, but the fact of the matter is 
we know we have overspent in this countty, we 
know we have huge deficits to deal with. As a 
matter of fact, we must choose our priorities, and 
those priorities I think should include a reasonably 
strong military. Thank you. 

Mr. Brian Pallister (Portage Ia Prairie): Mr. 
Speaker, I appreciate the opportunity as well to 
add my comments in support of the resolution by 
the member for Sturgeon Creek (Mr. McAlpine). 
I applaud his sincerity in working for the best 
interests of his constituents. 

I want to just also add though that in terms of 
the provincial effect of the white paper, mention 
has been made of Shilo. Portage Ia Prairie will 
also be affected by this paper, and I invite 
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members who are interested in learning more 
about the impact that my constituency bas felt as a 
result of defence cutbacks and may well feel as a 
result of further cutbacks, I am happy to make 
information available to you. 

I invite you to learn more about the situation 
that may ~act on Portage la Prairie because it is 
a major one. 

Portage, as you know, bas been profoundly 
affected by recent changes at CFB Southport. We 
are the home of the first privatized flight training 
that our Department of National Defence bas 
undertaken, and a very successful undertaking by 
most accounts. So I certainly hope that the success 
of that shrub that bas been planted is not 
jeopardized by seeing it pulled out so that me 
could inspect the roots. I am afraid that is what 
we may see forthcoming in the months ahead. I 
certainly hope not, and I have offered ~ 
encouragement and support to our member, Jon 
Gerrard, and to others in our comunmity certainly 
to develop a co-operative approach to becoming 
informed in dealing with this issue in a proactive 
way. 

Once again, I want to offer all members the 
opportunity to learn more about the impact that 
issues around this resolution and around the larger 
issue of defence expenditure, how they will impact 
on Manitoba as a whole. 

While I am given the opportunity, I do want to 
respood to COI"'""s by the member forSt James 
(Mr. Edwards). The III2lD:r forSt James held up 
a photocopy of an article from the local Portage 
paper, the Daily Graphic, in which the headline I 
believe reads something along the lines of, MLA 
defends perks. The perks which are discussed in 
that article principally are one, and that s<H:alled 
perk is the rural residence allowance, 
approximately $16,000 paid to members from 
outside the Perimeter Highway who are forced to 
relocate to the city of Winnipeg because that is 
where this building is. 

I have to question why the member would raise 
that in the House as he bas done once before. I 

understand that the Liberal Party does not have 
rural members, I do understand that. I do 
uoderstand though that the member bas alluded to 
my speaking out on the pension, on the MLAs' 
pension, and I did and I believe that was the right 
thing to do. I did that on the basis of ~ 
principles and my beliefs that it was the right thing 
to do, just as I will defend the rural residence 
allowance as being the right thing for 
representatives and good representation from 
outside the Perimeter Highway in this province. I 
defended it, and I will continue to defend it as 
being a key aspect of providing good 
representation to rural Manitobans at the 
provincial level. 

I do not think it is fair, and I can only assume, I 
do not know the member forSt James' opinion or 
his position on the issue of second residence 
allowance, but I do endorse and support the 
recommendation of the independent panel oo 
pensioos and s<H:alled perks which made the 
reC()1ll1llMI'1ation that that benefit continue, albeit 
in a different form. 

I can only assume that the member raising this 
issue in the House repeatedly reveals his 
oppositioo to that recommendatioo by that panel. 
Otherwise, why would he attack me for defending 
the re001•••o!ilatioo? I can only assume that he is 
opposed to that recommendation. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Point of Order 

Mr. Edwards: Recognizing that the member is 
significantly off topic of the resolutioo but 
nevertheless bas raised a concem and, I think, 
iiqluted motives to me, Mr. Speaker. In teiDJS of 
why I would have raised this, I simply want to 
indicate that my only point in the speech, if the 
member reflects on the record, was that when 
someone seeks headlines, sometimes those 
headlines have a way of coming back on that 
persoo and that the self-righteousness of the 
member's approach to gmerally payment of MLAs 
does come around to haunt you. I do not suggest 
that he should not have received that money. 
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Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The honomable 
member does not have a point of order. That is 
clearly a dispute over the facts. 

Also, on the point the honourable member did 
make, the honourable member for Portage Ia 
Prairie, sir, what is before the House at this time is 
Resolution 70, CFB Winnipeg. 

••• 
• (1640) 

Mr. Pallister: Precisely, Mr. Speaker, and I am 
getting to my roundabout point on this issue as it 
relates to this motion. 

The filet of the matter is that there is a centralist 
attitude that inhabits the Liberal Party. It has 
been there for a Ioog time. It continues to be there. 
It was revealed in the comments of the former 
Leader in terms of Grow Bonds and the lack d 
skill and the lack of acumen that she believed that 
rural Manitobans have in dealing with this issue. 
It is there now in the form of the metDber for St. 
James (Mr. Edwards), who does not understand 
that the members who live outside the Perimeter 
Highway do not get to go home and cuddle their 
children at night or read them a book. They do not 
get to just go home for their dinner. They get to 
live apart from their families. They get to live 
apart from the friends and people whom they 
associate with in their home C(lOlJTimities and they 
do that with a desire to serve their constituents in 
this Cwnber. 

They do it on the basis of principle. They do not 
do it on the basis of privilege. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Point of Order 

Mr. Edwards: Mr. Speaker, the member is really 
imputing further motives in terms of saying that I 
do not understand the sacrifices of rural 
Manitobans. That is just silliness. 

I stood up today in the House and said in the 
hallway about another member who is retiring, 

specifically mentioned the cost to his family of 
serving here for 18 ~· I understand that. What 
I do not understand and accept is the self­
righteousness of the member. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The honomable 
member does not have a point of order. 

• •• 
Mr. Pallister: Mr. Speaker, once again the 
thickness of the skin of the member is revealed in 
his attempts constantly to interrupt my comments. 

As I have said, I think it is important to 
understand, and I have tried to clarify my position 
to the members of this House on why I took that 
position on the issue of pension and why I 
proposed the changes and believe the changes 
were the right thing to do. 

I have tried to explain to the member for St. 
James (Mr. Edwards) why I defend the secood 
residence allowance, which he obviously opposes. 
I think it is important for us to understand in this 
House that we DDJst stand up for principles we 
believe in, that that is vitally important. Certainly, 
of all the members who might criticize my position 
on that issue, Mr. Speaker, the member for St. 
James might well be the least qualified to do that. 
The member for St. James might well have the 
least foundation upon which to stand while 
attacking so-called self-righteous behaviour, a 
privilege on the part of other members-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The honomable 
member for Portage Ia Prairie, sir, I will ask you 
now to be relevant to the resolution which is 
before the House, CFB Winnipeg. 

Mr. PaDister: In closing, I just want to say that 
I invite members once again to leam more about 
the impact to my COlDlDlDlity of these changes. I 
think it is a very important and significant issue. 
I am pleased to hear of the willingness to co­
operate. I thank the member for Concordia (Mr. 
Doer) for his comments, which I believe to be 
sincere, and I look forward to seeing the 
unanimous support of the House in terms d 
support for this resolution. Thanks once again. 

-
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Mr. Speaker: Is it the pleasure of the House to 
adopt the resolution? 

Some Honourable Members: Agreed. 

Mr. Speaker: That is agreed and so ordered. 

Is it the will of the House to call it five o'clock? 
Agreed 

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS 

Mr. Speaker: The hour being 5 p.m., time for 
Private Members' Business. 

SECOND READINGS-PUBLIC BILLS 

Bill 208-The Limitation of Actions 
Amendment Act 

Ms. Becky Barrett (Wellington): Mr. Speaker, 
I move, seconded by the member for Wolseley 
(Ms. Friesen), that Bill 208, The Limitation of 
Actioos Anrndnrnt Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur 
Ia prescription, be now read a second time and be 
referred to a committee of this House. 

Motion presented. 

Ms. Barrett: Mr. Speaker, The Limitation Act 
that I have brought forward and that is supported 
by my caucus and, I would hope, is supported by 
all members in the Legislature would amend The 
I .imitation Act in order to remove barriers to civil 
suits by victims of assault which took place in a 
relationship of trust or dependency. 

Basically, Mr. Speaker, what this amendment to 
The Limitation Act is designed to do is to allow 
victims of assault in a relationship such as that of 
an intimate nature, such as a spouse or a parent or 
a guardian or a doctor or a therapist, to come to a 
civil action. 

In many cases, people do not remember the 
assault that took place until many years later, in 
some instances, decades after the assault took 
place. There have been many cases in the media 
and many cases that counsellors and therapists 
have documented where a child, for example, has 

been assaulted by a parent or a guardian or 
someone in a position of trust and they have 
psychologically suppressed that incident or series 
of incidents, very legitimately, until sometimes 
they are in their 30s or 40s or even later, when 
something happens to trigger the JilCDlOlY of that 
assault. It is far too late in the criminal court 
system to take the abuser or the perpetrator of that 
assault to criminal court. Under the amendment 
that we are proposing today, the victim of that 
assault would have recourse to the civil court to try 
and get damages for the pain and suffering that the 
assault engende~ whether it was last year, two 
years ago or 30 years ago. 

This legislation that we are proposing is based 
an legislation that has recently been introduced in 
1992 in the province of Ontario. It was legislation 
that the Supreme Court of Canada said was 
excellent legislation, in their determinations, and 
was the kind of legislation that all provinces 
should undertake to implement. Through this 
private members' bill, we are attempting to bring 
that forward, and we hope that the Legislature as 
a whole will support this legislation. 

As I have stated in particular, there are two 
elements to this piece of legislation. They both 
deal with assaulL The definition of assault has 
two components in this amendment to The 
I .imitation Act: one, in the case of sexual assault, 
there are no time limits for the victim to take the 
perpetrator or alleged perpetrator, I should say, to 
court-[ interjection] 

I apologize, Mr. Speaker. I just got a 
suggestion from my Leader (Mr. Doer) as to how 
to handle my cough, which I hope to be able to 
take, but I cannot do in this Ownber. 

In cases of sexual assault, our bill would remove 
all time limits to pursuing a suit in the civil court, 
and this is, as I have stated earlier, because in 
many cases of sexual assault, particularly 
childhood sexual assault, the victim has repressed 
what happened or is not able, either 
psychologically or in some cases because they still 
remain in a position of powerlessness vis-~-vis the 
abuser, to bring action as quickly as they need to 
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in order to get action under the criminal justice 
system. 

• (1650) 

So we are saying that in these cases there would 
be no time limit on a victim being able to take an 
alleged abuser to court. 

We all know cases, or I certainly know cases, of 
particularly wonrn, that we have seen in the media 
where for example Mount Cashel, the orphanage 
fromNewfuuodlaod, or other cases throughout the 
country in North America that have recently come 
to light, where individuals, mostly young people, 
have waited 15, 20, 25 ~before they were able 
to bring their concerns forward 

This anrndmmt would mabie those individuals 
to have their day in court-civil court, but their 
day in court. 

The second area of change in The Limitation 
Act is for other kinds of assault that are 
perpetrated on someone who is in a position of 
powerlessness. Again, I IDJSt remind the members 
that in all cases the amendment to The Limitation 
Act only deals with cases of assault in a situation 
of dependency. This is not a case where it is an 
assault perpetrated between people who have 
theoretically equal standing. It is in cases where 
the assaulter is in a position of power or authority 
over the assaultee. 

The second group that we are requesting change 
to Tbc Limitation Act are ocher kinds of assault, 
for example, domestic violence, where 
tbcoretically the individuals, the spouses, are equal 
in power but in actuality there has been an assault 
that has taken place. 

Again, we now have said that there does need to 
be an acceptance on the part of society that in 
these cases, because there is an actuality of power 
differential, there needs to be an extension d. 
limitatioos so that iodividuals can come forwud to 
the civil court and take their alleged assaulter to 
court. But we have said in this legislation that, 
unlike sexual assault where there should be no 
statute oflimi.tatioos because we do not know how 

long it will take for an individual to remember, in 
some cases, the assault that OCC1.I1'red, in other 
cases of assault involving relatiooships of bust or 
dependency, there would be a limitation of 30 
years. 

Take the case of domestic assault. We all know 
situations where women-because the vast 
majority of these cases are women being assaulted 
by their male partners-have for very many 
reasons stayed in the relationship for a very long 
period of time and only after a long period of time 
have they said I want to leave the relationship and 
I want to tty and make a new life for myself. 
Oftentimes, they might actually leave the 
relationship, but then at some future point feel 
strong mough to be able to say not only did I leave 
this relatiooship, but the person who assaulted me 
should be made to pay for his actions. That is why 
this amendment says that in that case or in other 
cases of dependency or bust, other than sexual 
assault, there should be a period of up to 30 years 
for the victim to be able to take the perpetrator to 
civil court. 

We are suggesting that this piece of legislation 
would define intimacy in a very large-and very 
broadly defined and would cover such 
relationships as a patient to a doctor, parishioner 
to a minister or a priest or a rabbi, a student to a 
teacher, a cb.lld to a child care provider, a person 
with physical or mental disabilities, a relationship 
to a person who is giving them care and it would 
apply-mxl I think this is a very important part­
equally to male and female victims because we 
know that assault in these cases does not just 
relate to a male assault on a female victim, but as 
I have stated in many cases it is a male assault on 
a male victim or it can be cases of a female 
abusing a male or a female. 

So we are asking for a broadening of a definition 
of assault, and we are saying that in cases d. 
sexual assault the victim should be able to take the 
perpetrator to civil court at any time. Tbcre should 
be absolutely no time limitation on that. In the 
case of other kinds of assault in a relationship of 
depcnlency or trust, l'lll= should be a time limit of 
30years. 

-
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As I stated at the beginning, Mr. Speaker, this 
piece oflegislatioo. is based on legislation that has 
been in the province of Ontario for two years and 
has worked very well, and the Supreme Court 
highly recommends it. So I would end by 
reco~nding the House pass this piece of 
legislation through to committee so that we can 
talk to members of the public and, hopefully, see 
this enacted before the end of this session. 

With those few wOlds, I would recommend this 
piece of legislation to the House. 

Hon. Jim Ernst (Government House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the Minister of 
Environment (Mr. Ounmings), that debate be 
adjourned. 

Motion agreed to. 

••• 
Mr. Speaker: I understand we are not proceeding 
with Bill209. Are we proceeding with Bill2097 
OK. 

Bill 209-The Donation of Food Act 

Ms. Becky Barrett (Wellington): Mr. Speaker, 
I move, seconded by the member for St. Johns 
(Mr. Mackintosh), that Bill209, The Donation of 
Food Act (Loi sur le don d'aliments), be now read 
a second time and be refeued to a committee d. 
this House. 

Motion presented. 

Ms. Barrett: Mr. Speaker, I will speak vay 
briefly on this piece oflegislation. 

I spoke yesterday in the House on the very 
similar bill that has been introduced by the 
govemment-[interjection] Yes, as one of ~ 
colleagues says, a bill that was xeroxed by the 
provincial government. 

That aside. I spoke in favour of the bill that was 
presented by the provincial government, and I 
would like to speak in favour of this bill, which is 
virtually identical to that piece of legislation and 

recommend that either one or the other of these 
bills be passed through to committee and that we 
hear the people of Manitoba on this piece d. 
legislation and hopefully pass it by the end of this 
session. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that at least one of~ 
cauaJS colleagues would like to speak on this bill, 
in addition to myself. 

Mr. Doug Martindale (Burrows): Mr. Speaker, 
I am pleased to support this bill from my colleague 
the member for Wellington. It was a good idea, 
which I believe originally initiated at Winnipeg 
Harvest. They recommended that the Legislature 
pass this kind of legislation. We are pleased to 
introduce a bill in order to do so. 

The basic purpose of this bill is to limit the 
liability of donors who donate food, limit their 
liability for damages that may result from injury or 
death caused by the consumption of the food, 
unless the food, of course, is in an unsafe 
condition when it is donated. 

For better or for worse, we have a rather large 
food bank industty in Canada, including in 
Manitoba. A great many of my constituents feel 
co.tq)clled to use the many food bank outlets in the 
north end, whose food is provided by Winnipeg 
Harvest food bank. One of the reasons that they 
are COJq)Clled to rely oo. food banks, regrettably, is 
that there is a vicious attack on the poor by 
governments, primarily at the federal and 
provincial level. 

I would just like to itemize some of the things 
that this provincial govemmcnt has done to make 
life worse for low-income people. There have 
been numerous cuts in the last two budgets, 
particularly the budget of a year ago, which have 
greatly affected our constituents. 

• (1700) 

This attack on the poor has become worse with 
the instal1atioo. of the welfare fraud line. What my 
colleagues and I and advocates in the commmity 
are experiencing is that when someone complains 
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or alleges that there is a ftaud or even when 
S()J]]C()De begins to advocate for an individual that 
they are being cut off benefits until the 
investigation is completed. 

I think this is a real travesty of justice, because 
it is a reverse oous oo people to prove that they are 
innocent rather than having their issue continue 
while an investigation goes on. We would not 
countenance this kind of injustice in the criminal 
justice system In fact, clients would win their 
case if there were any kinds of examples like this 
in the aiminai justice system, but because it is the 
welfare system the Minister of Family Services 
(Mrs. Mitchelson) and her govemmcnt deem that 
this is acceptable. 

I am saying that it is not acceptable, because 
people need these basic necessities, and the 
Canada Assistance Plan assures Canadians that 
their basic needs will be met. To cut people off 
from their basic necessities while an investigation 
is going on I think is unfair and may well be 
illegal. If it is illegal, you can be sure that there 
will be a court challenge challenging this 
government 

I have correspoodence on this as well as 
examples from my colleagues and from advocates 
in the commmity. For example, I would like to 
quote from a letter, and the Minister of Family 
Services, I believe, was also sent a copy of this 
letter. It is signed by the staff at St. Matthcw's­
Maryland Comrmmity Ministry, and it is dated 
October25. 

I would just like to read a couple of sentences 
from this letter. They say: It has been reported to 
us that a report of ftaud can lead to an 
investigation which suspends issue of welfare 
payments for the duration of the investigation 
regardless of that person's guilt or innocence. 
Fmthermore, people who have had benefits 
suspended have not ~ived any compensation for 
lost benefits even when no ftaud was discovered. 

I think that is an appalling situation. That is 
one of the reasons why people are forced to go to 
food banks, because they have no income to buy 

food with. We want this stopped and if it is not 
stopped I think the courts will put a stop to iL 

The minister has just recently tabled the annual 
report for her department, the Department of 
Family Services, for 1993-94, and the report has a 
very good summary of the effects on people of her 
govemmcnt's policies. For example, when we 
look at the number of students on the caseload we 
can see the result of their discontinuing the Student 
Social Allowances Program. This was a move that 
we protested and said that this would result in 
students dropping out of school. Many of those 
people are going to be on social assistance instead 
of furthering their education. 

So we see that in 1991-92, there were 1,025 
students on this program; '92-93, there were 
1,144; but, lo and behold, 1993-94, there are only 
226 students and those students were no longer 
eligible for this prognun. I would be willing to bet 
that instead of being in school and furthering their 
educatioo, these students are on welfare and going 
to food banks to supplement their income, because 
the income on social allowances is so inadequate. 
If you look at the Social Allowances Program by 
students, you can see that the budget line has 
decreased by about $4 million as well. 

.Another way that this govemment chose to save 
money on the backs of the poor, and once again 
fon:ed them to use food banks, which is what this 
bill is about, was by limiting the health benefits 
for people on social assistance. So you see in the 
ammal report of the minister that the caseload has 
gone up in '91-92 and '92-93 and '93-94 from 
27,115 to 30,187, but their budget line for dental, 
drugs and optical has gone down in all three of 
those categories from '92-93 to '93-94. 

What happens when individuals no longer 
qualify because of these rules? Well, here is an 
example from someone. They have to go to food 
banks as my colleague from Wolseley (Ms. 
Friesen) says. She should know because many of 
her constituents are also poor, and they are also 
forced to use the numerous food-bank outlets in 
Wolseley constituency. But here is correspon­
dence that I have, a copy of correspoodence that 
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was sent to the Minister of Family Services (Mrs. 
Mitcbelson) dated December 6. It is about a four­
year-old girl whose prescription glasses went 
missing from. her nursery school program, and she 
applied to have these glasses-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. I would like to 
caution the honourable member for Burrows. I 
believe Bill 209, The Donation of Food Act, 
specifically deals with the questions of liability of 
donors of food. 

Mr. Martindale: Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
thank you for the advice that you have just given 
me, and I will wind up very shortly, but I would 
like to make one point about food banks that the 
member for Lakeside (Mr. &ns) pointed out to me 
in a discussion, and actually helped me with ~ 
speech yesterday, and I thank him for that. He 
said, the problem with food banks is that they 
become institutionalized, and as an institutional 
solution to poverty, it is terribly inadequate and 
does not meet the basic needs of people. 

As I was saying in an identical bill on the Order 
Paper yesterday, which remarks were found to be 
in order at that time-

Mr. Speaker: I am sure the honourable member 
for Bwrows is not reflecting on the Clair. I am 
quite certain of that, sir. 

Mr. Martindale: Mr. Speaker, as I was saying 
}'CSterday, the problem with food banks is that the 
nutrition is temoly inadequate, that the main 
supply of food is stale bread and stale doughnuts. 
I know this from unloading the truck from 
Winnipeg Harvest and serving people in the North 
End Conmnmity Ministry from 1984 to 1990. 

I have a very interesting article from a 
newspaper in Thompson, Manitoba, with 
government staff, and I commend them In fact I 
left a message on their voice mail commending 
them for having a food security workshop to 
address hunger in the North. They talked about 
malnutrition of people in Manitoba, and they 
talked about the effects of poverty. 

So, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, while we 
support this bill, and we believe it does provide 
encouragenr.ot for people to donate without fear of 
being sued, we regret that food banks are a 
necessity in such an affluent country and such an 
amuent province. We think part of the reason is 
the actions of this government and their cutbacks 
and the 1i:deral government and their cuts to social 
programs which have been announced in the last 
budget and will continue in the next federal 
Liberal budget. 

We believe there are much, much better ways of 
meeting people's basic needs than food banks. 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, 
I appreciate the opportunity to be able to put a few 
words on the record on this particular Bill209. 

It is a very positive bill. In fact, you know 
yesterday we sat tbrough an hour and a half or so 
d. discussion on a bill as the member for 
Wellington (Ms. Barrett) made reference to it with 
respect to virtually the same issue, and the member 
for Interlake (Mr. Oif Evans) just made reference 
to the xeroxing of it. I think it is a wonderful idea, 
and there is absolutely no doubt about that. 

The New Democrats will say that the Tories 
Xeroxed it from them, I guess we could equally 
say that you Xeroxed it from us last year. We had 
it in the form of a resolution. 

I remember Mr. Gaudry's resolution, No. 30, 
Ow:itable Donations to Food Banks. We are 
talking about the same idea. But you know 
something, I am really encouraged by what I saw 
earlier today. 

Earlier today we saw all three political parties 
get together and do something constructive, 
contrary to what possibly might have happened 
yesterday. But we will put that behind us, Mr. 
Speaker. What we saw was three political parties 
inside the Ownber recognize that there is some 
benefit with joint co-operation, and hopefully we 
will be able to achieve some benefit from that 
resolution that we passed earlier today. 
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But you know something, I believe that we 
should do som:dliog with this particular bill, with 
in filet not ooly Bill 209 but also the other bill that 
the government has introduced, Bill 5, The Food 
Dooatioos Act, because like the resolution that we 
introduced last year, all three political parties are 
in fact talking the same thing. 

• (1710) 

Do you know something? It is feasible. If the 
government House leader, for example, or 
members from the govemment benches and 
DmJbers from the New Democratic~ 
Leader of the Liberal Party and myself have 
disa.JSsed this-we will commit to seeing this bill 
and the govemment bill or some sort of a 
cmsensus be achieved between now and tomorrow 
at eleven o'clock where we get this particular bill 
or the government bill not only in second reading, 
out of second reading, and let us get into the 
Conmittee of the Whole. Let us pass this bill out 
of the Committee of the Whole and get it into third 
reading and, Mr. Speaker, then give it Royal 
Assent. 

If the will of this govemment and the will d 
both opposition partie5-Uld I believe that the 
will is there. This is a wonderful time. Here we 
are, just days away from Cllristmas, days in which, 
I would argue, people are generous. Their hearts 
are open. They want to be able to make donations 
d this nature, and I think it would be a very 
positive gesture from the Manitoba Legislature if 
in filet we bad •JilllDitmus support of what it is that 
we are recommending right now, that all three 
political parties tomorrow moming take the 
initiative, and it can be-l am not fussy, we are 
not fussy md I do not believe the New Democrats 
are fussy-whichever bill it takes. 

We will co-operate. We will ensure, Mr. 
Speaker, I can assure you that the Liberal Party 
will not put up another speaker on this bill or the 
goveJIUJ:Jent bill. We are very sincere in saying 
that we want this particular bill to pass or the 
government bill to pass into committee. We will 
sit in Committee of the Whole if necessary 
tomorrow, whatever it takes, because we know, 

with the leave of this House, that in fact it can 
happen. We have seen co-operation in the past. 
The pwpose of my standing up right now is not to 
kill 15 minutes or to do anything of that nature. It 
is to propose that we deal with this item The 
timing is right All three political parties have 
spoken. This is not an idea that the Liberals or the 
New Democrats or the Conservatives should take 
credit for. Let us give this idea to the Manitoba 
Legislature, and I think it would be a wonderful 
thing that could happen. We can demonstrate this 
to the public tomorrow morning. So I would ask 
that all members think about it. The commitment 
is there from us. Let us think about it overnight, 
and let us pass a bill tomorrow that will ensure 
that Royal Assent would be given to it. 

Mr. Jack Reimer (Niakwa): Mr. Speaker, I 
ImVe, seamded by the member forSt Vital (Mrs. 
Render), that debate be now adjourned 
Motion agreed to. 

Mr. Speaker: We will proceed to Bill 213, and 
we will come back to 210 in a few minutes. 

BILL 213-The Workers Compensation 
Amendment Act 

Mr. Daryl Reid (Transcona): Mr. Speaker, I 
JmVe, seconded by the member for St. Johns (Mr. 
Mackintosh), that Bill 213, The Workers 
Compensation Act; Loi modifiant Ia loi sur les 
accidents du travail, be now read a second time 
and be refem:d to a committee of this House. 

Motion presented. 

Mr. Reid: Mr. Speaker, this is a piece d 
legislation that had been introduced originally by 
my colleague the member for Thompson (Mr. 
Ashton) several sessions back. It was in response 
to an action that had taken place by the Court d 
Appeal of the Province of Manitoba, wherein the 
justice of that comt, one Mr. Sterling Lyon, Justice 
L:ym, had reviewed the application of a provision 
of The Workers Compensation Act by a 
regulation, and that regulation was found to be 
inconsistent with the act, and I believe the justice 
at that time struck down that provision. 

-
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Since that time we have been without any 
protection for firefighters with respect to latent 
injuries that they might sustain to their lungs, their 
brains, their kidneys, their internal organs in 
general. These are injmies that they sustained as 
they petfonned their normal duties, as they 
encountered certain facets of their job to which 
members of society in general are not subjected. 
When I refer specifically to the chemicals and 
toxins that firefighters come in contact with, they 
are either through contact with their skin or 
through inhalation as they go about doing their 
normal duties. 

Many of us in society take for granted the wzy 
significant wOtk that firefighters perform on behalf 
of society. They are the ooly ones that run into 
burning buildings when others are leaving, and 
they do that not only to protect human life, but to 
protect the properties of many Manitobans. For 
that, we owe them a great deal of gratitude for 
their not only risking their well-being, but also to 
protect society in general. 

(Mr. Ben Sveinson, Acting Speaker, in the 
Olair) 

This legislation bas been carried forward by 
myself after the member for Thompson (Mr. 
Ashton) had introduced it some sessions back, and 
we are still trying to have this legislation move 
into committee stage. We nearly succeeded in 
doing that a couple of sessions ago to give 
members of the public the opportunity to come 
forward and to comment on this legislation. The 
govemment in their wisdom chose to this point in 
time not to allow that to happen. We are hopeful 
that they would see their way clear this time to 
recognize the significance of this legislation and to 
want to protect full-time mmicipal firefighting 
forces of this province, something that they have 
not been interested in doing to this point in time. 
So we are hopeful that they will have a change of 
heart after hearing the comments that we have and 
maybe commenting themselves that they will let 
this bill go through to committee. 

This bill, Mr. Acting Speaker-as I have said, 
the legislation that was in place through Manitoba 

Regulation 24-77 which was passed in 1977 
refers, and I will quote from a docwnent that I 
have here in front of me: Where a firefighter 
suffers an injuty to his lungs, brain or kidneys, 
unless the conttary is shown, the injuty shall be 
presumed to have risen out of and in the course of 
employment as a firefighter resulting from the 
inhalation of smoke, gases and fumes, or any of 
them. 

That, Mr. Acting Speaker, would give 
firefighters protection and did give firefighters 
protection umil it was struck down by the Court of 
Appeal. Since that time there have been 
absolutely no attempts by this government to 
reintroduce legislation or protection for firefighters 
that would restore the protection that they once 
had. The Workers Compensation Board itself, as 
well, bas not made the necessary attempts to 
reinttoduce those regulations and/or legislation 
that would provide that protection. 

I know the Minister of Labour (Mr. Pramik) bas 
rommented several times in the past that he is 
earnestly looking for ways to solve this problem 
and to provide that protection for firefighters. 
That was some two years ago, and I can tell you 
we are here two~ later and we are still waiting 
for action to be taken. I am 
not sure why, Mr. Acting Speaker, the Minister of 
Labour does not want to incorporate this into the 
legislation. Maybe he bas something on his mind 
that we are not aware of He bas never stood up in 
this House to even comment on this legislation. 
We hope that he would take that opportunity and 
if there are some concems he bas he would make 
us aware of them 

Quite possibly if there were a friendly 
81JlC'.Ddment to this legislation, that could be done 
in committee as well, and we could move forward 
with this legislation. One of the things that we 
talked about in the past and a lot of us take for 
granted is the duties that firefighters perform 

I know that, Mr. Acting Speaker, even in qt 
own comonmity of Transcona, some of qt 
itmnrJliate neighbours are firefighters for the City 
of Winnipeg. They tell me that they are on first 
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response units within the City of Winnipeg here, 
and by first response I mean that they attend calls 
that they have received, 911 calls that they have 
~eceived, which do not necessarily mean that it is 
fires in progress. 

They respond to accidents, they respond to 
people who have succumbed to injmy or to health 
conditions within their own hC>tres or elsewhere. 
These firefighters go in, not knowing the medical 
condition of individuals, and with the conditions 
that we have in society where the~e is, I believe, a 
growing incidence in the number of cases of HIV 
and AIDS, not mly within this province but within 
the COUDl1y in general, we nmst recognize that 
firefighters actually go in and have to deal with 
injured people where there are bodily fluids on site 
and that the firefighters may on many occasions 
not have the adequate protection provided to them 
Therefore, they themselves would cC>tre in contact 
with HIV -canyiDg persoos, and in a sense it would 
put not mly the firefighters at risk, but their 
families as well. 

• (1720) 

I have asked, and I know the firefighters have 
asked-! know the firefighters have met, not only 
with this minister, but they have met with other 
members of this House as well. 'lbey would very 
DJJCh like to see a reporting mechanism that would 
allow them to become awale immediately upon an 
individual being transported to a medical facility 
and where the adequate testing is done, and it is 
detemrined that an individual has come in contact 
with either HIV or/and AIDS person, that the 
firefighter should be notified immediately so that 
person could then be put into a safe place, Mr. 
Acting Speaker, and not be in a position where 
they would put their family in harm's way by 
means of transmitting a disease should that 
firefighter encounter that. 

I think this is something that is fair and 
reasonable, and I think that this legislation would 
allow a firefighter, should they come in contact 
with that disease and or other diseases that ale 
encountered in the performance of their duties­
that we would want to do the right thing and 

provide that protection for the firefighters and their 
families. 

I know that there has been a significant number 
of studies done, Mr. Acting Speaker, and I have 
several of them with me here today. You can see 
that every time I come forward with this 
legislation, the pile of studies is growing in 
support of the message that firefighters and 
members on this side of the House have been 
bringing forward, that firefighters ale susceptible 
to diseases of life beyond what would be 
considered normal for society in general. In one 
study that I have heR: with me, and it was a report 
to the Workers Compensation Board oo 
cardiovascular disease and cancer among 
firefighters, it says, as ~ecent as September of 
1994--it is an extensive document of studies that 
were done. 

I can refer to several sections of this study, and 
it breaks it down by specific segments. In the 
report itself, this cardiovascular disease and cancer 
among firefighters report, it spells out diffCR:nt 
issues with respect to the studies that were done, 
and different internal organs and what the results 
of the findings we~e. 

The study findings talk about an association 
between firefigbting and lung cancer and that there 
is the noomaUgnant respiratory disease that has 
consistently been found among working 
firefighters. 

So we can see, Mr. Acting Speaker, that this 
study shows that the~e is a correlation between 
firefigbting and the lung cancer disease itself. The 
study goes oo to talk about the statistics, the study 
of mortality rates, that have been done on various 
firefighting forces throughout the country and, of 
course, throughout the various states of the United 
States as well. 

'lb::re have been extensive studies done. When 
you COIIJPllR: socioecooomic groups that ale 
comparable to that of a firefighter, we find that 
firefighters have a higher incidence of diseases that 
might be considered by some to be nonnal 
diseases or ordinary diseases of life. FiR:fighters 

-
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are more susceptible to these diseases than other 
socioeconomic groups that would be considered 
comparable. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair) 

'Ibeie are various caustic agents that we take for 
granted, that are in every one of our homes, that 
many of us do not even think of as being a hazard, 
but when a fire starts and our furniture and our 
.bolms and our carpeting and the paints, and if the 
other items that we have in our homes start to 
bum, they release various gasses and chemicals 

Vinyl chloride is one of them--a very, very 
dangerous product We know that when there 
have been real accidents and vinyl chloride cars 
are involved, of course, whole commmities can be 
evacuated, and yet we have firefighters that are 
going into buming buBdings where there are vinyl 
c::bloride gases in place through plastic articles that 
are buming, vinyl and other items that are buming. 

We do not think about the asbestos that is in 
some ofthese. Wedonotthink about the soot that 
the firefighters are having to inhale when they go 
into these bmning buBdings. We do not think 
about the diesel exhaust fumes that the firefighters 
inhale every time they start up one of their service 
vehicles, their firetrucks or their first-response 
vdUcles, inside the bundings. They have to inhale 
these gas fumes. It shows that diesel exhaust 
fumes are a problem. Also, there are statistically 
significant increases in lung cancer mortality 
which occurred in the group of firefighters. 

The study goes on and it talks about summary, 
and I have here a summary of the panel's findings 
and rec()1lUTlt"..l<'ations, Mr. Speaker. This 
summary was done in September of 1994, when 
they reported. It says, with respect to 
cardiovascular disease, which is something that is 
very WOIIisom; I am sure, to firefighters, if not all 
society in general, that that there is a probable 
connection between cardivascular disease and a 
firefighter's occupation. It also says that a 
probable connection exists between the aortic 
aneurysm. It also says that there is a probable 
connection between brain cancers and the 

occupation of a firefighter. It also says, there is a 
probable connection between lymphatic and 
hemotopic cancers. 'Ihere is a probable connec­
tion between firefighting occupation and colon 
cancers, bladder cancers and kidney cancers. 

So you can see that there are a wide range of 
diseases that affect firefighters that study after 
study have shown are linked to the occupation of 
fire fighting. 

We think, Mr. Speaker, that it is only fair that as 
a society we recognize the risks that firefighters are 
putting themselves in harm's way to protect 
society. We think that it is ooly fair that we take 
the necessary steps to correct the injustice and to 
restore protection for those in the nnmicipal 
firefigbting service who dany put their lives on the 
line to protect public lives and property. 

Wtth that, Mr. Speaker, I conclude my remarks, 
and I ask all ncnbers of the House to support this 
legislation, to allow it to move through to 
committee, to allow members of the public to 
come forward and voice their concems and their 
thoughts. I ask for the support of all members of 
this House. Thank you 

Mrs. Shirley Render (St. Vital): Mr. Speaker, 
I IIIIJYe, seconded by the member for Niakwa (Mr. 
Reimer), that debate now be adjourned 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill210-The Manitoba Public Insurance 
Corporation Amendment Act 

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): I move, 
seconded by the member for Broadway (Mr. 
Santos), that Bill 210, The Manitoba Public 
Insurance Corporation Amendment Act; Loi 
modifiant Ia Loi sur Ia Societ6 d'assurance 
publique du Manitoba, be now read a second time 
and be referred to a committee of this House. 

Motion presented. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to take a few minutes to explain in general teimS 
what the intention is of this particular legislation. 
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As members may .emember, we on this side of 
the official opposition supported the introduction 
of the no-fault auto insurance legislation that was 
introduced here about a year ago. We supported it 
because it was based on a major rec()ti1JJlendation 
by Judge Kopstein, who studied the entiJ:e Autopac 
system. You may recall, we set up this committee 
of one by Judge Kopstein in early '88. The 
.ecommendations came in after the govemDlP11t 
changed but. nevertheless, Judge Kopstein made a 
number of very important recommendations. His 
key recommendation was the implementation of a 
no-fault system 

An Honourable Member: And it is working. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Exactly, it is working. I 
am very, very pleased about that. because we on 
this side advocated it for a number of years. 

An Honourable Member: But you did not do 
anything about it. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: We did not do anything? 
Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether the Minister 
of Urban Affairs (Mrs. Mcintosh) realizes, we set 
up the Kopstein report in early '88. He made the 
recommendation. but we we~e not in govemmcnt 
so we we~e not in the position to do anything 
except to advocate that the govemment of the 
day-

An Hooourable Member: You could have done 
something about it in the '70s. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Well, at least we 
established Autopac as it was. 

• (1730) 

At any rate, Mr. Speaker, there were a number 
of good reasons why the K.opstein recommc:ndation 
should have been implemented. which it was, as I 
said, in the legislation. Among other things, of 
course, it was faiJer. This legislation is lD1Ch 
fairer, the no-fault insurance scheme that has been 
proposed. It avoids lengthy and costly litigation. 
It does not discriminate against a lot of people 
who -were at fault. -were deemed to be at fault in an 

accideot. but basically we.e ordinary Manitobans, 
regular people who for some reason or other made 
a mistake, in a fit of absentmindedness went down 
a wrong way on a me-way street. These things 
happen to the best of us, to all of us, they can 
happen, and it is recognized. 

At any rate, it also enhances protection. 
generally, of Manitobans, including pedestrians. 
I oould say a bit more about that later. Also, very 
importantly, it is holding down the premiums. It 
is holding down the increasing costs that we were 
recognizing when we -were in office and which this 
govemmcnt had to deal with since it has been in 
office. 

The amendnx:nts that I am proposing in this bill 
deal with what we perceive to be as deficiencies in 
the existing legislation. They a1e based in large 
measure on public representation made at the 
committee stage of this Legislature. 

We listened very ea~efully and received 
documentation. the committee received 
documentation including that from the Public 
Interest Law Cc:otre of Legal Aid Manitoba. They 
made quite a comprehensive study of the 
legislation and made a number of very valuable 
suggestions. 

Some of them we~e implemented by the 
govemment, but the.e we~e many others that I 
think we should have paid attention to and 
implemented 

Among other things, and I have just mentioned 
scxne of the highlights of the bill that we hope will 
improve the existing legislation. Definition of a 
spouse, we &el that one should not have to be 
married for five years or in some sort of 
relationship for five years to be defined as a 
spouse and we a~e shortening that to two years. 

This legislation also covers pedestrians. Maybe 
a lot of people do not realize this, but you a~e 
protected by this legislation even if you do not 
have an Autopac policy because you do not own a 
car or, even if you do not have a driver's licence, 
and of course the driver's licence, a portion of that 

-
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goes towards auto insmance, so even if you have 
no driver's licence and you do not own a car, as a 
pedestrian, you are involved in a motor vehicle 
accident, you are still covered, you are still 
protected by this legislation. 

What I am suggesting, the legislation restricts 
these pedestrian accidents to Canada and the 
United States. We suggest that we should not 
restrict it just to North America, we should allow 
it anywhere in the world. We should protect 
Manitobans who unfortunately may be at fault, 
involved in some kind of a motor vehicle accident. 

We also think that the cmrent legislation 
discriminates against seniors because the:re is an 
arbitrary cutoff or phasing out of income 
replacenrnt bc:oefits after the age of 65. We think 
this is arbitrary. I know the Manitoba Society of 
Seniors has been very critical of the legislation on 
this account. 

I think that the amendment I have will remove 
that discrimination and allow the system IDOie or 
less to tailor the compensation to the individual if 
that individual can give evidence that he or she 
would have continued working beyond 65 to a 
certain age. So it would be a matter of satisfying 
the corporation that this was the case and that we 
could accommodate that individual. 

There are many, many Manitobans who wodc 
well into their 70s and beyond, people in the 
various professions, the various occupations, and 
I am sure mmtbers can think of a lot of examples. 
So that discrimination is :removed by this 
legislation. 

We also recognize in this amen<hnent that the 
cost of living is higher in northem Manitoba, and 
that is :reftected often in the wage levels paid in 
places like Thompson and F1in Flon and so on, 
and we recognize that in one of the amendments 
where we increase the amount of maximun yearly 
insurable earnings by $5,000. 

Also, we believe that some of the benefits are 
rather niggardly. The spouse of a deceased victim 
under the legislation is entitled to a lump sum 

indemnity. Without going into the detail, Mr. 
Speaker, which I know I should not do anyway, I 
can just simply say that we have improved these 
benefits to spouses of deceased victims so that 
they do not suffer undue financial hardship. That 
is true for some of the other benefits. We have 
increased the amounts, and those are there for 
anyone to read in the particular legislation. 

Also, we believe that anyone who is a victim of 
an accident and needs personal assistance should 
be guaranteed that assistance in the least restrictive 
enviram:rnt. That means that if a person can and 
should be looked after in his or her home as 
opposed to a personal care home or institution, 
that should take place. 

Also, we believe that where the:re is evidence 
favouring the payment of a compensation to a 
claimant, and the evidence is balanced between 
evidence that is contrary to the claim and evidence 
that is in favour of the claim. that on balance the 
compensation should be pakl to the claimant. 

Another suggestion we have in this legislation, 
another proposal in this legislation, which I hope 
that all members would support, is setting up a 
system of advocates. That is having advocates 
available wbo would help claimants who may need 
some assistance in going to Autopac with regard to 
a :review of their case or indeed with regard to an 
appeal to tbe con:mission that was set up under the 
legislation. So we think that there is a need and a 
role for claimant advocates, and that is provided 
for in this legislation. 

We also think that it is important that there 
should be aunual reviews of the amounts paid out 
by MPIC because of inftation and so on, and we 
requiie in this legislation that the corporation shall 
:review the maximum amount of expense 
reimbursement at least once in each year to 
determine whether it should be increased or 
pedlaps decreased if that be the case. 

Mr. Speaker, we also suggest that it is important 
for a review to take place by the Public Utilities 
Board on the success of the, as I call it, new ne>­
fault legislation, and that this provides that on or 
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before June 1, 1997, the corporation shall file a 
report with the Public Utilities Board and the 
board shall review the experience of the 
corporatioo in the previous tbme years with respect 
to the various claims paid out and so on, and 
generally to ensure that it is operating fairly and 
adequately and that all are treated in an equitable 
fashion. 

Mr. Speaker, a member opposite earlier on in 
~ remarks said, it is working, and indeed it 
seetm to be working, and I am very pleased about 
it. It is established oo the Quebec model; and the 
Quebec plan, I know, was very successful in 
keeping premiums down, keeping the rates that 
people paid The premiums people paid in 
Quebec have been maintained at very low levels 
because of the new system, because of the no-fault 
system that they had put in place some years ago. 
So this is based on the Quebec model which was 
successful and it seems to indeed be working in 
Manitoba. 

There is always room for improvement, and I 
suggest, therefore, that this amendment is 
suggesting in a very positive way some 
improvements, additional benefits, additional 
fairness for seniors, additional faimess for 
workers. 

I use just me other example in that respect, Mr. 
Speaker. The current legislation says that, if you 
are involved in an accident, whether you are at 
fault or not at fault, and you lose wotk, you lose 
wages, you are entitled to income replacement 
under a foDwla. However, you cannot get a nickel 
until one week has transpired, so whether you are 
at fault or not at fault makes no matter. Under the 
antalllegislatioo the corporation, MPIC, will not 
pay you a nickel for lost wages for a whole week. 

So we think it is ooly fair that the loss of wages 
begin the day after the accident. There is no 
reasoo why a person has to lose wages because he 
or she is involved in an accident. Whether be or 
she is at fault or whether he or sbe is the innocent 
party, it does not matter which, you lose a week's 
pay under the existing legislation. 

• (1740) 

So one of my amendments, Mr. Speaker, wipes 
this out Another very, very important matter­
perhaps this wni be the last point I will make oo 
the legislation-is with regard to the appeal 
process. 

As you know this legislation virtually has 
changed dramatically the way the MPIC and the 
auto insurance system has worked in this province. 
It has eliminated the litigation process that has 
gme oo for }afS, a process which has been rather 
costly, has not always been that fair, and there was 
a lot of criticism of it, and, of course, the respoose 
has been the implementation of this no-fault 
insurance. 

But the fact is that there has to be some 
additional room for appeal. There is appeal 
permitted from the review panel If you do not like 
wbat MPIC has awarded you, you can appeal that 
to MPIC. They have an internal review, but 
beyond that you can go to a review commission 
which reports to the Minister of Consumer Affairs. 
If you do not like that, if you do not like the 
settlement, there is no other appeal except if you 
have an appeal with regard to law or jurisdiction. 
If you have an appeal with regard to law or 
jurisdiction, you can go to the Court of Appeal, 
but that is it 

What we have dme in this amc:ndment is to 
strike that out, which therefore allows a claimant 
to go to the Court of Appeal with matters d 
substance as well as just jurisdiction and law. So 
to that extent we have provided for greater appeal 
to that oourt oo the part of claimants, on the part of 
citizens of this province who may, unfortunately, 
may be involved in an accident and have to go 
through this process. 

So I think, Mr. Speaker, these amendments I am 
putting forwani in a very positive way, I think they 
are a real step forwaid. I am sure the vast majority 
d Manitobans would agree with this, and I trust 
and hope that all members of this Legislature 
would see fit to support this particular bill. 

-
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Hon. Glen Cummings (Minister charged with 
the administration of The Manitoba PubHc 
Insurance Corporation Act): Here I would like 
to adjourn debate, seconded by the honourable 
govemment House leader (Mr. Emst). 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill 212-The Child and Famlly Services 
Amendment Act (2) 

Mr. Doug Martindale (Burrows): I move, 
secmded by the member for Wolseley (Ms. 
Friesen), that Bill 212, The Oilld and Family 
Services Amendment Act (2); Loi no 2 modifiant 
Ia Loi sur les services A l'enfant et A Ia famille, be 
now read a second time and be referred to a 
committee of this House. 

Motion presented. 

Mr. Martindale: Mr. Speaker, this bill is 
identical to previous private members' bills that 
we have introduced, both myself as Family 
Services aitic and my predecessor the member for 
Wellington (Ms. Barrett), and the purpose of this 
bill is to change the reporting procedure for the 
Oilldren's Advocate and require that the 
Children's Advocate report to the Legislative 

Assembly instead of to the Minister of Family 
Services. 

Wh:n we initially debated this bill, the minister 
and the govemment argued that it was not 
IJ~ereSsary and we said, yes, it is necessary because 
if the Oilldren's Advocate makes any 
recoJll1l'ICI'Kiations to the minister, we will not 
know what those recommendations are. 
Fortuitously we actually found out that the 
Children's Advocate had made some 
recommendations to the minister because he 
corresponded with some people, I beHeve, in 
Thompson on Apri12, 1993, and had some very 
pointed comments that he made, saying I am 
concerned that the needs of children may not be 
fully met with recent cuts. 

He also said that the care provided by the foster 
families has done more to meet the needs of 
children than any other system. So we know that 
the Oilldren's Advocate has had-

Mr. Speaker: Older, please. When this matter is 
again before the House, the honourable member 
for Bmrows (Mr. Martindale) will have 14 
minutes remaining. 

The hour being 6 p.m., tbis House now adjourns 
and stands adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow 
(Friday). 
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