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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Thursday, November 24, 1988.

The House met at 1:30 p.m.

PRAYERS
ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS

Hon. Edward Connery (Minister of Labour): | wish
to table the Supplementary Information for Legislative
Review for the Manitoba Civil Service Commission and
the Manitoba Environment, Workplace Safety and
Health.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

BILL NO. 42—AN ACT TO INCORPORATE
THE ROYAL WINNIPEG RIFLES
FOUNDATION

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley) introduced, by leave, Bill
No. 42, An Act to amend an Act to incorporate The
Royal Winnipeg Rifles Foundation; Loi modifiant la Loi
constituant en corporation ‘“The Royal Winnipeg Rifles
Foundation.”

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

Mr. Speaker: Prior to oral questions, may | direct the
attention of Honourable Members to the public gallery
where we have from the Sisler High School, thirty Grade
11 students under the direction of Miss Thompson.
This school is located in the constituency of the
Honourable Member for Inkster (Mr. Lamoureux).

On behalf of all Honourable Members, | welcome you
here at this time.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Meech Lake Accord
Government’s Position

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): This is indeed an historic
day for Manitoba and indeed for all Canadians because
we now have the commitment of both sides of
Opposition in this House to look for improvements to
the flawed Meech Lake Constitutional Accord.

It is now time that we have some assurances from
the First Minister (Mr. Filmon) that while listening to
the people at the public hearing process, that the First
Minister go on record today to outline his own view
so that when the people of Manitoba attend those public
hearings they will have, in addition to the Liberal position
and the New Democratic Party’s position on this Accord,
what the Government of Manitoba considers to be in
the best interests of this province and of this nation.
Is the First Minister now prepared to outline his
constitutional vision of Canada?

* (1335)

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, indeed |
do not know if it is an historic day but certainly it is
an interesting wedding day, Mr. Speaker, for the Leader
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) and the Leader of
the New Democratic Party (Mr. Doer). | saw them playing
‘kneesies” this morning on Canada AM and getting
together in what is now a more formal relationship, |
suppose then has existed in the past. The fact of the
matter is that we now have two of the three Parties in
this Legislature saying that they are not interested in
listening to the people of Manitoba.

| think that is regrettable because those of us on
this side of the House put our blood on the line when
we fought for the changes and the amendments to the
rules of this Legislature that provided for mandatory
public hearings, mandatory public hearings, Mr.
Speaker. The Liberals and the New Democrats want
to throw that aside and say that it does not matter
what the public of Manitoba think, their minds are made
up. They know better, and they are going to present
their views forward, they are going to get together
perhaps, or perhaps separately, because | heard them
say that they do not necessarily agree on what the
amendments may be and they are going to deal with
it in their best interests on behalf of the people of
Manitoba and | think that is regrettable.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please.
Free Vote

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): The First Minister speaks
as if no Manitobans have expressed their interest or
their opinion on the Meech Lake Accord. Is the First
Minister not listening to the women of Manitoba, of
aboriginal groups, of the Union of Manitoba
Municipalities; of the Winnipeg Chamber of Commerce?
We have been listening and that is why we have a
position and he does not.

Will the First Minister commit today, as the Leader
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) has, to a free vote
on the question of the Meech Lake Constitutional
Accord so all Members of this Chamber will have the
right to express their own view and their own
conscience?

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): | might say that it is
interesting that the Member for Fort Rouge lists all of
those organizations who he says are opposed to the
Meech Lake Accord and | acknowledged that | have
seen indications that those groups indeed are, but the
Liberal Party of Manitoba took their position before
any of those groups had any opportunity to make any
comment on the thing.

The Liberal Party said that this was their political
position and that they could see some great political
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gain by this situation of taking their position in
opposition to Meech Lake and therefore they are very
happy. They are very happy, of course, to have other
people perhaps having joined with them in that regard.

The fact of the matter is we want the public hearings
to be a meaningful exercise: We want the public to
come forward to those public hearings knowing that
at least one Party in this Legislature is prepared. to
await its final determination on Meech Lake until after
the public hearings.

* (1340)
’ Public Hearings

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): Mr. Speaker, and how
will those public hearings have meaning? They will have
meaning if the people of Manitoba had something to
comment upon. They will have the position of this Party
which is not firm, which is not set in stone. If the First
Minister is putting forth the Meech Lake Constitutional
Accord as his position, then that is fine. Will the First
Minister, or will he not, free his caucus so they can
exercise their own conscience and give them a free
vote on Meech Lake?

Hon. Gary Filinon (Premier): Mr._Speaker,: we. have -

the charade being put forward by the Liberal Party in
Manitoba of suggesting that somehow they are going
to have a free vote amongst their Members when on
occasion after occasion after occasion the Leader of
the Liberal Party (Mrs. Carstairs) is speaking for her
caucus as she always does without even consulting.
When she spoke | am surprised that the Member for
Fort Rouge (Mr. Carr) did not take umbrage yesterday
when the Autopac announcement was made and his
Leader was out first and foremost talking about Autopac
without even consulting_him. He did not even know
what had happened. He is the Autopac critic. That is
the way they do it.

People of Manitoba would believe the Liberal Party,
would give some credence and credibility to the Liberal
Party if it were not for the fact that in April of this year,
in-May.of this year, and again in August of this year,
the Leader of the Liberal Party (Mrs. Carstairs) said
every single Member of her Party was opposed to
Meech Lake. What good is a free vote when she says
firstly, tell me how you are going to vote and then |
will let you vote? '

Federal Consultations

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): With a new question
to the Premier who never speaks on behalf of his
Government or who never speaks on behalf of his
Ministers, the day after the election, the Prime Minister
of this country had the nerve to insult Manitobans by
telling them that they now had an obligation to pass
the Meech Lake Accord with arrogance we have not
seen in this country in decades. Will the First Minister—

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order.

Mr. Carr: It is obvious that the Prime Minister is not
interested in what the people of Manitoba might say
at these public hearings. Will he immediately contact
his friend, the Prime Minister, and ask him when he is
going to start showing concern for what the people of
Manitoba think about this nation’s constitution without
making assumptions by insulting us the day after the
election? '

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): When the Member for
Fort Rouge (Mr. Carr) speaks of arrogance in public
figures, he has a lot of people close to him from whom
to draw experience. | may just remind him of some of
the things that his former Leader and his public mentor,
Mr. Trudeau, said about why should | sell your wheat
or giving the finger to western Canadians, those signs
of humility that he gave as a political leader publicly,
or his provincial Leader who said early on in the

" campaign she had a great deal of sympathy for Mr.

Broadbent because she knew what it was like to have
to lead a Party when she was so much more popular
than the Party she was leading. If we look for examples
of humility, we will not find it in the Liberal Party.

The fact of the matter is that we will continue what
we have said we are going to do. We are going to
introduce the resolution.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order. | am having difficulty
hearing the Honourable First Minister’s answer.

Mr. Filmon: | will try and speak a little more loudly,
Mr. Speaker. The fact of the matter is we are going to
do what we have always done. We are not going to be
pursuing anybody else’s agenda. We willnot be pursuing
Ottawa's agenda, we will not be pursuing the Leader
of the Opposition’s agenda. When we complete the
Estimates in this Session, we will then introduce the
Meech Lake Constitutional Amendment so that it can
be debated for five days in this House and sent out
to public hearings. We have said this consistently since
we began this whole discussion on taking office after
the April election. We will carry through that plan. |
invite the Member for Fort Rouge (Mr. Carr) to be a
positive part of that process.

PC Caucus’ Opinion

Mr. Speaker: The Ho_nourable Member for Fort Rouge,
with a supplementary question.

Mr. James Carr (Fort Rouge): We certainly intend to
be a positive part of that process. We think we are
doing a positive thing right now by trying to ferret out,
inch by inch, the First Minister's view of the Meech
Lake Accord but he will not give it to us. He will not
even defend the Prime Minister of Canada. It was a
lobbed ball and he did not swing at it.

| would like to ask the First Minister, given the fact
that last Monday, the map, the political map of Canada,
was changed dramatically, will he—he is laughing. He
lost a couple of seats and he finds that funny. Will the
First Minister now contact the Members of the Manitoba
caucus of the Progressive Party to see if in their
response to the move of public opinion in this province

3400






Thursday, November 24, 1988

weeks ago, Mr. Speaker, the Minister assured this House
that Manitoba had an advantage over Quebec in the
pursuit of an aluminum smelter in Manitoba, because
Manitoba had a labour pool that spoke one language.
Today, a Mr. Miller from Alumax indicated that comment
was very, very superficial and also indicated that the
real decision will be based on the rate of power that
is available to Alumax.

My question is to the Minister responsible for
Manitoba Hydro (Mr. Neufeld). Is the Minister prepared
today to contact Alumax officials and indicate to them
in a very clear and concise way that Manitoba is
prepared to provide them a power rate which is
advantageous to them and advantageous to Manitoba
as well?

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines):
Mr. Speaker, the Member for Flin Flon knows very well
the rates that have been requested by Alumax. That
has been mentioned by me in the House. It has been
mentioned in the newspapers many a time. The rates
that have been requested by Alumax, as you know,
are 15 mills Canadian funds, which creates the 12 mills
U.S. funds. That is substantially less than our cost to
generate that power. If we are going to offer a rate
that low, it will be through a subsidy by the people of
Manitoba, and that subsidy will have to be agreed to
by the Cabinet as a whole. We have as yet, Mr. Speaker,
not received from the Manitoba Energy Authority the
cost benefits and the cost of such alow rate to Manitoba
Hydro. When we do, we will be in a position to make
a decision as to whether or not we can offer those
rates or tell them the lowest rates possible that we can
offer.

Rate Report

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): Every time | raise this
matter it seems that the Minister thinks that we have
endless time within which to make it clear to Alumax
that we want them in Manitoba, and that we are
prepared to accommodate them.

Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Minister
responsible for Manitoba Hydro (Mr. Neufeld). Will the
Minister please table a report that he received from
Manitoba Hydro-in May, which indicated that we can
provide a lower rate to Alumax by some 30 percent
and still have that sale of power profitable for Manitoba?
Will he table that report so Manitobans can know that
Manitoba has the capacity to offer competitive electricity
rates to Alumax?

. Hon. Harold Neuteld (Minister of Energy and Mines):
There was a report that came forward in May, and
undoubtedly the former Minister of Energy and Mines
received that report. | came into office on May 9. |
have not received the report indicating that we can
offer 30 percent below the rates that have been
requested.

Mr. Storie: | am not convinced this Minister really has
the interests of Manitoba at heart-in this. It is
unfortunate—

Some Honourable Members:. Oh, oh! .

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. Does the Honourable have
a question? Would you kindly put your question now.

Mr. Storie: Mr. Speaker, the Government first bungled
a $4 billion sale to Upper Mississippi. Now we are talking
about a 300-person direct employment possibility—

* (1355)

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please. | have asked
the Honourable Member to kindly put his question,
now.

Manitoba Location

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): Mr. Speaker, can the
Minister indicate what-action he intends to take before
the end of this year to ensure that Manitoba’s best
position is put before Alumax, because the decision is
inevitably moving towards a Quebec location rather
than a Manitoba, and there is no necessity for that
decision being made.

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines):
The Member for Flin Flon has repeatedly mentioned
in this House the bungling that this Government has
done on the power sale to the Upper Mississippi Group.
Now | want to put on the record that, in February of
1986, the Premier then of Manitoba issued a news
release to the effect that 550 megawatts of firm power
was going to be sold and that 300 megawatts of
interruptible—no | should say diversity—exchange
would be sold, at the same time the Manitoba Hydro
was negotiating for a 200-megawatt diversity exchange
with the Northern States Power Group.

The committee for Hydro has been told on numerous
occasions that a 500 diversity exchange and a 500 firm
sale would have no effect on the demand of the
Manitoba Hydro system because we would be getting
the diversity exchanged from Northern States Power
at the time in the wintertime, and we could ship that
out at that time.

Now, if that is the case for Manitoba, probably
Northern States Power could also do as well with a
diversity exchange as they could with a firm power
purchase.

In the summer of 1987, the then Government entered
into a 200-megawatt diversity exchange with Manitoba
Hydro, with Northern States Power at the same time
Northern States Power bowed out of the negotiations
of the Upper Mississippi Group.- That was the reason
for the loss of that— '

Mr. Speaker: Order, plea'se; order, please: May | remind

the Honourable Minister that answers to questions
should be as brief as possible.

Government Proposal

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Flin Flon,
with a final supplementary question.

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): | would like to thank the
Minister for confirming that two out of the three
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objectives were met and the fact that the previous
Government did a good job managing to get export
sales for Manitoba Hydro. | appreciate that. But, Mr.
Speaker, the fact of the matter is that Mr. Miller, a
representative of Alumax, is now telling us that Quebec
has the inside—

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please. | have
recognized the Honourable Member for a
supplementary question. Would the Honourable
Member kindly put his question now?

Mr. Storie: Mr. Speaker, can the Minister give this
House some assurance that the issues which Alumax
considers important, including the provision of a low
stable energy rate, will be a matter of discussion
immediately with Alumax so that this decision, this
opportunity, does not slip.away from Manitobans?

Will the Minister give this House the assurance that
today, tomorrow, the Minister, a team of officials from
MEA will be approaching Alumax to put on the table
the fact that we can offer them a low, attractive energy
rate without subsidies, and that the same kind of
support is going to be available from the federal
Government to Manitoba—

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!
Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please.

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines):
| should say first of all, Mr. Speaker, that it was the
Diversity Exchange Agreement with the Northern States
Power that lost us the 500-megawatt firm power sale
with the Upper Mississippi Group. That is what lost it
for us.

As far as Alumax is concerned, if we can show that
the economic benefits for Manitoba exceed the cost,
we will inform Alumax that we can meet the rates that
they have been offered by other jurisdictions.

Special Needs Children
Prince Charles School

Mrs. Iva Yeo (Sturgeon Creek): The impetus to move
towards mainstreaming appears to be obvious, Mr.
Speaker. In light of the recent decision to eliminate
many of the services provided for special needs children
at Prince Charles School, there have been concerns
raised by many of their parents as well as from the
parents of children now attending schools such as Lord
Roberts, Kirkfield Park and H.L. Softley.

Can the Minister of Community Services tell the
House what long range plans her department has in
place for the students and their families now attending
Prince Charles School?

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Community
Services): Mr. Speaker, | will have to take that question
as notice.

3403

Mainstreaming

Mrs. Iva Yeo (Sturgeon Creek): Mr. Speaker, has the
Department of Community Services and the Department
of Education established a committee to develop
guidelines that will assist with the movement of the
handicapped into the mainstream?

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Community
Services): My department is working on all these
matters and, as | said, | would come back to the House
with an answer for the first part of the question.

Mainstreaming Costs

Mrs. Iva Yeo (Sturgeon Creek): Mr. Speaker, can the
Minister of Community Services tell us what
supplementary funding has been allocated by her
department to provide for additional personnel and
services to deal with this new thrust?

Mrs. Oleson: | will take that question as notice as well.
* (1400)

Greenhouse Project
Funding

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): My question is for the Minister
of Community Services (Mrs. Oleson). Just last week,
WASO Incorporated, a non-profit organization which
provides services to the mentally handicapped, had
their grand opening of the Greenhouse Project, a project
which was funded by the Community Places Program,
the City of Winnipeg, and with approval from the
Department of Community Services. We have a facility,
we have people to fill it, but we have no money for per
diems so that these mentally handicapped can
participate in this work opportunity.

My question to the Minister is, is it the policy of her
Government to approve in principle these new projects
and not follow through with the necessary funding, and
will the Minister immediately move to correct this
situation?

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Community
Services): Yes, the department is looking at all the
matters to deal with per diems for handicapped and
trying to work as many people as possible into all these
programs.

WASO
Budget for Day Programs

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): With a supplementary to the
Minister, the Minister herself indicated there are only
15 new day program spaces in the Estimates. Ten have
already been allocated, that leaves five. Can the Minister
tell this House today how is she going to meet the
needs of WASO and other similar workshops when there
are no dollars in the existing budget for these day
programs? How is she going to meet those needs?

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Community
Services): Yes, Mr. Speaker, in the Estimates we
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indicated that there were 15 placements, that was what
the budget allowed this year. We are working on
additional spaces for per diems for future years. This
is not a mandated service, we have to work it in as
best we can within the limits of the budget.

Greenhouse Project
Funding

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Ellice, with
a final supplementary question.

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): The Minister indicated this is
not a mandated service. Could the Minister tell this
House what she is going to tell the parents of the
mentally handicapped who are waiting to get into the
Greenhouse Project in WASO when she herself has
indicated today that there are no dollars so that that
facility will sit empty for one year because there are
no dollars? Will she tell us today what she is going to
tell those parents and WASO?

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Community
Services): | had indicated to the Member before that
we are working on this and we would try to fit in as
many people as possible into the program.

Chiropractors
MHSC Reduced Access

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): My question is to the
Minister of Health (Mr. Orchard). It is my understanding
that the Manitoba Chiropractic Association recently
completed negotiations with the Manitoba Health
Services Commission on a new fee schedule. Can the
Minister confirm that those negotiations resulted in a
cutback in the number of visits that would be covered
by MHSC from a limit of 16 to a somewhat confusing
but nonethelesslower limit of 14.8 visits for individuals,
and can he further confirm that this reduced access
to chiropractors under the Medicare Program has
already become effective as of November 1 of this year?

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister of Health): | can
confirm that after some meaningful negotiations with
the Chiropractic Association of Manitoba, meaningful
negotiations which had not existed for some four years
under the previous administration that we managed to
reach an agreement based on two basic principles.

Those basic principles were; (a) an attempt to, within
reasons of financial capacity, to make up for several
years of no-fee increase to the Chiropractic Association
and attempting to satisfy a perceived pent-up demand
for additional fee for service; and secondly, to-provide
the same level of coverage in terms of dollars to the
clients of the chiropractic profession. That has resulted,
as my honourable friend has indicated, in the reduction
of insured visits by one.

User Fees
Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): | have recently been

informed that as a direct result of those negotiations
and changes in the Manitoba Chiropractors Association

fee schedule that a large number of chiropractic clinics
will be implementing an evaluation fee or a user fee
on a per visit basis to all patients who were previously
covered under the Manitoba Health Services
Commission and Medicare.

Has the Minister undertaken any review as to the
potential negative impact of that new user fee when
combined with the reduced services on those clients
of chiropractors who have to undergo long-term
extensive treatment?

Hon.Donald Orchard (Minister of Health): | appreciate
my honourable friend’s new found concern for those
chiropractic patients.

| simply want to indicate to my honourable friend
that in the period of time that he was Government and
negotiations with the Chiropractic Association broke
down and there were no increases in the chiropractic
fee schedule, that those patients of the chiropractic
profession that he is now so concerned about were
paying additional fees while he was Government and
did absolutely nothing to resolve the inequities in the
fee negotiation schedule of the chiropractic
profession—those same clients that he is now
attempting to speak on behalf of.

Long?term Treatment

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): The concern is increasing
because this Government has just recently negotiated
an agreement that has resulted in cutback services in
respect to the number of visits and also, in extra charges
or extra billing for chiropractic- patients. | would ask
the Minister if he has undertaken any review as to the
potential negative impact of that ill-sided and wrong-
headed approach to provision of chiropractic service
to Manitobans to determine its impact on those patients
who require long-term and extensive service from their
chiropractors?

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister of Health): Let me
help my honourable friend understand the system by
which we have attempted to negotiate with the
professional groups in Manitoba. We undertook, over
a several month period of time, negotiations with the
Chiropractic Association, the result of those
negotiations. | believe that the vote to accept the
package which included the possibility of one less
insured visit was voted on unanimously or—pardon
me, one person .voted against in the Chiropractic
Association -of Manitoba. That -agreement was
negotiated with the Chiropractic Association. We
recognize, Mr. Speaker, that under the system, long-
term chronic users of the service will have one less
visit paid for. My honourable friend is asking for a study.
We assumed the Chiropractic Association would
negotiate on behalf of their patients and for the good
of their patients, contrary to the unilateral cutback made
five years ago by the NDP without consultation with
the Chiropractic Association or any concern on the
impact of the patients where they reduced visits down
to 15. : :
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Handi-Transit Expansion
Progress Report

Mr. Bob Rose (St. Vital): My question is for the Minister
of Urban Affairs (Mr. Ducharme). Yesterday, in reply to
a question, we were unable to uncover any concrete
evidence from this Minister that he is truly committed
to the long-term survival of Senior’s Transport.
Yesterday, the Minister alluded to a 40 percent increase
in senior ridership in September on Handi-Transit in
the City of Winnipeg. As a previous city councillor, he
knows that Handi-Transit did not have a mandate in
1987 to carry seniors without disability, nor does it now.

| would like it if the Minister could clarify what he
means by this statement. At the same time, will he
supply us with a copy of the expanded Handi-Transit
progress report?

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Urban Affairs):
First of all, the extended Handi-Transit is an offshoot
of the Handi-Transit that was the previous year. It is
now called an extended Handi-Transit for the Member
who was there at City Hall at the time.

| must say that | will give him some other updates.
As of August, the ridership went in the same month
from 3,255 to 4,898 with an increase in August to 51
percent. | would be glad to provide the Member with
this particular chart. | will go further than that. | have
been in touch with Mr. Borland over at the City Transit.
He will provide me with the October figures now that
they are available. To clarify that this province has
extended not only again the $75,000 that no other level
of Government has provided, over to that we also
provided another $100,000 to the city for the extended
Handi-Transit so that all seniors throughout the city
will now benefit with that Handi-Transit now available.
We show by our figures that the seniors throughout
Winnipeg, all seniors, are using it.

* (1410)

Mr. Rose: Mr. Speaker, we thank the Minister for the
report. Maybe then, because we stil do not now
understand it, when we see it first-hand, we will be
able to get to the bottom of the facts.

Seniors’ Organizations

Mr. Bob Rose (St. Vital): My supplementary is for the
Minister in charge of Seniors (Mr. Neufeld). Yesterday
the Minister of Urban Affairs (Mr. Ducharme) alluded
to the fact that he and the Minister for Seniors, ‘‘did
meet with seniors’ associations.” Mr. Speaker, could
the Minister outline for us who they met with and what
commitments were made by the Government on those
occasions?

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister responsible for
Seniors): Mr. Speaker, | have met with numerous
seniors’ organizations as has the Minister for Urban
Affairs (Mr. Ducharme). | have not met specifically with
seniors’ organizations with respect to their Handi-Transit
service. That is a department that another Minister looks

after. The Minister and | have met on numerous
occasions to discuss the needs of the senior citizens
of Winnipeg for Handi-Transit service.

Mr. Rose: Mr. Speaker, the statement yesterday alluded
to the fact that their meetings with seniors were
specifically concerned with the Senior’'s Transport.
Apparently that was not true as quoted yesterday. To
the same Minister (Mr. Neufeld). Will this Minister now—

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Urban Affairs
(Mr. Ducharme), on a point of order.

Hon. Gerald Ducharme (Minister of Urban Affairs):
Mr. Speaker, approximately eight Ministers met with
the Winnipeg Seniors’ Society. That was just a short
time ago, and | clarify everything that | gave.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Ducharme: We did meet them so there was a
statement.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Minister
does not have a point of order.

Mr. Rose: Again to the Minister who advocates for
seniors, will this Minister now sit down with the Minister
of Urban Affairs (Mr. Ducharme) to map out a plan for
presentation to your Cabinet at last so that we may
allay the anxiety of not only valued employees of
Senior’s Transport who do not know from day to day
whether they have a job, or indeed the thousands of
seniors who use that service and they see it going down
the drain due to the inactivity of your Cabinet and your
Government?

Mr. Neufeld: We continue to have a concern for the
seniors who use the Handi-Transit service, Mr. Speaker.
The service the Member for St. Vital refers to is a service
for southern Winnipeg, a very small section of the
Greater Winnipeg area. What the Minister for Urban
Affairs and what | am more concerned with is a service
for all citizens of Winnipeg and of all Manitoba. We are
working together to make certain that when we do
come up with a program it will benefit all citizens and
not only the citizens of southern Winnipeg.

Social Allowance
Rate of Increase

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): Mr. Speaker, |
have a question for the Minister of Economic Security
(Mrs. Oleson). Each year effective January 1, the
Government adjusts the social allowance rates for over
23,000 individuals and families who have very little or
virtually no source of other income. This includes over
10,000 disabled people and about 9,000 sole-support
parents. Can the Minister advise the House what the
rate of increase in social allowances will be effective
January 1, 1989?

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Employment
Services and Economic Security): Mr. Speaker, yes,
that is under active consideration at the moment.
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Cost-of-Living Increase

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brardon East): Mr. Speaker, our
Government provided assistance or increases each year
that reflected the cost-of-living increase. The current
rate of inflation in Winnipeg is running at 5.7 percent
which is the highest in Canada along with the City of
Toronto. Can the Minister assure us that the recipients
can expect to receive from this Government an increase
accurately reflecting the increased cost of food, the
increase in the cost of clothing, as well as the increase
in the cost of personal needs?

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Employment
Services and Economic Security): Mr. Speaker, as
| indicated before, that is under active consideration.

Mr. Speaker: The time for oral questions has expired.
NON-POLITICAL STATEMENTS

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, this
weekend a very important cultural exchange is taking
place in Ottawa. The contest between the Winnipeg
Blue Bombers and the British Columbia Lions for the
champion—actually | thought of putting up the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition as a prize, but who would
want another used car, right?

This important event involves the football
championship of Canada commonly known asthe Grey
Cup. | am sure that all Manitobans join me and indeed
all Members of this Legislature join me in extending
very best wishes to the Winnipeg Blue Bombers. We
are very proud of their having won the championship
of the Eastern Conference of the Canadian Football
League and we look forward to seeing their victory in
the Grey Cup in Ottawa. | am very proud to be
representing Manitoba at that very important event and
look forward to the contest to cheering on the Big Blue.

Mr. John Angus (St Norbert): Mr. Speaker, may |
have leave of the House to make a non-political
statement?

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member for St.
Norbert have leave to make a non-political statement?
(Agreed)

Mr. Angus: Mr. Speaker, | rise in a rare moment of
unanimity to lend my colleagues in the Opposition’s
support to the best wishes of the Premier (Mr. Filmon)
in his sojourn to Ottawa. We likewise are sure that he
will take not only our sincere best wishes for a healthy
victory for the Winnipeg football team in Ottawa, but
will bring to the attention of his colleagues and the
people in Ottawa who are there to enjoy the festivities
of Grey Cup week that it is ironic that two western
teams are playing for a national trophy in eastern
Canada. It is a symbol of unity in the country. | think
it is about time that we see the Grey Cup returned to
Winnipeg where it rightfully belongs and that we would
lend our most sincere best wishes to the team to do
well. We know that they will be honourable
representatives of the City of Winnipeg and that they
will be victorious in their venture.

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): | would also ask leave.

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member for
Thompson have leave to make a non-political
statement? (Agreed)

Mr. Ashton: Mr. Speaker, | would echo the sentiments
of the previous speakers. | do indicate some difficulty
in cheering for the Bombers as an eastern team. | realize
they are in the Eastern Conference but we all know
their hearts are in the West. We will be cheering for
them anyway and | think we can give them our fullest
support. | guess one advantage of the current structure
in the CFL is we know this time a western team is going
to win without help because no matter what conference
the Blue Bombers are in they representwestern Canada.
| am sure all western Canada will be behind them.

SPEAKER’S RULING

Mr. Speaker: | have a ruling for the House.

On November 4, the Honourable Opposition House
Leader rose on a point of order respecting the words,
““My honourable friend wishes to create a rift between
the members of his profession and this Government,”
spoken by the Honourable Minister of Health (Mr.
Orchard) which he alleged imputed motive to the
Honourable Member for Kildonan (Mr. Cheema).

| have read Hansard with care and have examined
relevant rulings, precedents and extracts from the
authorities.

* (1420)

Language which imputes or attributes bad or
unworthy motives to a Member or which impugns or
attacks as false the motives of a Member is
unparliamentary.

The Speaker of the House, when determining whether
or not certain words or phrases are unparliamentary,
must consider such matters as the manner, the tone,
intention of the person speaking and, in some cases,
the degree of provocation.

As | have said before, this is a political forum in which
all Honourable Members hold strong and often
opposing views. In the heat of the moment, provocative
and perhaps discourteous, but not necessarily
unparliamentary, words may be used. | believe that this
is unavoidable; it is part of our political environment.

Once again, may | suggest to all Honourable Members
that the use of care in the choice of our words will
make it easier for all of us to get on with the task before
us.

In conclusion, | am of the opinion that the words
spoken by the Honourable Minister of Health (Mr.
Orchard) did not impute unworthy motives and,
therefore, were not unparliamentary.

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please.
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ORDERS OF THE DAY
HOUSE BUSINESS

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader):
| believe, if you were to canvass Honourable Members,
you would find that there would be leave to allow the
Estimates of the Department of Labour to be brought
before the Committee of the Whole today in Room 255.

In addition, Mr. Speaker, | think if you were to canvass
the House, you would find that there would be leave
to move to the Department of Attorney-General on the
completion of the Estimates of the Department of
Culture, Heritage and Recreation today.

Mr. Speaker: Is there leave to have the Department
of Labour—

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): Mr. Speaker, just for
clarification, the next on the list was Municipal Affairs.
| just want to ask the House Leaders whether they have
agreed with that, before we agree to it here.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Government House
Leader on House Business.

Mr. McCrae: | apologize to the House. | should have
mentioned that the proposals | make are the result of
discussions with the House Leaders. These matters have
been discussed among House Leaders.

Mr. Plohman: When are we doing it, next?
Mr. Speaker: Is there leave then? (Agreed)

Mr. McCrae: Mr. Speaker, | move, seconded by the
Honourable Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey),
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair and the House
resolve itself into a Committee to consider of the Supply
to be granted to Her Majesty.

MOTION presented and carried and the House
resolved itself into a Committee to consider of the
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty with the
Honourable Member for Minnedosa (Mr. Gilleshammer)
in the Chair for the Department of Labour; and the
Honourable Member for Seven Oaks (Mr. Minenko) in
the Chair for the Department of Culture, Heritage and
Recreation, and the Department of the Attorney-
General.

* (1430)

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY
SUPPLY—LABOUR

Mr. Chairman, Harold Gilleshammer: The committee
will come to order. This section of the Committee of
Supply will be dealing with the Estimates of the
Department of Labour. We will begin with a statement
from the Honourable Minister responsible.

Hon. Edward Connery (Minister of Labour): Thank
you, Mr. Chairman and fellow Members of the
Legislature.

| am pleased to present for review the spending
Estimates of the Department of Labour for the 1988-
89 fiscal year. It is a relatively small department but
Manitoba Labour provides a wide range of programs
and services. It administers a large number of statutes
on behalf of the province. Through its various programs,
the department is dedicated to enhancing labour
relations, ensuring fairness in the workplace, protecting
public safety and promoting trades training for
Manitobans.

This department recovers a proportion of its annual
expenditures through various revenue sources. This
year, the department expects to recover about 35
percent of its total budget; $1.6 million of this revenue
is generated through fees, permits and licences while
another $1.8 million is recovered from the Fires
Prevention Fund.

For 1988-89, the total budget request for the
Department of Labour is $9.97 million. This represents
an increase of only 0.2 percent over the previous year.
If you review the figures you will see that most of that
increase is directly related to salary adjustments. This
includes the increases that were negotiated for
employees under the collective agreement. It also
includes pay equity adjustments and merit increments
for employees.

Otherwise, there have been few changes in the
department’s budget for the previous year. At this point,
at this time, reducing the provincial deficit is a critical
priority for the Government. It is essential if we are to
ensure continued economic stability for our province.
The task of reducing expenditures while maintaining
quality services is a challenging one.

Each department is doing its part, including the
Department of Labour. For 1988-89 the department
has reduced staff by 10.26 positions. This represents
a 4.5 percent reduction in the staff over the previous
year. The details of these reductions are outlined in
the Supplementary Information recently distributed to
all Members of the Legislature.

In the effort to reduce expenditures, we had to take
a look at grants provided to agencies outside
Government. We recognize the work done by the
Manitoba Labour Education Centre but as | announced
in July, we are unable to continue with the grant for
that organization. There are a number of items that
will receive our attention over this fiscal year.

My staff will be reviewing a number of pieces of
legislation to determine whether they meet current
needs. An amendment to The Fire Prevention Act has
been presented to the Legislature that will enable the
Manitoba Fire College to collect tuition fees for training
provided to individuals from outside Manitoba.

Legislation has been presented which would see the
final offer selection process repealed. Many of the
current statutes are out of date and could benefit from
revision. For example, right now we have a myriad of
Acts and regulations related to employment standards.

This includes The Employment Standards Act, The
Payment of Wages Act, The Vacation with Pay Act, and
The Construction Industry Wages Act, as well as four
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separate sets of regulations dealing with general
minimum wages and minimum wages in the construction
industry.

It is a cumbersome system that poses difficulties for
both the employers and employees. We will be working
to consolidate these into one Act that will be easier
for people to understand and easier to administer. We
will consult with interested parties and solicit their
opinions on proposals for change.

* (1440)

| am proud of the services offered by the staff of
the Department of Labour. Over this next year, we will
be looking at ways to strengthen administration within
the department to ensure that programs are as effective
and efficient as they can be. We want to ensure that
- resources are used only in a way that creates maximum
benefit for Manitobans. In closing, let me say that | am
pleased that Manitoba continues to enjoy a good labour
relations climate with few work stoppages. Manitoba
also enjoys low unemployment, well below—well, not
well below now, about even with the national rate at
this point. Our Government will be working to enhance
the Labour Relations climate and to create
unemployment opportunities for Manitobans. Thank
you.

Mr. Chairman: Thank you, Mr. Minister. We will now
have the customary reply by the critic of the Official
Opposition (Mr. Patterson).

Mr. Allan Patterson (Radisson): Thank you, Mr.
Chairperson. | do not have any lengthy reply. | think
in the interest of moving things along there has been
a great deal of time taken already on the early
Estimates.

| would just like to say it is a pleasure for me to be
here. | know several of the people in the Department.
For many years the Chairman of the Labour Board,
Mr. Korpesho, and the retired director of the Conciliation
Services, Mr. Pound, and Mr. Irving, the Assistant
Deputy Minister of the Civil Service Commission, came
up to the University to address my classes in Labour
Relations, and | have a great deal of respect for the
department, the work it does and the individuals in it;
and | would hope that—well, in view of what the Minister
has just stated, | think it is a productive thing to
consolidate many .of the Acts that now exist, and we
look forward to seeing that come along in due course.

So | think with that | will just conclude my remarks
and let the critic of the other Opposition Party carry
on, and then get on with the work.

Mr. Chairman: Thank you. We will now hear from the
critic of the Second Opposition Party (Mr. Ashton).

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): Thank you, Mr.
Chairperson. In listening to the Minister's comments
today, | really feel his words ring hollow and. wide of
the agenda of the last six months of this Government.
It is a right-wing agenda; it is anti-labour; it is anti-
working people; and they are clear evidence just six
months into this Government’s term of just how anti-
labour and anti-worker this Government is.

During these Estimates, | am going to highlight exactly
what this Government has done. | am going to talk
about the changes the labour legislation is proposing
which would follow the agenda big business in regards
to the final offer selection. | am going to talk about
the Labour Education Centre. The Minister in his
statement said, there is not enough money for the
Labour Education Centre, Yet, this Government has
found $24 million for business through the payroll tax,
and a total of about $40 million for business tax cuts.
So the Minister’s words ring hollow in regard to that
area.

We are going to talk about the unemployed help
centres, both under the Labour Estimates and under
Employment Services because we are concerned. As
the Minister acknowledged in his own statement we
have an increasing rate of unemployment. We are no
longer well below the national average, and yet this
Minister has not said one word about the cuts that his
Government has made in regards to the Unemployed
Help Centres.

We are concerned about what the true agenda is
going to be in regards to Workers Compensation, given
some of the statements that this Minister has already
been making. And | am concerned personally, that what
we are headed for in Manitoba is a B.C.-style labour
relations climate. | think we are seeing the same sort
of right-wing moves that we have seen year after year
in B.C., and it concerns me greatly because the history
in Manitoba in regards to labour relations has been,
that when the Conservatives were in office, the labour
relations climate does become far more unsettled. There
is a far higher strike rate, a far greater confrontation
between labour and management.

| note with interest the last time the Conservatives
were in Government—and | was doing some quick
calculations today looking at the strike rate—that the
average from the period that they were in office
previously was .15 percent, whereas under the New
Democratic Party it was .03 percent. It was four to five
times higher than the rate under the New Democratic
Party, and there are reasons for that, because when
the New Democratic Party was in Government
previously, it moved ahead with labour relations
legislation in this province, including, yes, with final
offer selection, with first contract legislation, and | would
note that it is only the fact that it has been proved that
it does not violate the Charter of Rights that has
prevented this Government from cancelling that
legislation as well, because it had criticized that a
number of years ago. So we have already seen
historically, when the Conservatives have been in power,
there is unsettling of the labour relations climate in this
province. )

| think there is every indication of that. What more
can be a clear evidence of that with their move in
regards to final offer selection, which provides an
alternative to strikes. The fact that this Government
has moved ahead to unilaterally cancel that legislation
without any consultation whatsoever with labour
organizations, without consultation with the Labour
Management Review Committee which it promised
previously. No consultation whatsoever indicates, | think,
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what we are going to see, not just in these six months
but the upcoming period of time, that is that this
Government has a right-wing agenda which is anti-
labour and anti-worker.

I will also be outlining not just our criticisms of this
Government during the Estimates but our position in
the New Democratic Party. That we need improvements
for working people in this province. We need
improvements for example in the areas that we have
to look at in dealing with some of the negative
implications of free trade. Now that we are going to
have free trade, we have to deal with a very clear and
evident fact that plantsare going to close, and we need
improved plant closure legislation. We need funding
for employees affected by plant closures, to attempt
to keep the plants going and to attempt to adjust to
other jobs and training opportunities, funding which
incidentally this Government has been refusing to
provide to employees affected by plant closures up to
the current point in time. Let us make it clear that there
will be negative impacts from free trade. There will be
plants that will be closed down. Everybody, every
economist, every party agrees on that fact. We have
to address that here in Manitoba.

We also have to deal, | think, with the changing
workplace. We have to be bringing in legislation that
recognizes the role both of parents, in general, and
particularly women in the workplace. | think we have
to be looking at improved employment standards
legislation in that regard in particular. Of course, we
have to be looking at pay equity. | am going to be
raising some very serious concerns about what this
Government is doing in pay equity, comparing what
was budgeted in the Estimates by the New Democratic
Party Government just this year in comparing what the
Conservatives budgeted for pay equity, because there
has been a major cutback from what we had introduced
in our Estimates prior to the election in April.

So | think the bottom line has been, Mr. Chairperson,
unfortunately in Manitoba over the last six months, we
have seen a very right-wing agenda. | would say more
right wing than even under the Sterling Lyon years.
Because then there was an attempt under labour
relations—

An Honourable Member: They were not right wing.

Mr. Ashton: They were right wing on a lot of issues.
But at least in labour legislation, there was not an
attempt to roll back the clock to the extent there is
today. | think that this Government is as right wing in
its intentions as B.C. If there is any check on it, it is
the fact that it is in a minority position. | can say that
the New Democratic Party throughout these Estimates
and in the Legislature on debate on final offer selection
and in Question Period in relation to the labour
education centre, the Unemployed Help Centre, Workers
Compensation is going to be fighting that right-wing
agenda because we do not want to end up like B.C.
We do not want the disruptive poisonous atmosphere
that we have seen in B.C. because of their right-wing
pro-business bias. As | said, it is the same bias we are
seeing here in Manitoba. Throughout these Estimates
we are going to be pointing it out time after time.

Mr. Chairman: | would remind Members of the
committee that debate of the Minister’s Salary is
deferred until all other items in the Estimates of this
department are passed. At this time we would invite
the Minister’s staff to take their places at the table by
the Minister.

Mr. Connery: Mr. Chairman, while staff are coming
into place, let us remind the Member of the New
Democratic Party that we inherited the problems with
unemployment and the high number of unemployed.
As he well knows, since Sterling Lyon’s days, there was
a maximum of 21,000 unemployed. When we took office
there were over 40,000 unemployed in Manitoba. So
let us not fool ourselves that the situation with the
numbers, the percentage of unemployed and the
numbers of unemployed were done through the
mismanagement of the previous Government.

* (1450)

The Member says that final offer selection prevented
strikes. Mr. Chairman, of the 30 applications for final
offer, all of them were in strike position. That is why
they asked for final offer. They were in a strike position.
| believe that had final offer selection not being there,
a lot of the strikes might have been settled in 10, 15,
20, 30 days knowing that there was nothing down the
road to help them out or to bail them out. So | think
that what final offer selection has done was extended
the life of many strikes. As we saw, the one in eastern
Manitoba at Thiessen’s where it got to be a very, very
ugly strike and very detrimental to a one-industry town.
Maybe that strike, had there not been final offer
available, might have been terminated much quicker.

Mr. Chairman, he says improvements are necessary
in labour relations. Yes, we need to have some
improvements in labour relations. He talks about the
plant closures. There has been no change in legislation
outside of FOS to say that there are increased plant
closures because of what we have done. We have, up
to this point, been working with the legislation that was
put in by the previous Government.

He talks about pay equity and the fact that they were
going to go ahead with pay equity. | think the decision
that we made, in consultation with the director of pay
equity, was to put it on hold till we had an opportunity
to study what had taken place. As we see now, there
are some glitches, there are some problems that we
have to resolve before moving forward. This is what
we are doing, by consulting with the various groups
to see what the problems they might see to in fact tell
them what pay equity is, to see what kind of
administrative time it takes and what really are the
costs. In some cases, the cost is very low, as at Workers
Compensation, 1.7 percent over four years.

| can tell you that this Government is not run by some
unions. Itis a Government that is working for all people
in Manitoba, whether they be unionized workers, non-
unionized workers, where the bottom line for this
Government is people. | was astounded after taking
office and meeting with various groups, that the previous
Government did not even give equal attention and
notice to all unions. In fact, | do not even know if
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CAIMAW even entered this building during the time of
the previous Government. So when they talk about their
relationship with workers, it was a very selected group.

So, Mr. Chairman, the intent of our Government is
to have a labour relations climate that is conducive to
business, and that will ensure that we are going to have
jobs for as many of the people in Manitoba as is
possible. So we are going to work very hard to make
sure - that we have a labour relations climate that
encourages business. At the same time, we are going
to improve our Labour Code to ensure that the workers
get their fair share, that they are protected. There are
many ways that right now the previous Government
did nothing about, but we are looking at in areas of
the—when companies go bankrupt that the first
opportunity for that money, of course, goes to the
secured creditors which are big business. The
employees are left out without an opportunity to get
their money because usually there is none left.

These are the kinds of concerns that we, as a
Government, have for what they would call the ordinary
citizen, the ordinary Manitoban. We are concerned
about the workers, Mr. Chairman. Business is important,
unions are important, but the bottom line are the
workers of Manitoba.

Mr. Chairman: We will proceed to No. 1. Administration
and Finance—a point of order, state your point, please.

Mr. Ashton: | understand the normal procedure is that
there is a ministerial opening statement and then
responses from the Opposition. Since the Minister has
made a second statement, | am wondering if the
Oppositioncritics will be permitted a similar opportunity
to respond to some of the inaccuracies that were put
on the record by the Minister.

Mr. Chairman: The Member does not have a point of
order. The items will come up under the various
categories and we will proceed at this time to
Administration and Finance.

Mr. Ashton: Mr. Chairman, on another point of order,
could you indicate whether it is in order for Ministers
to make rebuttals and not give the Opposition critics
the chance for a similar opportunity. | believe that the
normal procedure is to give fairly even and -equal
opportunity for each critic and the Minister, to put their
positions on the record. | feel that the last statement
by the Minister goes far beyond the normal procedure
and that a similar opportunity should be given-to the
other Members of the committee..| am sure there will
be leave of the Members of the.committee to do so.
| do not see why the Opposition critic and myself should
not have the same oppo_rtunjty as the Minister.

Mr. Chairman: The Opposition critic has indicated the
will to proceed with the Estimates in an orderly fashion
given we are going to be short of time. What is the
will of the committee? Shall we proceed? (Agreed)

1. Administration and Finance (b) Executive Support:
(1) Salaries $342,900—the Member for Radisson.

Mr. Patterson: Excuse me, this is my first whirl at this
so | am not used to flipping back and forth the
appropriate pages. Where are we?

Mr. Chairman: Itém 1.(b)—pass; 1.(b)(2) Other
Expenditures $94,100—pass.

1.(c) Research and Planning: (1) Salaries

$388,300.00.

Mr. Patterson: | note the reduction of one staff year.
Planning -and Research analyst—says general cost
control measure. | fully realize the objectives of the
Minister. There are laudable ones who try to provide
the services to the citizens of Manitoba and in this case
to the workforce in Manitoba in an efficient cost effective
manner.

| am just wondering, the Planning and Research
analyst here—the Research and Planning section of
the department is a very important one. | note over
the last relatively few years, they have been making
some excellent efforts to provide more publications to
interested parties generally, things like the labour
relations information bulletin and others that are
mentioned here. It has been my observation, as an
academic in the field, that Manitoba has been very,
you might say, niggardly in its publications from the
Department of Labour in comparison with other
provinces in Canada, Ontario for instance. | know we
cannot, of course, put ourselves in quite the same
league as the larger provinces like that. Nevertheless,
| think the Research Branch of the department is a
vital and important one and provides needed services.
| am just wondering just what effect this reduction of
professional and technical individual will have?

Mr. Connery: It was a reduction of one staff year, but
it was a vacant position that had been there so that
there is not really not a reduction in service. It was
just reduction or elimination of a vacant position. It
was not the elimination of a person.

Mr. Patterson: Had it been vacant for quite some
time—a year or two or three?

Mr. Connery: Since March.

Mr. Patterson: Given that the vacancy is a recent one,
what effect will this have on the services provided by
the division? '

Mr. Connery: There has been no reduction in
publications or whatever coming out. There has been
no reduction in services.

Mr. Patterson: Well, there has been no reduction in
services. In- my previous incarnation as a university
professor, | would have looked for some increase in
these types of services, which-| think the department
had been trying to provide -over the last few years.

* (1500)

Mr. Connery:. No, every department would love to have
an additional 20 percent, 30 percent staff increase and
| think that is normal. Everybody would like to do more,
but all we have to do is ensure that we are delivering
the services that we are- mandated to do and | feel
that we are doing a fairly good job at that. )
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Mr. Ashton: Yes, | would like to ask a number of
questions in regard to Research and Planning. | would
like to first of all talk about final offer selection because
the Minister made a number of statements which in
my mind are quite bizarre, given the circumstances,
suggesting that final offer selection had caused strikes,
which is absolutely ridiculous if you talk to anybody
who has been involved with final offer selection, the
30 cases that have been there thus far.

| would like to ask the Minister what research was
done by his department into the experience with final
offer selection, first of all; second of all, whether he is
willing to provide Members of this committee with that
analysis, because obviously he must, | assume, have
looked into the experience in these several months that
final offer selection has been in place before introducing
the Bill to repeal, or at least | would hope he would
have done. Once again, what kind of research has he
done on final offer selection?

Mr. Connery: The report of the number of applications
for final offer was developed but we looked back and,
as you know, it was a campaign election promise to
remove final offer selection, as was brought out in
debate yesterday by the Member for Lakeside (Mr.
Enns). We watched with interest last year in the debate
on final offer selection.

| personally attended the committee where the
discussion on final offer selection was and | think there
was a lot of material there. We revisited that material
to get the views of individuals. There has been quite
a bit of consulting with us from various sectors on final
offer, that it was detrimental to labour relations, and
so we feel that by removing final offer selection | think
that in the long haul it will improve labour relations in
Manitoba, because there were strikes and that is what
final offer is about.

When you have some way, or means maybe, to resolve
or extricate yourself from a bad situation you can
prolong the strike till you get to that window of
opportunity which is between 60 and 70 days after a
strike has commenced.

Mr. Ashton: | was asking if there had been any analysis
and what | hear from the Minister is that there were
statements made at committee and what not. We have
had final offer selection in place for a number of months
now. There have been 30 cases where final offer
selection has been applied for. In most cases there has
been a resolution, dispute without going to the final
stage of final offer selection, something incidentally
which we said would happen when we introduced the
Bill.

My question was not whether the Minister was at the
committee last year when various statements were
made, but what has happened subsequent to that? Has
the Minister had his department do analysis in terms
of what the experience has been, has he or his
department talked to people who experienced the final
offer selection to determine what the experience has
been?

| know the Minister says it was a campaign promise
but we see this Government breaking campaign
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promises every day. If the Minister would permit me,
| would suggest this would be a good candidate,
because the evidence on final offer selection is that it
is doing exactly what it said it would do, and that is
help prevent strikes. In fact, in the case where strikes
have taken place and final offer selection has been
applied for, | think the experience has been clear, not
as the Minister suggests that it has extended strikes.
It has provided a way out of strikes. | think if he would
have talked to people involved in the strikes he would
have found that. My question once again is not what
happened last year but what research has been done
by him or his department?

Mr. Connery: Yes, | would just like to put on the record
that, should | respond in like way to the Member for
Thompson (Mr. Ashton), the Labour Estimates could
degrade into a mudslinging debate, and | refuse to d
that. -

| will talk civilly in my answers and ignore some of
the caustic comments from the Member. When you
look at the results of the 30 cases, that of the 30 cases
of final offer selection, you see that only two have been
resolved by a selector. If | remember my count that |
did | think 11 of them after they had asked for final
offer selection, were settled by the two groups. They
got back together. | think why did they not do that
before? Why did they have to ask for a selector and
go through that process and then sit down, because
the selector is not a mediator? The selector is to look
at the offers put forth by both sides and to make a
decision on which to select.

To me, if a final offer selection was working or if
people wanted that, why did they go to final offer
selection 60 days after a strike started and then to
resolve it between themselves anyway, where they
should have done that in the initial process. That is
the whole idea of labour negotiations where both sides
sit down and give and take. It is a give-and-take process,
where in final offer one wins and one loses. In a case
like that, you see negative labour relations because
one side is naturally mad because theirs was not chosen
and that does not add to good labour relations.

Mr. Ashton: | take by the answer that the Minister has
not had his department do any research, talked to
people involved with that. | mean his comments show
that he does not understand final offer selection, does
not understand the idea behind it, and does not
understand the experience. | am not expecting him to
have come in supporting final offer selection. | asked
however what kind of research his department had done
and the answer obviously is that the department has
not talked to people involved.

The main reason | think is probably given by his
statement that it was a campaign promise and we all
know who that was oriented to. It was towards the big
businesses of this province, the Chambers of Commerce
who are opposed to final offer selection, which is their
perfect right. But let the Minister not suggest that we
have had research into this and it is based on that. It
was a preconceived agenda, it is part of their agenda,
the right-wing agenda | referred to previously.

If the Minister is indicating there has been no research
in that area | would like to ask in terms of another
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area, another important area for Manitobans, and that
isinregard to free trade. Since the election on Monday,
it is apparent that we are going to have free trade in
this country. | would like to ask the Minister what
research his department has done into what negative
impacts that will have in Manitoba? Because virtually
every economist has agreed, every political party has
agreed that there will be layoffs, there will be industries
that will suffer as a result of free trade. | would like to
ask the Minister what research he has asked his
department to do and what the research shows for the
impacts of free trade on Manitoba?

Mr. Connery: The Department of Industry, Trade and
Technology (sic) will be getting information from the
various departments to see what negative affects there
will be. | think in any negotiations and trade deal as
the one we see will come into place now nationally,
and | am very pleased that it will, there will be some
negative impacts. There always is. Our department is
concerned that we be ready in worker adjustment but
we have worker adjustment going on right now. We
have a department and some people that work with
plant closures or layoffs where they work with the federal
Government to try to attain jobs for these people in
other industries. With the creation of way more jobs
than what will be lost through the negative side of it,
we feel that with some retraining and some assistance
these people will move into jobs and, in many cases,
into better jobs.

So | do not think there is a negative—well, there is
no negative affect that | can see overall to the free
trade deal. It is a like a balance sheet. You have the
assets; you have the liabilities. If the retained earnings
are good at the bottom line then you have a good deal.
To me, free trade with the winners and the losers, you
put it all together and | think we have a deal that is
going to be very healthy for Manitoba and for Canada.
| think as far as free trade goes Manitoba and
Saskatchewan are probably the two provinces that will
benefit most from free trade. Manitoba is a land locked
province.

We have the Port of Churchill, but we cannot ship
goods and services out of Churchill as the Member
knows. To the south we have a population of some 3.5
million or 5 million within a very short distance, closer
than we can ship to Alberta. As the Member for
Thompson (Mr., Ashton) well knows by the time we ship
products to a coast port, we are not competitive with
those provinces that are already on:water. |'know very
well because in our industry, the vegetable industry, a
lot of onions are sold into the Caribbean islands but
Manitoba can never be competitive with Quebec and
Ontario because the time we shipped them to those
ports, the cost is so high that we are not in the ball
park. ’
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The main thrust for Manitoba has to be to the South
to give us that advantage. But there also is, because
of our quality and as the McCains plant is in Portage,
because of the high quality of the market, we are able
to ship into the Pacific Rim. But to be able to do those
kind of far away markets, we have to have something

very special. In Manitoba’'s case, there are
circumstances and industries that are very special and
are able to do that.

Mr. Ashton: | think the Minister missed the point of
my question. | can debate free trade with the Minister.
| will be glad to at any time.

What | am talking about, however, are the people
who will be negatively effected. He can talk about
balance sheets all he wants. There will be people that
will lose their jobs because of the Free Trade Agreement.
That is something that has been documented. Even
the federal Government, which has pushed free trade
on Canadians, has said itself, and there have been
estimates of as high as several hundred thousand
Canadians who will out of a job in areas such as the
textile industry which we have in Manitoba with
significant employment, the furniture industry, other
sectors of the economy. My question is, what research,
if any, and what information has that research provided
in regard to how many jobs will be lost in Manitoba?
How many people will be laid off if the Minister wants
to put it in that sense so he does not get into the
balance sheet discussion? How many people will lose
their jobs because of free trade?

Mr. Connery: As | pointed out to the Member that
Industry, Trade and Technology is doing the impact study
as to what implications. That is their realm. They are
in the business side. They will be examining what
industries will be negatively impacted, also working with
the majority of industries who will be positively impacted
and create those extra jobs that all Manitobans need.
Our job is, when there is a negative impact, to be
prepared to work with those employees to ma