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THE STANDING COMMITTEE ON PRIVIlEGES AND ElECTIONS 

Tuesday, February 13, 1 990 

TIME - 10 a.m. 

lOCATION - Winnipeg, Manitoba 

CHAIRMAN - Mr. Parker Burrell (Swan River) 

ATTENDANCE - 11 - QUORUM - 6 

Members of the Committee present: 

H o n .  M r. Dr iedger  ( Emerson) ,  H o n .  M rs .  
Hammond,  Hon.  M r. McCrae 

M essrs. Burrel l ,  Carr, Evans (Fort G arry), 
Evans (Brandon East), H arapiak, M inenko, 
Prazni k ,  M rs. Yeo 

APPEARING: 

M r. Steve Ashton (Thompson) 

M r. Jay Cowan (Churchi l l )  

Mr. Nei l  Gaudry (St. Boniface) 

MATTERS UNDER DISCUSSION: 

Privi leges and Elections 

Clerk of Committees (Ms. Patricia Chaychuk
Fitzpatrick): Committee, p lease come to order. We 
have a quorum. As the f irst order of business, we must 
p r oceed to  elect a C h a i rperson for t h e  S t a n d ing 
Committee on Pr ivi leges and Elections.  Are there any 
nominations? M r. Laurie Evans.  

Mr. Laurie Evans (Fort Garry): Yes,  I would l ike to 
nominate the H onourable M i nister of H ighways and 
Transportat ion (Mr. A lbert Driedger). 

Madam Clerk: Are t here any further nominations for 
the posit ion? Any further nominations? M r. Praznik. 

Mr. Darren Praznik (lac du Bonnet): Yes ,  I nominate 
Mr. Burrel ! .  

* (1005) 

Madam· Clerk: M r. B u rre l l .  A r e  t he r e  any other  
nominat ions? Al l  those i n  favour of M r. Driedger as 
Chairperson,  please say aye; those opposed, n ay. 

Al l  t hose i n  favour  of M r. Burrel l ,  p lease say aye; 
those opposed , by nay. 

I declare that M r. Burrel l is the Chairperson. 

There has been a request for a counted vote. Al l  
those i n  favou r  of M r. Albert Driedger as Chairperson, 
p lease raise their  hand . One, two, t hree, tou r  in favour. 
Those opposed? All  those in favou r  of M r. Bur rel l as 

1 

Chairperson , p lease raise your hand. I can remind you 
that only committee Members are al lowed to vote. One, 
two, three, four, five in  favou r. I declare that M r. Burrel l  
h as been elected Chairperson.  M r. Burrell, w i l l  you 
p lease take the Chair. 

Mr. Chairman: That was close. 

An Honourable Member: Not exactly an overwhelming 
vote of confidence. 

Mr. Chairman: No, if  I had not voted for myself, I would 
not have made i t .  

F irst of al l ,  has everyone received a copy of the 
Background Paper on Privi leges and Elections? Okay, 
I have a brief statement I would l i ke to m ake to the 
committee about its responsib i l i t ies concern ing the 
alleged matter of contempt and outl ining the procedures 
the committee may wish to adopt 

M r. Speaker ru led on January 10 that a prima facie 
case of contempt had been establ ished concerning the 
actions of the Honourable Member for M i nnedosa ( M r. 
G i l leshammer) and the Honourable M i nister of Finance 
( M r. Manness) at the M ay 1 meet ing of the Standing 
Committee on Economic Development. This matter was 
referred to th is  committee on January 11 when the 
House adopted the following motion: 

THAT the al leged matter of contempt reported 
to t h i s  H ou se on O c t o b e r  4, 19 8 9 ,  by t h e  
Stand ing Committee on Economic Development 
be referred t o  the Stan d i n g  C o m m i ttee on 
Privi leges and Elections for considerat ion and 
report. 

Therefore, the Members of this committee must 
examine the prima facie case of contempt which has 
been referred to i t  and determ i ne whether contempt 
was in  fact committed. Then the committee must report 
its f ind ings to the Assembly and may recommend what 
act ion,  if any, should be taken. Although th is  committee 
wi l l  be conducting an exami n at ion of an al leged matter 
of contempt its powers and authority will be the same 
as those of other standing committees of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

I suggest to the committee that at th is meet ing i t  
should be decided how to proceed with th is  matter. 
The fol lowin g  i tems shou ld  be cons idered:  which 
decisions wil l  be made by motion; what witnesses should 
be i nvited to appear before the committee; in what 
sequence wi l l  witnesses be heard; whether witnesses 
wi l l  be heard under oath; what papers or i nformat ion 
may the committee wish to consider as evidence; 
whether portions of the committee's meet ings should 
be conducted in  camera. Committee meetings are open 
to the p ress and to the p ubl ic  u nless the committee 
decides otherwise. 

Once the committee completes its examination of 
the alleged matter of contempt a report must be made 
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to the House. This report shou ld  be in the same style 
and format as regular committee reports and contain 
the fol lowing informat ion:  the motion of referral ;  the 
d ates of committee meet ings;  witnesses heard; the 
committee's decision respecting  the a l leged m atter of 
contempt; any recommendations that the committee 
m ay wish to make to the H ouse. 

On Fr iday M r. Speaker distr i buted to  H ouse Leaders 
an expl anatory background paper prepared for the 
committee by the Office of the Clerk. I f  any Members 
of the committee do not have one, I bel ieve we have 
some extra copies here. 

In conclusion, I th ink  I should remind  a l l  Members 
that as Beauchesne states, a genuine q uestion of 
pr ivi lege is a most serious matter and should be taken 
seriously. I know that Members have strong views about 
this particu lar matter and that not all Members share 
the same view. Therefore, I th ink  that the committee's 
work wi l l  f low more smooth ly  if a l l  Members choose 
their  words careful ly and try to avoi d  provocative ones 
that can so easi ly lead to d isorder. 

What is recommended here, and we wi l l  be looking 
for the wi l l  of the committee, would you l ike to lay out 
the format for the committee at th is  meet ing ,  o r  what 
is  the will of the committee? 

* ( 1 0 1 0) 

Mr. laurie Evans: M r. Chairperson ,  I th ink  the words 
that you have spoken cover m ost of the crit ical issues 
here, but I do th ink  that th is  is an extremely serious 
matter. Certainly my colleagues regard i t  as such, but 
I th ink it is  also i mportant that it  be handled as 
expedit iously as is  feasible.  I would hope that before 
we get into the detai ls as to whether we will or  not call 
witnesses and so on that we look at a schedu le .  

I wou ld  propose, M r. Chairman , that we consider 
meet ing at this t ime weekly unti l  this issue is  concluded 
rather than have a situation where we do not know 
when the next meet ing wi l l  be cal led , therefore, not i n  
a pos i t i o n  t o  rea l l y  prov id e  d i rect i o n  t o  potent ia l  
witnesses and so on .  

Hon . James McCrae (Government House leader): 
M r. Chairman, I suggest that Honourable Mem bers, 
those who are here, Members of the committee, who 
wish to make some comments about this matter do 
so and we get that over with .  You could cal l  i t  opening 
comments if you l ike. As to whether the committee 
meets weekly or not maybe could be left unt i l  those 
opening comments, and we coul d  see where we go as 
a result of those opening comments. Is that agreed? 

Mr. laurie Evans: Wel l ,  I have n o  problem with that. 

Mr. Chairman: Excuse me, M r. Evans-so we can 
recognize you for Hansard . 

Mr. laurie Evans: I h ave n o  p r o b l e m  w i t h  t h e  
Honourable M in ister's suggestion provided that th is i s  
not left unresolved when w e  adjourn,  if  i n  fact we 
adjourn before completion of del iberations today. I th ink 
it is i mportant that we know the t ime schedule.  
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I would only add to that then if we are going to look 
at brief opening statements, and mine wi l l  certa in ly be 
brief. 

I t h ink  that we have before us  in  your statement, and 
t h at f rom t h e  S pe a k e r ' s  r u l i n g ,  a very c le ar 
understand ing of what our  responsib i l ity is i n  th is 
meet ing .  F irst of a l l  it is  to look at the al leged contempt 
and to make that decision as to whether in fact t here 
was contempt or not. 

i t  i s  my view and I feel the view of my col leagues 
that the Hansards that we have, which relate to the 
committee meet ings that were held on M ay 1 and 2, 
are really the record of what occurred. We have had 
the Hansards of the lengthy d ebate that took p lace 
when th is  was before the H ouse, and i t  would be our 
v iew that i n  terms of what we might refer to as natural 
justice that the two Members who have been a l leged 
as b e i n g  in c o n t e m p t  of  t h e  c o m m it tee h a d  t h e  
o p p o r t u n i ty  t o  m a k e  state m e n t s  a n d  t o  a n swer 
q uest ions before th is  committee if t hey so wish.  

it would be my view that should be a voluntary type 
of situat ion,  and t hey should be g iven the option as to 
whether they want to appear before the committee or 
not.  I f  they decide that they do  not wish to, then I would 
q uestion the necessity of br inging i n  other witnesses 
u n less the d iscussion with in  the committee itself leads 
to  the feel ing t hat there is a necessity for addit ional  
witnesses. I would l ike to see it left with the idea that 
t hose two Mem bers who have been named be the ones 
w h o  h ave t h e  o p p o r t u n i ty  to c o m e  before t h e  
committee, that be voluntary, a n d  w e  decide after their  
decis ion is  made as to  whether further witnesses are 
requ i red . 

Hon . Albert Driedger (Minister of Highway s and 
Transportation): M r. Chairman, I certainly do not want 
to belittle the activities that took place on that particular 
n ight.  M aybe for the benefit of Members I could maybe 
just do  a l itt le bit of a runback in h istory. 

I h ad t h e  p r i v i l ege  of b e i n g  C h a i r m a n  of t h e  
Committee o f  Supply from '77 to ' 8 1  i n  that period, a n d  
I t h i n k  a t  that t i m e  our Ru les were a l itt le d i fferent .  We 
would  sit sometimes unt i l  three o'clock, 3 :30 at n ight,  
trying to force issues through at that t ime. 

The circumstances were d i fferent at that t ime.  1 1  was 
always a majority Government. I th ink  the fact that we 
have a minority Government changes the circumstances 
somewhat to a degree. I would anticipate that had there 
been a majority Government in p lace on the n ight i n  
q uestion that possibly committee wou i d  have adjourned 
at ten o'clock .  Those are the th ings that change 
circumstances. 

* ( 1 0 1 5) 

H owever, i n  t h e  past  t h ere h ave been  u n iq u e  
situations developing with in th is Legislature. I can recal l  
when we had a committee that was cal led for ten o'clock 
and it was-we were Government at the t ime, the 
Opposit ion was a i i tt le tardy i n  showing u p  and five 
minutes later we had passed the whole report . i t  created 
a lot of concern and felt it had not been handled 
properly. Upon reconsideration  of course the committee 
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at a l ater time reconvened, but these th ings develop 
sometimes where if you want to p lay by strict rules you 
can embarrass, from t ime to t i me, one Party or  the 
other. 

I t h i n k  that reference was made by M r. Evans about 
cal l i n g  in  witnesses and having t hese two Members 
that we wanted to -( interject ion)- I am not ready yet . 

I just wanted to raise this, that from t ime to t ime we 
have had some pretty emotional th ings happening. I 
can recal l  walk ing out of the House.  We had a b it  of 
a push ing match between the two Parties. Emotions 
sometimes run a l itt le high based on th is  su bject. What 
I basically am trying to suggest is that decisions from 
my experience with that h ave not necessari ly been the 
most product ive. Usual ly by that t ime it is a matter of 
one pol itical Party chal lenging the other to some degree 
to see who can out last the situation. I do not know 
whether  t h at is necessar i l y  very benef ic ia l  to t h e  
Mem bers i nvolved as wel l  a s  to t h e  pub l ic  a t  large. 

I j ust want to ind icate that I th ink  the situation is 
� serious, that possi bly we should m aybe estab l ish some 
' ru les for the future. H owever, the situat ion probably 

could not come forward again for many years depending 
o n  whether we have another m inority G overnment. 
When you have a majority Government, i nvariably they 
sort of ru le the day. This is what sort of created some 
situations, that even at the p resent t ime in  the House 
we are not maybe moving as fast as we would if we 
had a majority Government. Possib ly it  would have put 
in S peed-up already and things would be escalat ing,  
but  those are the R ules that we operate u n der. I th ink 
we h ave to accept that .  

In deal ing with th is  particular issue here, ! do  not 
k now whether it woul d  be necessary to cal l  forward 
the witnesses. We had two d ays of debate on it .  I th ink  
the Members involved expressed regret of the act ions 
that they had undertaken .  To what extent  we want to 
take and pursue this, get a l i tt le concerned when the 
M em ber indicates that we should be establ ishing a t ime 
every week at the same t ime unt i l  we have this resolved . 
I t h i n k  it cou l d  p r o b a b l y  b e  d o n e  m u c h  m ore 
exped i t i o u s ly  d e p e n d i n g  on t h e  att i t u d e  of t he 
committee. 

Basical ly, M r. Chairman, I j ust wanted to  put t hose 
remarks on the record seeing that circumstances in  
th is  bu i ld ing sometimes change a l itt le b i t .  The  fact 
that some th ings maybe are done i ntentional ly on the 
spur of the moment, on  reth ink ing the issue that possib ly 
m aybe it was not meant as seriously, though I th ink  it 
is very i mportant that we protect the interests of al l  
Members·of the House. 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): I am not sure exactly 
what we are doing r ight now. 

Mr. Chairman: I can br ing you u p  to date. 

Mr. Ashto!'!: I am sorry, there was confusion over the 
committ ee. We are j ust t rying  to straighten that out-

Mr. Chairman: No, we were sett ing out to establ ish 
rules and M r. McCrae asked that everyone give an 
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opening statement that felt that they wanted to, and 
then maybe we can pick u p  the d i rect ion of the 
committee from there. 

Mr. Ashton: I am prepared to g ive an o p e n i n g  
statement lt might b e  appropriate. I th ink i t  is important 
to-

POINT OF ORDER 

Mr. Chairman: Point of order, M r. McCrae. 

Mr. McCrae: Before the Honourable Member begins, 
I am not sure who the Members of th is committee are. 
I u n derstood that M r. Evans, Brandon East, and M r. 
Harapiak were the Members of th is  committee for the 
N DP, not that the Honourable Member for Thompson 
( M r. Ashton) does not have a r ight to speak. I am not 
suggest ing that I am just asking for clarification, the 
voting Members. 

* ( 1 020) 

Mr. Chairman: You are correct. M r. Harapiak and M r. 
Evans; yes, M r. Evans, Brandon East 

11/ir. Ashton: M r. Chairperson,  what happened was the 
motion form did not reflect the motion that was moved 
in committee last announced . I was i ntended to be 
substituted for the Member for The Pas ( M r. Harapiak). 
The problem is, H ansard is not available from last n ight 
to conf irm it .  That was the particular question we were 
resolving.  l t  d oes not really matter anyway because al l  
Members of the Legislature are ent i t led to speak. I 
th ink  we could probably resolve th is  as soon as the 
H ansard from l ast n ight is avai lable.  M r. H arapiak i s  
i n  the other committee, so  he would  be ab le  to atten d  
u nt i l  that matter was resolved, i f  there were any votes 
of the committee. The intention was to substitute myself 
for the Member for The Pas because he does have 
the-

Mr. Chairman: The Hansard is  not regarded as the 
official record.  I s  there agreement on the committee 
to  carry on in that? Sure. Okay, M r. Ashton .  

***** 

Mr. Ash ton: Where was I ?  

Mr. Chairman: Opening statements. 

Mr. Ashton: Opening statements. I think i t  is  i mportant 
to recogn ize what we are doing here. I appreciate the 
Member for Emerson's (Mr. Aibert Driedger) comments. 
I believe what we are here to do  though is  not reflect 
on history but reflect on some specific events and where 
i t  leads us to as Members of the Legislature. 

I want to take a bit  of t ime to deal with matters of 
privi lege, because I th ink it is important. There has 
been a background paper d istr ibuted I th ink which i s  
qu ite, quite good,  but  I th ink  it is  important to recogn ize 
what we should be deal ing with i n  this committee as 
a Committee on Priv i leges and Elections. With the 
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indulgence of the committee, I would  like to run through 
it . 

Essent ially, we have a ruling from the S peaker as of 
January 1 0 ,  1 990,  that there was a pr ima facie  case 
for contempt or breach of pr iv i lege with respect to the 
al legat ions that have been m ade toward the M i n ister 
of Finance ( M r. Manness) and the Chairperson of the 
Economic Development Committee, the Mem ber for 
M i nnedosa ( M r. G i l leshammer), on the meet ing of the 
Standing Committee on Economic Development on M ay 
1 st and 2nd ,  1 989. 

This goes back of course to  when th is  matter was 
fi rst raised , which was the earl iest opport u nity on 
October 4 ,  1 989.  l t  has been about eight months now 
since th is  matter f irst arose. I th ink  it is i mportant to 
look at what a breach of pr ivi lege is .  There has been 
some d iscussion i n  terms of the paper, wh ich I th ink  
out l ines q uite clearly what a b reach of  pr iv i lege i s  i n  
t h e  sense o f  o u r  Ru les i n  t h e  sense o f  Beauchesne's, 
various other sources. 

I th ink  i t  i s  i mportant to basically recogn ize i t  is an 
offence a g a i n st spec i f ic  c o d i f i e d  or estab l i shed  
pr inciples o f  Parl iament. We h ave d iscussed th is  i n  
gett ing t o  th is ,  when t h i s  m atter came before the 
Legislature,  that i t  can be either collective, ind iv idual 
or i nstitutional rights shared i n  common by al l  Members. 
There are p recedents and convent ions which are not 
specif ical ly defined as privi lege but do relate that we 
have to consider. 

lt was i nterest i n g ,  because I had o u r  research 
department go through and look at the h istory of 
matters of privi lege and contempt.  There are some 
i n terest i n g  p recedents here,  i n t e rest i n g  remed ies 
actual ly. I am not suggesting that we use them i n  1 990.  
I n  1 60 1  a witness found to be i n  contempt for making 
a scandalous and defamatory speech was f ined 1 0  
p o u n d s  a n d  h a d  h i s  ears c u t  a s  p u n i s h m e n t  -
( interject ion)- cut off. I am not suggest ing that we deal 
w i t h  t h at t o d ay. I b e l i eve t h e  N D P  is very, very 
magnanimous on that .  We do not bel ieve that is  the 
case. 

The Isle of Man, once again I am perhaps glad we 
are not Members of the Legislature on the Is le of Man.  
A M r. Brown was found i n  contempt of Parl iament for 
fai l ing  to apolog ize when summoned before the Bar of 
the House for slander. He received six months in the 
d u n g e o n  as p u n i s h m e n t .  T h ere are some o t h e r  
i n terest i n g  ones .  T h e re are  s o m e  m ore recent  
precedents i n  terms of matters of  privi lege. 

* ( 1 025)

In Ind ia, M arch 6,  1 975, the H ouse resolved that three
visitors to the gal lery who shouted slogans and threw 
leaflets were gu i lty of contempt of the H ouse. They 
were sentenced , and I quote, to r igorous imprisonment 
t i l l  6 p.m. on the 1 9th  of March ,  1 975.  I do not bel ieve 
we are look ing at that precedent here in M anitoba. 

There are various other i nterest ing  precedents. I n  
Westminster i n  1 647 the House resolved that the matter 
be sent to Newgate Prison dur ing the p leasure of the 
House.  I am not suggest ing we do that either. 
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I raise t hese precedents to show that there is a long 
h istory in terms of privi lege and contempt.  To make it 
clear from the start, we are not i nterested insomuch 
as the punishment I believe, but i n  terms of the 
resolut ion of what happened. I may have said this 
humorously. I bel ieve that i s  why we are here as a 
committee, to look at what happened i n  t hose events, 
where i t  leads us to. 

I do bel ieve we should take the t i me.  I agree wit h  
the suggestion from the Member f o r  Fort Garry (Mr. 
Laurie Evans) that we try and set a regular  series of 
meet ings if t hose meet ings are req uired, so that we 
can resolve th is  and resolve i t ,  not as soon as poss ib le .  
I d o  not th ink we should rush our  del iberations,  but 
on the other hand I do not bel ieve that we should d rag
th is  out u nnecessari ly. 

I bel ieve what we are looking at is not so much the 
q uest ion of what the pun ishment is  but  i n  terms of what 
occu rred , how it affects o u r  c o l lect ive i n d i v i d ual
i nstitut ional r ights as I mentioned before as Members
of the Legislature and how we can deal with what 
happened to ensure that it does not happen aga in .

I bel ieve that  there was very clearly, and the Speaker 
ruled that there was, a prima facie case of breach of 
pr ivi lege. Let us deal with what that means so that we 
k now as a matter of committee what we should be 
deal ing with at th is  level . 

Pr ima facie, the Lati n  term, means basically at f irst 
s ight or on f i rst appearance. Perhaps i t  could be 
i nd icated in Engl ish as being termed a fact presumed 
to be true un less d isproved by some evidence to the 
contrary. 

What the Speaker ru led is that there was a pr ima 
facie case of privi lege. I bel ieve that one th ing t h is 
committee should be doing then is determin ing whether 
t here is  evidence to the contrary. I bel ieve that the 
Members who were involved should be coming forward 
to th is  committee, the two Members. I bel ieve i t  i s  the ir  
ob l igat ion to ind icate that there was not a pr ima facie
case, that there is evidence to suggest that there was
not in fact a breach of privi lege. That is essent ially the
process we should be fol lowing.

I would suggest too t hat i t  is  a lso the Government 
House Leader's responsib i lity before this committee. 
The Government House Leader argued extensively prior 
to  this matter reaching this committee that there was 
not a prima facie case. That was rejected by the 
S peaker. 

I bel ieve that is the first question we should be dealing 
wit h :  was t here a breach of  privilege? I believe that 
to do so we need to be able to as a committee ask 
questions not just to people who were at the committee. 
I bel ieve the events are fai rly clear. I do not th ink  we 
have to spen d  a great deal  of t ime determin ing  what 
h a p p e n e d .  I do b el ieve that  the re s h ou l d be t h e  
opportun ity t o  ask q uestions to t h e  two Members who 
are before us.  I th ink i t  is  only appropriate i n  terms of 
what a pr ima facie case is to the point we are at as 

a committee but also in terms of as has been mentioned 
by committee Mem bers i n  terms of their role. 

We d o  have in  look ing at the h istory of privi leges 
many poss ib le  routes we can go. I do not want to get 

are
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into g reat detail at this point, but  I believe at some 
point we should i n  terms of the types of remedies that 
we can deal with .  There can be specific remedies. I f  
there is determi n ed to be a ser ious breach of pr ivilege, 
we h ave a full range of abil it ies to recommend penalties 
to the House, although this committee d oes not have 
the power in and as of itself to recommend or to deal 
with remedies d i rectly. lt is the H ouse that is the f inal 
arbiter in that sense. There are many th ings that we 
can recommen d ,  not just in terms of the matter of 
p rivilege. I would suggest what we should also be 
looking at perhaps m ost importantly as a committee 
is  a way to deal with this situation so that i t  does not 
h appen again .  

I want to indicate that I am frustrated as H ouse Leader 
f o r  o u r  Party  b eca u se we h ave not  h ad a R u les 
Committee meet ing i n  two years. We have ind icated 
to  the Government that we feel that a number of our  
Rules could and should be changed. We are in  a minority 
G overnment  s i t u a t i o n  as was p o i nted out by  t h e  
M e mber for Emerson ( M r. Albert Driedger). I recogn ize 
that a lot of our Rules in M anitoba have been developed 
for the majority G overnment scenario that one normally 
has found in M an itoba. If one looks at Manitoba h istory, 
there h ave only been the occasional cases of m inority 
G overnment. I believe t hat changes the dynamic i n  the 
Legislature n ot just as was suggested by the Member 
for  Emerson in  terms of perhaps the Government having 
less power. 

• (1030) 

Look at what has happened i n  th is  case. This would 
not have happened I believe in a m inority Government 
s i t u a t i o n .  We see a u n i q u e  s i t u a t i o n  w h e re t h e  
Government walked o u t  o f  a committee a n d  paralyzed 
the committee, followed by the Chairperson of the 
c o m m it tee.  T h e  com m it tee, even t h o u g h  i t  h a d  a 
quorum, was powerless. That is one of the reasons we 
h ave suggested t hat the Rules committee should be 
called .  There are many other Rules that I believe could 
be changed . We i n  M a nitoba for example have not 
been following the general trend towards parliamentary 
reform that was established in Ottawa a number of 
years a g o .  T h ey d i d  a n u m be r  of t h i ng s  w h i c h  
strengthened t h e  role o f  i nd iv idual Members of the 
House, strengthened the role of committees, and yet 
we as a Legislature in Man itoba essentially have not 
had major changes to  our rules for a number of years. 

The last series of major changes is  really about four 
or  five years ago when we dealt with the situation that 
had arisen from 1 982 to 1 984, the Session with the 
unlimited t�me for bell r ing ing .  We recognized at that 
t ime, I th ink  collectively as Members of the Legislature, 
tha t  situation c o u l d  n o t  p e r s i st, t h at it was n ot 
appropriate.  I n  fact I find it i ron ic today as we debate 
f i nal offer selection to hear talk about blockading and 
o b s t r uctionis m  after r e m e m b e r i n g  what we went 
t hrough i n  the 1 983-84 period when the bells were rung 
and the Legislatu re could not sit .  Well I use that as a 
parallel because i n  essence that is what has happened 
in this case with the committee. 

In 1 982,'83 , '84 the Legislatu re itself was paralyzed 
because of the bell r ing ing and there was nothing  that 
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could be done about it u nder the exist ing Rules. That 
is the exact parallel that we are dealing with in th is 
s i t u at i o n . H ere we h ave a c o m m i ttee t hat  was 
f u n c t i o n i n g ,  a c o m m i t t ee w h e re M e m bers of  t h e  
G o ve r n m e n t  walked o u t ,  a c o m m i ttee w h e re t h e  
M i nister walked out, a committee where t h e  Chairperson 
walked out. The committee, even though it  had a 
quoru m ,  even t h o u g h  it recesse d ,  even t h o u g h  i t  
i n d icated that i t  would b e  back the next morning to 
d eal with i mportant m atters of business, could not sit .  
The bottom l ine is that i n  1 982 , '83 , '84 we recognized 
collect ively t h e  p r o blem a n d  we negot iate d ,  we 
d iscussed and we called together the Rules Committee 
to change the Rules of the Legislature. 

I believe the Government's stub born refusal to call 
the Rules Committee has contributed to what happened 
in th is  particular case and has contributed to the fact 
that th is  is February of 1 990 and that a matter that 
arose in  M ay of 1 989 still has not been resolved. I 
believe that we should be look ing at some changes to 
the Rules, not just i n  th is  area but other areas. I know 
t h at G overn m e n t  h as i n d icated i t s  concern  t h a t  
somehow the Rules Committee will be highjacked 
because the Government will not have a majority i n  
terms o f  the Rules Committee. That has never been 
our tradit ion in th is  Legislature. 

Rules have generally been made, Rules have been 
changed, by consensus of previously the two Parties, 
and of course currently with the three-Party situation 
I would assume by the t hree Parties. There should be 
negotiations. There should be d iscussion. No one is 
suggest ing that we go in and have a simple majority 
vote to i mportant changes to the Rules. The changes 
that were brought about in 1 982 , '83 , ' 84 were the result 
of extensive d iscussions,  extensive negotiations. They 
p rotected the r ights of the Government and the rights 
of the Opposit ion in  that period .  We saw some major 
changes i n  the Rules in that period of t ime, not just 
in terms of bell r ing ing but in terms of the current l imit 
on Est imates t i me.  P rev iously t here was no limit 
whatsoever in terms of Estimates. Discussions and 
negotiat ions took place to ensure that that was the 
case. 

I want to raise th is  as a backdrop. There are many 
other items as we get into a d iscussion of what a matter 
of pr iv i lege is  and what we should be doing with this 
committee that I i ntend to raise. In terms of the opening 
comments, I believe that at  th is  point  i n  t ime as a 
committee we can do our business. There are a number 
of th ings that we should be doing.  lt should be looking 
at ways of preventing th is  situat ion,  but I would throw 
out th is  once again to the Government H ouse Leader 
( M r. McCrae), that I believe there needs to be an overall 
review of the Rules of our H ouse that will deal with 
this and other situations. I would say that i t  would help 
th is committee greatly i f  the Government House Leader 
would undertake, I will g ive h i m  the opportun i ty right  
after I f inish my remarks here, that there will be  changes 
in the Rules that will be d iscussed and negotiated 
between the three Parties. I am not saying that we will 
completely resolve th is .  There was a serious situation 
that took place in  t hat Committee. 

I believe that i t  would save us a lot of time as a 
c o m m ittee,  as M e m bers of the  Leg i slature ,  if t h e  
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G overnment would take the opportun ity now, because 
t hey are the only ones that can call  the Rules Committee. 
We as Members of the Opposit ion have no ab i l i ty t o  
c a i l  a m ee t i n g  of  t h e  R u l es C o m m i t tee .  I f  t h e  
G overnment  would  undertake at the beg inn ing o f  t h i s  
committee meeting t h a t  t here wi l l  be changes to t h e  
R u l e s ,  t hat  they  w i l l  c a l l  a meet i n g  of  t h e  R u l e s  
Committee after appropriate d i scussions between t h e  
three H ouse Leaders, I bel ieve that would go a long 
way towards resolving the very ser ious s i tuat ion that 
occurred i n  M ay. 

W i t h  t h ose c o m m e n t s ,  I w o u l d  r ea l l y  ask  t h e  
G overnment House Leader, a n d  I realize I cannot ask 
d irectly, but I w i l l  g ive him the opportunity i f  other 
Members of the committee I am sure would  not m ind  
to  hear what the  Govern ment H ouse Leader has to  say 
about possib le changes in the Rules which might deal 
with this and other m atters. Wil l  he cal l  a meeting of 
the Rules Committee and undertake to change those 
Ru les? 

Mrs. lva Yeo (Sturgeon Creek): I d o  not know whether 
the i ntent is to have each of u s  present a b rief open ing 
statement. My statement wi l l  certain ly be br ief. I would  
just reiterate what  my col leagues aroun d  the tab le  have 
said in that the matter is  a very ser ious matter. 

We i n  our caucus h ave looked at it q uite extensively. 
We h ave referred to the various H ansards with the 
d ebate that has taken p lace. We h ave looked through 
the evening of M ay 1 and 2 and we certain ly concur 
with the Speaker's ru l ing .  I bel ieve, and I think we al l  
bel ieve, that th is  should  be as much as possib le a non
partisan th ing .  The al leged contempt was against a l l  
Members of  the H ouse, not just against the Opposit ion 
Members. l t  was a contempt that was for al l  the other 
Members. 

W h e n  I l i stened  to t h e  H on o u r a b l e  M i n is ter  o f  
H ighways (Mr. A lbert Driedger) when he ta lked about 
how d ifficult i t  i s  at 2 :30 at night,  that matters such as 
these are not always productive, I bel ieve, to paraphrase 
h is  words, it reminded me very much of one evening 
at  Meech Lake when decisions were made very early 
in the morning .  One wonders h ow p roductive decisions 
can be when one examines the past and real izes that 
past practice was that commi ttees often met on into 
the wee small  hours.  Often the ind ividuals making 
presentat ions at the committees sat for a g reat lengthy 
period of t ime i n  order to make their  presentat ions. 

I th ink al l  of these th ings i nd icate that yes, i n  fact 
we need a Government that is responding in more of 
a minority way, not pretending that i t  is  in  fact a majority 
G overnment.  We do need to have a fairly extensive 
look at some of the Rules and Procedures. 

I was comforted to hear the Mem ber of the Second 
Opposit ion i nd icat ing that they i n  fact bel ieve th is  as 
wel l ,  because ever since Apri l 27 ,  1 988,  we in  fact have 
suggested amongst ourselves in our particular caucus 
some changes that we feel could make the Rules and 
Procedures of th is ent i re Assem bly somewhat less 
complex and more eff icient, I th ink  efficient for all 
i nd ividuals in the Province of M anitoba. I look forward 
to expeditious decision-making  on the part of the 
committee. 
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I certainly would reaffirm what my colleague Dr. Evans 
has said ,  that i f  need be we should establ ish when at 
least the next committee meet ing wi l l  be and t hose 
participants that we would l i ke to hear from.  I would 
agree that the two ind ividuals most prominently named 
in t h i s  p a r t i cu lar  s i t u a t i o n  s h o u l d  b e  g iven t he 
opportun i ty to make representat ion to the committee, 

Mr. McCrae: This committee has been cal led pursuant 
to the ru l ing made by M r. Speaker on January 10,  1 990 
and the motion adopted by the House,  which was as 
fol lows: that the al leged matter of contempt reported 
to this House on October 4 by the Stand ing Commit tee 
on Economic Development be referred to the Stand ing 
Committee on Privi leges and Elections for  consideration 
and report. 

l t  i s  clear to me and the Government Members, and 
I hope to Members of the Opposit ion ,  that the clear 
d i rect ion g iven to us as a committee by the House is 
to look at the events of May 1 and 2 in an o bjective 
manner and to report back to the Assembly with 
recommendations which we deem appropriate. The 
quest ion before the committee i s  twofo ld :  f irstly, d id 
the M i n i ster  of  F i n a n ce ( M r. M a n ness)  and t h e  
Honourable Member for M innedosa (Mr. G i l leshammer) 
del iberately commit contemptuous behaviour by leaving 
the meeting on the morning of M ay 2 ,  1 989? Secon dly, 
if the answer to the f irst quest ion is yes, then what 
recommendations do we as a committee propose to 
the H ouse as a way to rectify this matter? 

* ( 1 040) 

In order to answer the f i rst quest ion we have to look 
back at the h istory of the committee's del iberations 
and especially what mandate it was given by the House. 
The answer to th is  q uest ion is clear. On M arch 2 1 ,  
1 989,  the committee met t o  consider the 1 987 Annual 
Report  of M anfor, t h e  1 987 A n n u al Report .  I, as 
Government House Leader, called the committee for 
that purpose and this was reinforced by the M i n ister 
of I ndustry, Trade, and Tourism (Mr. Ernst), the M i n i ster 
responsible for Manfor, on pages 97, 98, 99 and 105 
of the Hansard of the Standing Committee on Economic 
Development for that day. 

The h istory of th is  H ouse has been that committees 
have stayed with in  the mandate for which they have 
been cal led. I ndeed committees have dealt with the 
capital  and long-range plans of Crown corporations. 
Nobody on the Government side would  d ispute that 
argument. We, when we were i n  Opposit ion, asked 
q uest ions which dealt with the long-range plans and 
deals which our Crowns were engaged in. H owever, 
when we were in Opposit ion we were never afforded 
the opportun ity which we have n ow g iven the Standing 
C o m m i t t ee o n  E co n o m i c  Develo p m e n t  of o p e n ly 
d iscussing  the sale ol a Crown corporat ion while the 
agreement was still being negotiated . That is the matter 
on which I want to focus the attention of Honourable 
Members of th is  committee. 

H ow d i d  t h e  Stand i n g  Com m i ttee on Eco n o m i c  
Deve lopment  c o m e  t o  d i scuss t h e  M anfor  Repap 
Agreement by agreement among the three Part ies. 
Agreements are nothing new with in  the trad it ions of 
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t h is p lace, M r. Chairman.  G oodness knows that I, as 
G ov e r n m e n t  H ou se Lea d e r, h ave e n tered i n t o  
agreements with t h e  Opposit ion House Leader and the 
House Leader for  the N ew Democratic  Party, verbal or 
written, i n  order to  exped ite the business of the House. 
There was a general desire on the part of the Stand ing 
Committee to d iscuss th is  m atter of the d ivest iture of  
Man f o r  and ,  b y  <'!.g ree m e n t ,  the  com m ittee was 
accommodated. 

Mr. C h a i r m a n ,  I w o u l d  d i rect  M e m bers  of t h e  
committee to  t h e  H ansard o f  M arch 23, 1 989, page 
1 1 9 ,  where the M i nister of I ndustry, Trade and Tour ism 
said the f o l l ow i n g :  " M r. C h a i r m a n ,  the  tec h n ica l  
requ i rement is  that if  we pass the report the committee 
h as no further reason to sit. In order to handle the 
techn ical ity of deali ng  with respect to  the d ivesti ture,  
and i n  fact the F inance M i n ister ( M r. Manness) and the 
consultants are here to d iscuss that ,  I would suggest 
t hat by general agreement of the committee we wi l l  
now move to that d ivest i ture comment." 

The presid i ng officer of the committee stated the 
fol lowing after the Honourable M i n ister's remarks, " I s  
t hat t h e  w i l l  of the committee? Agreed. Very good . " ,  
a t  which t ime t h e  M inister o f  Finance began h i s  opening 
remarks. 

I w o u l d  s u b m i t ,  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  t o  H on o u r a b l e  
Members o f  t h i s  committee that a t  t h i s  point the 
committee went  beyond the scope of the mandate g iven 
to i t  by the H ouse. H owever, as I have said previously, 
agreement was reached i n  order for the committee to  
do th is  agreement .  

Agreements i n  th is  p lace are developed and put 
together by part isans for t h e i r  respect ive po l i t i ca l  
Parties. A q uestion wh ich  bears asking is:  was t here 
a caveat p laced on the deal which was consum m ated 
in discuss ing the Manfor Repap Agreement? Yes, t here 
was,  M r. C h a i r m a n .  The M i n i ster  of F i n ance ( M r. 
M anness) stated i n  the Stand ing  Committee on Pub l ic  
Accounts on M arch 16, 1 989, as recorded at  page 53 
the fol lowing ,  "let me say fu l ly that we wi l l  d isc lose 
either before or after the closing date the b road 
pr inc iples associated with the sale and would be very 
proud to do so, that we wil l move i nto fai r  detai l  w i th  
respect to the sale, but  we wi l l  not be put in a posit ion 
of having to  expla in the deal to  the nth d egree to  a 
point where i ndeed it ends u p  being, for whatever 
reason ,  pretended accidental or otherwise, becomes 
an issue and frustrates this deal because i t  i s  a good 
one, and yet we wil l enter into open d ialogue on i t  and 
look forward to doing so. " 

Clearly, M r. Chairman, the M inister of F inance ( M r. 
Manness) was q u ite clear on th is  m atter. O n  M arch 23,  
1989 ,  in t h e  S t a n d in g  C o m m i ttee on  Eco n o m i c  
Development, t h e  Minister said t h e  fol lowing :  " M r. 
C h a i r m an, w h a t  we are  doin g t o d ay i s  t o t a l l y  
unprecedented, where t h e  Government o f  t h e  D ay i s  
entering i nto a n  open d ialogue with Members of the 
Opposit ion, covering bas ic elements of  a sa le .. . .  " 

How much clearer d id  the M i n ister of F inance ( M r. 
Manness) h ave to be, M r. Chairman? The parameters 
which were agreed to by the committee and Members 
of the Opposit ion were to d iscuss the broad pr inc iples 
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of the deal , not clause by clause consideration of the 
deal .  

The next question is: d id Members of the Opposition 
u nderstand this? The answer to that one is, yes, they 
d i d .  The H onourable Member for Church i l l  ( M r. Cowan) 
when q uestioning the Min ister of Finance ( M r. Manness) 
in the Publ ic  Accounts Committee meeting,  noted 
earl ier, stated the fol lowing-and I would assume that 
he was speaking for h is  Party on th is-he stated, as 
recorded at page 53 of Hansard for that day:  "We 
recogn ize that there are stages of negotiat ions where 
certain matters cannot be d iscussed pub l icly . . .. " 
He further went on to state, at page 54 of the same 
committee record : "We are not ask ing to be i nvolved 
in the negotiat ions. We are not ask ing to h ave details 
brought forward that might jeopardize the negot iations. 
We are not ask ing to be advised as to a l l  the d otted 
" i ' s"  and crossed "t 's" . . . . " 

I n  t h e  Stan d i ng C o m m i t t ee on E co n o m i c  
Deve lopment on M arch 23 ,  1 989,  the  Honourable 
Member for  St. Norbert (Mr. Angus) stated, as recorded 
at page 1 38 of the Hansard for that day: ". . . I respect 
t h e  'u n p reced ented n at u re '  of t h e  efforts t h e  
Government is putt ing forward . . . I appreciate the 
opportunity to be able to ask quest ions before the deal 
is done and hope that we can offer some suggestions, 
not in  an adversarial fashion but i n  a cooperative fashion 
to get the best package we can for M anitobans." Those 
were the words of the H onourable Member for St. 
Norbert ( M r. Angus) on M arch 23. 

M r. Chairman, I bel ieve the Honourable Member for 
St.  Norbert was s incere. H owever a l l  the s incere talk, 
which occurred prior to M ay 1 ,  did noth ing to prevent 
M e m bers of t h e  Oppos i t ion  from q uest i o n i ng t he 
M in ister of Finance (Mr. Manness) on a copy of the 
agreement that they had obtained from the United 
States, a copy of the deal which I might add the M i n ister 
had not seen before. So much for co-operat ion.  

The events of May 1 p laced the M i nister of Finance 
in a very d ifficult  posit ion,  M r. Chairman. As a M i n ister 
of the Crown, he had an ob l igation to the people of 
Manitoba to make sure that the Government was able 
to get the best possib le deal . As a M i nister, he alone 
was a b l e  t o  j u d g e  because he was the p r i m a ry 
negotiator on behalf of the Government. He alone was 
able to judge whether q uest ions posed by Members 
of the committee were placing him in a situation of 
reveal ing i nformation which might be harmful to  future 
negotiations. As a result  the M inister of Finance i nvoked 
the caveat which he had placed as the primary condit ion 
in h a v i n g  the Stan d i n g  C o m m i ttee on E c o n o m i c  
Development consider t h e  deal. T h e  M i nister left the 
committee meet ing .  

M r. Chairman, there is noth ing i n  our Rule book 
stat ing that a Member of the H ouse or a Member of 
committee is  not permitted to leave a meet ing  of such 
a meet ing .  Members of the Opposit ion might want to 
refer to Rule 1 1  which states: " Every member shal l  
attend the service of the House, and of each Committee 
thereof of which he is a member, unless leave of absence 
has been g iven him by the House."  These r ules are 
written in the mascul ine, but I am sure t hey are meant 
to be written i n  both and they will at some point .  
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M r. Chairman,  i f  Honourable Members wish to  use 
t h a t  a r g u m e n t ,  t h e n  why di d t h e  Leader  of t h e  
Opposit ion ( M rs. Carstairs) n o t  obtain leave o f  absence 
from the House yesterday when she was not present? 
Why d i d  t h e  H o n o u r a b l e  M e m be r  for  Logan ( M s. 
Hemphi l l )  not obtain leave of absence from the H ouse 
when she was absent for a period of t ime in January, 
and the same for the Honourable Member for Brandon 
East ( M r. Leonard Evans) and other Members of the 
H ouse, myself inc luded? Because the reason i s  that 
th is rule has become o bsolete. Why? Because Members 
of the Legislature have a variety of responsib i l i t ies and 
d u t ies outs ide  the Leg is la tu re w h i c h  requ i re t h e i r  
attent ion a n d  frequently prevent t hem from being i n  
the House or a t  a committee meet ing .  

I n deed the S peaker  h as s c o l d ed M e m bers  for  
referr ing to the presence or absence of Members of 
the Assembly, and I am surprised that I was not scolded 
j us t  a m o m e n t  ago for references I m a d e .  M ore 
i mportantly, though,  d i d  the M i nister of F inance (Mr. 
Manness) i m pede the work of the committee which i t  
was mandated to carry out? The answer is ,  no,  he d id  
not.  

* ( 1 050) 

The M arch 23, 1 98 9 ,  H a n sard of the S t a n d i n g  
Committee on Economic Development,  a t  page 1 1 9 ,  
states the fol lowing,  and th is  was the Chairman of the 
committee speaking :  "Any more q uestions i n  regard 
to the'87 report ? If  not, is  it the  wi l l  of the  committee 
then to pass th is  report or go  to t he - "  lt was at th is  
point where the M i n ister of I ndustry, Trade and Tou rism 
( M r. Ernst) ,  as I quoted earl ier, i n tervened . 

I would submit  that by the M i ni ster of F inance leaving 
the committee meet ing ,  as a Member of the H ouse 
and a Member of the committee, i t  was his right to do 
so. H owever, t here is another  a n g l e ,  n a mely, t h e  
judgment which he made a s  a M i n ister o f  the Crown . 
The question which should be asked is ,  is the judgment 
of a M i n ister a proper q uest ion  of privi lege? 

Joseph Maingot i n  his book Parl iamentary Privi lege 
i n  Canada states the fol lowing :  " . . .  par l iamentary 
privi leges concerned with the special r ights of Members, 
not in their  capacity as M i nisters or as Party Leaders, 
Whips or parl iamentary secretaries . . . t herefore, 
al legations of misjudgment, or mismanagement, or 
maladmin istrat ion on the part of a M i n ister in the 
performance of his min isterial duties do not come with in  
the purview of  parliamentary privi lege. And neither does 
an al legat ion that a M i n ister permitted a budget leak 
constitute a matter of pr ivi lege. "  

M r. Chairman, I submit  that the M i n ister o f  F inance 
( M r. Manness) was carrying out a m in isterial function 
on the evening of M ay 1 by agreement reached earl ier 
i n  answering q uest ions of the Opposit ion Members. 
Noth ing mandated the M i n ister to be t here or even to 
answer q uestions on the M anfor-Repap deal as the 
committee was not mandated to  study the q uest ion by 
the Assembly. l t  was mandated to  study the annual  
reports of that Crown corporat ion .  I should point  out 
as wel l  that the deal d i d  not requ i re the consent of the 
Legislature or the committee once an agreement was 
reached . 
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Clearly, the M i nister was performing  a m i n isteria l  role 
when answering q uestions on the deal.  understand 
the desire of the Opposit ion to q uest ion the Min ister, 
and I am sure that i l  the roles had been reversed that 
we too would look for other methods t h at a duly 
constituted committee could i nvoke to  have a M inister 
present.  

I wou l d  d i rect t h e  c o m m i t t ee's att e n t i o n  to 
Beauchesne's 6th Edit ion, Citat ion 856.,  where i t  states: 
"When a comm i ttee decides that a certa in person 
should be heard, it may d i rect the clerk of the committee 
to i nvite that person to appear, or if necessary, the 
committee may adopt a motion ordering that person 
to  attend before the committee ."  

Th is  citat ion is not new to the committee, for i t  
i nvoked th is  procedu re at  its M arch 2 1 ,  1989, meeting  
when  i t  summoned the M in ister o f  F inance to attend 
t h at meet i n g ,  a n d  I wou l d  d i rect the c o m m it tee 's  
attention to pages 99, 1 05 ,  and 1 06 of H ansard for 
that day. Another option was for the Members of the 
Opposit ion to move a Motion of Censure against the 
M i n i ster of F inance when the House met on  M ay 18.  

D id  the M i n ister of Finance (Mr. Manness) obstruct 
the work of the committee i n  order to  carry out its 
mandate? No,  M r. Chairman. Agreements such as the 
one reached i n  order to consider the Manfor-Repap 
agreement are arrived at i n  order to expedite the 
business of the House and part  of the t radit ions of th is  
p lace. H owever, there is no ru le  or precedent wh ich  
states that the parties to sa id  deal must  keep the i r  end 
of the bargain .  There is no ru le  or p recedent which 
states that if they do not that t hey wi l l  be punished for 
i t .  

C l ear ly  t h e  M i n ister of  F i nance o u t l i ned  t o  two 
s t an d i n g  c o m m i t tees of  t h e  H ouse  the  types of  
q uest ions which he would entertain by Members of the 
committee on the M anfor-Repap agreement which had 
not yet , I remind  th is  committee, been consummated . 
F u r t her, t he M i n i s t e r  was n o t  a M e m be r  of t he 
committee when consideration of the 1987 annual report 
of M anfor was being d iscussed. The committee had 
completed its work of ask ing q uestions of the M i nister 
responsible,  as I have q uoted earl ier, and therefore the 
committee was able to question the appropriate officials 
and pass the report , which they were mandated by the 
Legislature to consider. At no time was their ab i l ity to 
carry out their ob l igations b locked by the M i n ister of 
F inance ( M r. Manness). 

Mem bers of the Opposition have also raised two 
q uest ions regard ing  the actions of the Honourable 
Mem ber for M i n nedosa (Mr. G i l leshammer). F i rst,  d id 
the Chairperson of the committee breach the priv i lege 
of the Members of the committee by absenting h imself 
from the meeting? The second quest ion,  was the 
Chairperson in contempt of the committee when he 
left the committee, despite a clear i nd icat ion by a 
q uorum present that t hey wished to continue? 

M r. Chairman, a c loser look at the turn of events the 
evenings of M ay 1 and 2 would i nd icate that the 
H onourable Member for Minnedosa ( M r. G i l leshamm er) 
did not commit any contemptuous act by absent ing  
h i m  sell from the meeting late t hat evening or  eariy that 
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fol l o w i n g  m o r n i n g .  I ndee d ,  one  of the  necessary 
condit ions for finding the Member for M i nnedosa's  
actions contemptuous centres around the p resence of  
a duly constituted committee. 

I would suggest to all Honourable Members that 
during lhe course of the evening ,  three p rocedurally 
incorrect substitut ions took p lace. Ai l  three of which 
went unnot iced by the Clerk 's  staff and by Members 
o! the committee. I would l i ke to emphasize again that 
at the t i m e  M r. G i l leshammer  l eft t h e  c o m m i ttee 
meet ing ,  the Members had already fal len below the 
necessary q uo ru m ,  t herefore ,  the M e m ber  for 
M i n n edosa had every right to adjourn the meet ing and 
leave the room. There was no quorum. No, there was 
no q uoru m .  

To i l l ustrate my point ,  I refer a l l  Members to Hansard, 
pages 1 84, 1 96 ,  2 1 6  and 2 1 9. Although i ndicated at 
the top of page 1 84 that the Member for The P as ( M r. 
H arapiak) was replaced by the Member for F l in  F lon 
( M r. Storie), and the Member for La Verendrye ( M r. 
Pankratz} was replaced by the Member for Arthur  { M r. 
Downey), th is  was not the case as i ndicated on page 
2 1 6. Both motions deal ing with the resignat ion and 
nomination of the above noted Members were never 
agreed to by the committee. There was no quoru m .  

I refer a l l  Members to t h e  Rules, Orders a n d  Forms 
of P roceeding of the Legislat ive Assembly of M anitoba 
manual ,  Ru le 7 1 .(2) ,  which clearly states: "A Member 
of any Stand ing or  Special Committee of the H ou se 
who is unable to attend the business of the Committee 
because of: (a) Death ;  (b) Long i l lness; (c) Resignation 
from the House; or (d) Resignation from the Committee, 
where accepted; may be replaced by a vote of the 
Committee." That is  at pages 52 and 53.  Al l  t hree 
p reviously noted substitutions did not fol low the correct 
procedure as out l i ned u n der Ru le  7 1 .(2)(d), neither 
s u b stit u tion was accepted n o r  ag reed to by t h e  
committee Members present,  a n d  therefore t h e  motion 
was never carried . 

a m  s u re a l l  H o no u r a b l e  M e m bers  r e a l i ze t he 
importance of fol lowing the Rules and procedures of 
t h i s  House and would admit after c losely examining 
the appropriate excerpts that the Member for F l in  Flon 
( M r. Storie), the Member for Arthur  ( M r. Downey), and 
the Mem ber for Thompson ( M r. Ashton) were never 
official Members of that committee, only observers 
act ively p a r t i cipatin g .  We recog n ize ,  act ive ly  
participating ,  j u st as t h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m ber  for  
Thompson actively participates today even though it 
is not clear whether he is a Member of this committee 
today or not. 

For a further i l l ust ration ,  ! wou ld  br ing Honourable 
Mem bers' attention to the resig n at ion of the Member 
for Rupertsland (Mr. H arper) as is dealt with at page 
219 of Hansard. Once again, h is  resignat ion was never 
accepted or agreed to by Members of the committee. 
In fact , his supposed replacement,  the H onourable 
Member for Thompson, was never even mentioned. 
The passage reads as fol lows, quote, th is is  what the 
Chairman said: "Just before we proceed, we have 
another resignation." He is reading a note I guess. "I 
w i s h  to resig n f r o m  t h e  Eco nomic Deve l o p m e n t  
Committee, effective techn ical ly M ay 1 .  E l i jah Harper, 
MLA for Rupertsland." 
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N ow, although it is indicated on page 1 84 of Hansard 
that the Member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton) replaced 
the Member for Rupertsland ( M r. Harper) that evening,  
the facts would indicate that such was not the case, 
M r. Chairman. The Mem ber for Thompson was not 
nominated to replace the Member for Ruperts!and, and 
the Member for Rupertsland's resig nation was never 
accepted by the committee. 

This same procedural mistake was repeated earlier 
that evening with the resignations of the Member for 
La Verendrye (Mr. Pankratz) and the Member for The 
Pas (Mr. H arapiak). I would agree that committee 
proceedings are, by their nature, conducted in a much 
less formal fashion and that standards of decorum are 
more flexible and requ i rements are more relaxed i n  
nature. Having said a l l  th is ,  I would add that the usage 
of rules regarding the resignation and substitution of 
Members have never, however, transgressed to the 
extent they did that evening.  

I m ight add I have serious reservations about the 
advisabi l ity of al lowing such flexib i l ity to be considered 
i rrelevant in this case. Indeed , i t  would  be chaotic should 
a precedent be set which would  a l low Members to 
switch around with other Members during the course 
of a comm ittee meeting without the approval of the 
committee involved, especial ly if, as we agree with 
H onourable Members, we are dealing with such serious 
matters which requ ire the cutting off of people's ears 
and the throwing them into the dungeons. Let us put 
all of this i nto perspective. 

I refer Members to the Stand ing Committee on 
Mun icipal Affairs held January 10, 1 990 as a case in  
point .  The Honourable Member for  Ste. Rose (Mr. 
Cummings) was asking leave of the committee to be 
rep laced that even i n g ,  b u t  fa i led t o  receive pr ior  
approval of  the H ouse, a longstanding practice in  the  
House. I n  response, the Member for  Dauphin ( M r. 
P lohman) requested that al l  Members wanting  to make 
changes also be given the flexib i l ity to do so, and I 
q uote: "so if we make an except ion " - an d  this is the 
H onourable Member for Dauph in - "if  we make an 
exception at this t ime, what we are saying is that, any 
time during the committee sitt ing tonight ,  depending 
on how long i t  goes, we would al low flex ib i l ity i n  terms 
of changing Members ,"  and that is at page 37 1 ,  
whereupon the Honourable Member for Ste. Rose 
responded:  " I  am n o t  g o i n g  to set a d d i t i o n a l  
precedents s o  that w e  can have revolving chairs around 
the committee table. I will be here." And the Honourable 
Member for Ste. Rose remained. That is recorded at 
page 371 . 

• ( 1 1 00) 

All Members are aware of the procedures which need 
to be fol lowed. Resignations are stated, nominat ions 
for replacements are declared , and the motion is put 
to the c o m m i ttee,  where u p o n  t h e i r  acceptance i s  
requ i red in  order for the motion to carry. I f  t h e  motion 
is not agreed to by committee Members, as was the 
case with the above three subst itut ions,  the motion is  
defeated. Al l  Honourable Members are fu l ly aware of 
these rules and the importance of u phold ing and abiding 
by them, at least that is what we al l  say, M r. Chairman. 
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I n  l ight  of the above, inval id substitut ions which 
occurred dur ing the course of that evening ,  al l Members 
w i l l  recognize that the committee had been reduced 
to only eight Mem bers. The M e m ber for La Verendrye 
( M r. Pankratz), the Member for The Pas ( M r. Harapiak),  
the Member for Rupertsland ( M r. H arper) had left the 
meet ing .  The Member for F l in  F lon ( M r. Storie), the 
Member for Arthur ( M r. Downey), the Member for 
Thompson ( M r. Ashton) were never off icial ly made 
Members of the committee that evening .  

F u r t h e r m o r e ,  at  a p p r ox i m at e l y  2 : 3 0 ,  afte r  t h e  
Government Mem bers left t h e  committee meet ing ,  only 
f ive Members of the committee remained:  the Member 
for St .  Norbert ( M r. Angus), the Member for Wolseley 
( M r. Taylor), the Member for Selk irk ( M rs.  C harles), the 
Mem ber for St. Vital ( M r. Rose) and the Member for 
M i nnedosa (Mr. G i ll eshammer). 

I cannot  emph asize e n o u g h ,  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  t h e  
comedy o f  errors that occurred that even ing ,  for which 
al l  Part ies in  th is  House ought to take responsib i l ity, 
not just one. A l l  of th is went undetected by Members 
of the committee, and indeed by members of the Clerk's 
staff. So when we are talk ing about cutt ing  off people's 
ears and throwing people in  dungeons let us remember, 
as t h e  H o n o u r a b l e  M e m be r  for  Seven O a k s  ( M r. 
M i nenko) would  in h is  profession, he would not want 
to see one of his cl ients convicted on  this kind of 
evidence, I wil l te l l  you that. 

The Member for M i nnedosa ( M r. G i l leshammer) d i d  
n o t  paralyze t h e  business o f  that committee because 
there was never a du ly constituted meet ing of the 
committee in the f i rst p lace. The n u mbers had fallen 
below the necessary quorum. A l legat ions of Opposit ion 
M e m bers  ass u m ed the ex i s tence of a p r o p e r l y  
constituted committee. N o w ,  I suggest Honourable 
Members have a hard look at al l  of the events, especial ly 
the ones that I have la id out here regarding  the 
tec h n i c a l i t i e s  a b o u t  t hat  m e et i n g ,  a n d  t h e n  j ust  
remember what you are doing here and what you are 
t rying to do.  

The Honourable Member for St.  Norbert ( M r. Angus) 
claimed on M ay 1 9, 1 989, at page 18, that "the Member 
for M i nnedosa ( M r. G i l leshammer), despite clear advice 
from the committee on which a q uorum was sti l l  present, 
recessed the committee and l eft the room."  We now 
know there was not a quorum that n ight .  

The same point was raised again by the Member for 
Wolseley ( M r. Taylor) on October 24, 1 989,  as recorded 
at page 1 572 of Hansard . 

The Mem ber for Thompson (Mr. Ashton) was also 
found working with incorrect assumptions when he 
claimed on M ay 1 9 , 1 989, and I quote: "We found ,  
despite the  fact that we had a quorum of the committee, 
we were unable to resume sitt ing as a committee . "  
That is  recorded a t  page 1 9 .  

When he alleges on October 4 ,  1 989, that t h e  Member 
for M i nnedosa left "a quorum of the committee, which 
intended to cont inue to do business, i n  a posit ion of 
being paralyzed , being unable to perform its dut ies ."  
That is  a t  page 1 573. 

lt is apparent from the facts at hand that these 
a l legat ions  are i n d eed not  p roper ly  f o u n d e d .  The 
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M e m b e r  for  M i n nedosa  was n ot para lyz i n g  or  
obstruct ing  the work oi  that comm i ttee. I ndeed t here 
never was a d u ly constituted committee to obstruct or 
act in contempt of. 

A l legat ions that the Mem ber for M i n nedosa acted i n  
contempt  of t h e  com m ittee a n d / o r  b reach e d  t h e  
privi lege o f  t h e  Mem bers o f  that committee are clearly 
unfounded . As the Act ing  Chairman , the Member for 
M i nnedosa had every r ight to adjourn or recess the 
meet ing that evening .  

I refer a l l  Members to Beauchesne's Fifth Edi t ion ,  
Citation 593 ,  which states: "Unt i l  a quorum is  present, 
the committee cannot p roceed to do its business if  
that business concerns the making of decisions. l t  i s  
the duty of the Clerk attend ing  the committee to br ing  
to the attent ion of the Chairman the fact of  the l ack 
of a quoru m ,  whereupon the Chairman must suspend 
the proceedings unti l  a quorum is  again present or 
adjourn the committee to some future t ime. " 

The fact that the num bers had fal len below a quorum 
and that th is  went unnot iced by a l l  Members does not 
change the R ules. When the numbers fa l l  short of a 
quorum, the business of that committee must cease. 
I f  i t  conti nues to proceed , despite the absence of a 
quorum, then the work of that committee cannot be 
accepted or considered val id .  

Again ,  I refer Honourable Members to Beauchesne's 
Fourth Edit ion, under Citation 288, which h ighl ights a 
ru l ing from the Parl iament at Westm inster and states, 
and I q uote: "On the assumption that the committee 
met and proceeded without a quorum, I shou l d  be of 
the op in ion that the committee properly speaking  was 
never constituted and d i d  not m eet , and !hat none of 
the work done could be accepted as being the work 
of that part icular committee ."  That is at page 237. 

The committee, therefore, was not functioning before 
the Member for M i nnedosa (Mr. G il!eshammer) left the 
meet ing later that evening .  I n  fact , any further work 
carried out by the committee that evening coul d  not 
have been accepted by the House i n  the presence or  
absence of the Member for M i nnedosa. 

The question to be raised , however, concerns the 
melt ing  away of a quorum once a committee has beg u n  
i t s  work. I would suggest to a l l  Honourable Members 
that the appropriate course of action is no d ifferent 
from that when Members fai l to show up for properly 
scheduled committee meet ings. 

I am referring ,  of course, to the December 2 1 ,  
Stand ing  Committee o n  M unic ipal  Affairs. Honourable 
Mem bers m ay recall i t ,  Decem ber 2 1 ,  j ust before 
Christmas. At that t ime,  Opposit ion Members failed to 
attend  that meet ing .  lt was called respect ing,  as ! recal l ,  
B i l l  79 .  I f  i might  add ,  i t  was a meeting  which they were 
all fu l ly aware was going to take p lace. In the a bsence 
of a quorum, the Chairman adjourned properly the 
meet ing .  

I n  my submission to you on M ay 1 9 ,  and on October 
4, I d rew the attention of the House to Beauchesne's 
Citation 608, which states: " P rocedural d iff icult ies 
which arise i n  committees ought to be settled i n  the 
committee and not i n  the House ."  
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I a lso refer Members to Beauchesne's 6th Edit ion,  
Citat ion 809( 1 ), which states: "The question of whether 
a q u orum is present in a committee is a matter that 
should be deal! with in the committee and not in the 
H ouse." That is at page 230 of Beauchesne, 6th Edit ion. 

Based upon precedents dating back to the late 1 800s 
unt i l  present, this has i ndeed been the appropriate 
course of act ion to fol low. M atters of al leged breaches 
of Order and Privi lege, once raised in committee, have 
h istorical ly and tradit ional ly been dealt with by that 
committee. 

I d raw your attent ion to the ru l ing by M r. Speaker 
Jerome, on M ay 26, 1 975 ,  at page 66, of the H ouse 
of Commons Journals regard ing a m atter of a s imi lar  
nature, whereby G overnment Members left the meeting 
and i n  so doing reduced the numbers beneath the 
necessary quorum .  M r. S peaker Jerome ruled against 
establ ish ing a p recedent which would encourage a 
practice wherein the Stand ing  Committee on Privi leges 
and Elect ions would  become a Court of Appeal on the 
p roceed ings of other Standing Committees. 

lt c lear ly  states t h at ,  " N ot h i n g  c o u l d  be  m o re 
u n acceptable as a practice which ought to be more 
d i rectly d iscouraged ."  !n further support of my argument 
today, M r. Chairman, I d raw your attent ion to the ru l ing 
made in  the House of Commons of Canada by M r. 
S peaker Lamoureux on December 4, 1 973, when he 
stated on pages 83 and 84, of the H ouse of Commons 
Debates, that there were doubts as to the advisab i l ity 
of h aving proceedings of one committee i nvestigated 
by another committee of the H ouse. 

The material I presented to this committee today, 
M r.  Chairman, I bel ieve, q uite clearly i n d icates that the 
Minister of Finance ( Mr. Manness) and the Honourable 
!,4 e m b e r  for  M i n n e d o sa ( M r. G i l l es h a m mer)  h ave 
committed no offence to  the House. I would argue that 
the regret that both of these Members have expressed , 
both at subsequent hearings of the Standing Committee 
on Economic Development and in the House, should 
put  an end to th is  m atter. 

Ersk ine May clearly d raws our attent ion to precedent 
on  h ow expression of regret shou ld  be handled in 
m atters such as these i n  the 20th edit ion on  page 1 7 1 .  
H e  states, "Where the committee recom mended that 
in view of the explanation of the offender and of h is  
expression of regret for the offence he had committed , 
the House should take no further action in the matter. "  

G iven t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i h ave o u t l i n e d ,  I w o u l d  
recommend to t h i s  committee that t h i s  be t h e  course 
of act ion that we shou ld  be look ing at long and hard . 
The come

.
dy of errors of M ay 1 and  2, 1 989, for which 

al l  Members i nvolved that evening ,  from al l  Parties, 
bear respons ib i l ity, that comedy of errors should not 
l e a d  to act ions  t a k e n  w h i c h  c o u l d  h ave ser ious  
impl ications, not  on ly !or  the  future operation o f  th is 
Leg is lature but other Legislatures as wel l .  Thank you 
very much fel low Members of th is  committee for your 
atlention. 

Mr. Ch<�irman: Thank you,  M r. M cCrae. I suggested 
to the committee at th is  meet ing ,  i t  should decide how 
to proceed with this m atter. We h ave had a pretty clear 
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i nd icat ion from the Government H ouse Leader ( M r. 
M cCrae), the Government's position on the techn ical . 

Is it the wi l l  of the committee to establ ish a procedure 
for these hearings at th is meet ing,  or do we want to 
get into th is never ending wrangle from a technical 
point  of view? 

POINT OF ORDER 

An Honourable Member: A pretty b iased statement .  
On a point o f  order. 

Mr. Chairman: I am sorry, M r. Cowan . 

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): lt is ent irely inappropriate 
for any Chair to make such a prejudiciai and biased 
statement, especial ly after just having  heard from the 
G overnment House Leader, that we are i nvolved in  a 
never ending wrangle.  I would ask that t hose words 
be withdrawn and that people who have indicated that 
they wish to speak to th is matter, be al lowed to speak 
to it without that sort of inference or impl ied interference 
on the part of the Chair. 

Mr. Chairman: Thank you, M r. Cowan . I wi l l  certain ly  
withdraw the remarks. As you know, what we were 
do ing was looking  for opening statements around the 
Table. M r. Laurie Evans (Fort Garry) has the-

***** 

Mr. laurie Evans: I want to respond to the comment 
from the Honourable H ouse Leader of the Government.  
I th ink that what we are looking at here is a very serious 
issue in terms of  what o n e  m i g h t  refer t o  as  
techn icalit ies. 

I n  other words, we are now attempting to retroactively 
rescind what has occurred at a duly constituted meet ing.  
I th ink  that i n  some respects, what the Honourable 
Member is  doing is reflecting on the Speaker's  rul i ng ,  
because t h e  S peaker  o bv i o u s l y  h as t ak e n  i n t o  
consideration everyth ing that he felt was necessary t o  
consider i n  making h i s  ru l ing and that i s  clear from the 
fact that he took f rom May-when th is was brought 
forward unt i l  October to make that ru l ing .  I th ink  that 
he was satisfied that the committee had been d u ly 
constituted and that it was funct ioning in accordance 
with the rules. 

* ( 1 1 10 )  

I would certainly be very reluctant to look at  th is  as  
though  the who le  operation of that committee took 
p lace, essential ly, i n  a lack of quorum or a comm ittee 
that was not du ly  constituted. I th ink  that the Speaker's 
r u l i n g  has t o  b e  regarded as hav i n g  taken i n t o  
considerat ion t h e  actual funct ioning o f  that committee. 

Going back a l itt le earlier in the statements t hat the 
Member has made, he has argued that the mandate 
of that committee was to review the annual report for 
1 98 7  of  M an fo r. T h at o bv i o u s l y  was t h e  o r i g i n a l  
mandate, b u t  i t  is  clear that the M i n ister o f  F inance 
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( M r. Manness) was prepared , to the extent that he felt 
i t  was appropriate, to answer q uest ions regarding the 
d ivestiture of M anfor. He brought forward expertise i n  
the form o f  ind ividuals w h o  had t h e  knowledge o f  what 
was going on,  and they were there for the exact purpose 
of being able to answer those q uestions in detai l  to 
the satisfact ion of the Opposit ion Members. 

l t  is  clear i n  the del iberat ions that took p lace on the 
Monday of M ay 1 ,  and into the early morning of M ay 
2, that the M i n ister of Finance had i n dicated that he 
had al l  the t ime that was necessary dur ing that evening  
and  n igh t  to answer q uest ions.  There is  no  doubt that 
the opportunity was given to the M i n ister of Finance 
to identify a t ime in the very near future after that 
meeting  to hold another one. The M i nister decided that 
he would prefer to stay and answer questions as long 
as i t  was necessary that n ight ,  and then he decided , 
on the spur of the moment, that he was going to leave, 
despite the fact that a motion of adjournment had been 
defeated .  

Whi le o n e  can argue t h e  technical it ies a s  t o  the 
quorum and al l  the rest of i t ,  I am satisfied that the 
meeting was duly constituted and i t  was operat ing in 
terms of what was expected and requ ired on the basis 
of past precedent here. I certainly wil l not entertain the 
argument t h at the Honourab le  H ouse Leader ( M r. 
McCrae) has put forward about th is  being a meeti ng 
that was essential ly a waste of t ime because they were 
operat ing without a quorum.  I th ink  the fact that the 
Chairman and the desk officers at that t ime d id  not 
q uest ion whether or  not there was a leg i t imate quorum 
leads me to bel ieve that they were satisfied that the 
meeting was operat ing as it  was intended, and certainly 
I feel this is  a very spurious argument that the House 
Leader has brought forward and one that deals strictly 
i n  technicalities that are i rrelevant to this situation today. 

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): M r. Chairperson ,  it is  
i nterest ing that what we have before us is a problem 
that really takes to the very crux of the issue of how 
th is House operates. We are here because there was 
a prima facie case of obstruct ionism found by the 
Speaker and supported by the H ouse. Yet ,  instead of 
trying  to deal with the problem and how do we resolve 
it, and how do we make the H ouse work better for the 
benefit of a l l  Mem bers, we are treated to a d iatribe of 
revisionist h istory, i l l-founded and i l logical ,  from the 
Government House Leader. 

I would suggest to you that part of the reason we 
are here in the first i nstance is  because he does not 
know how to run a H ouse, he d oes not know how to 
negotiate agreements, he does not k now how to make 
the business of this H ouse function smoothly, and 
because of that i ncompetence, they have been forced 
to resort to walk ing out in many d i fferent instances as 
a Government Caucus. Because they cannot sit down 
and talk about how to make th ings run smoothly, they 
stand up and walk out when th ings are not going their  
way. For h im to suggest that t here was not a quorum 
and for h im to suggest that, on technical it ies, there 
was real ly no committee meet ing at the time that i t  
was adjourned, is to totally ignore the real ity of what 
happened that evening and the p ractices of th is  H ouse. 

lt  is i nteresting that,  i n  the committee meeting before 
that, M r. Manness was talk ing about revis ionism. I want 
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to u s e  a q u o t e  that he used , a n d  I t h i n k  I want to apply 
it d i rectly to the Attorney General , to the Government 
H ouse Leader ( M r. McCrae), i n  the context of what he 
said today. M r. Manness said on March 28,  1 989, "So 
we know ful ly wel l ,  i f  they want to revise h istory and 
as someone once said ,  God cannot l ie about the h istory 
of the wor ld ,  so he created h istorians." That is exactly 
what has happened here today. 

The Government House Leader (Mr. McCrae) k n ows 
that he should not l ie about what happened that evening, 
so he  created a l i tt le bit  of revis ion ist h istory that has 
no basis in fact and-

***** 

Mr. Chairman: M r. McCrae, on a point of order. 

Mr. McCrae: I resent everything the Member says about 
my competence and so on,  but I do resent specifically 
the reference to lying and doing things i n  another way, 
because I do not want to tel l  l ies. I th ink the Honourable 
Member should reflect on those comments.  They really 
d o  not have any place around this table. 

Mr. Cowan: I f  the Min ister takes object ion to the 
comment I made, which is that he does not want to 
l ie ,  then so be i t ;  I withdraw i t .  The fact is  I d id  n ot 
cal l  h im  a l iar; I called h im a revisionist.  I th ink  you wi l l  
f ind that a revisionist is  a parl iamentarian term. As a 
matter of fact , it was used by the M i nister of F inance 
( M r. Manness) to describe one of our Members just a 
meet ing previous. If he does not l i ke that handle,  if he 
d oes not l ike that t it le,  then let h im be a b i t  m o re 
accurate in the way in which describes th ings.  P lease 
let me continue on with my comments. 

An Honourable Member: Withdraw, Jay. 

Mr. Cowan: There is a withdrawal .  I withdraw the fact 
that I said you did not want to l ie .  I f  that offends you , 
then it is withdrawn.  

Mr. C hairman: The Honourable Member does not have 
a point of order. 

I would l i ke  to caution al l  committee Members, let 
us keep the high road here. We are d iscussing a very 
important decis ion.  Let us keep i t  on the up and u p  
here. 

** * ** 

Mr. Cowan: We wi l l  keep the h igh road to the same 
extent that the M i n ister of Finance kept the high road 
in  the meeting  previous in  the quote that I quoted , M r. 
Chairperson.  

Now let  me go into the matter, the absurd arguments 
that were presented by the Government H ouse Leader 
( M r. McCrae). Before doing that ,  let me try to clarify 
why it  is  Mem bers of the New Democratic Party and,  
I bel ieve, Mem bers of the Liberal Party, as wel l as a l l  
Members of th is  committee, should be here, and t hat 
is to deal with the situation where the Government, by 
their obstructionism, stopped the business of this H ouse 



Tuesday, February 13, 1 990 

and p revented M e m bers of t h i s  Leg i s l at u re f rom 
cond u ct ing the business to wh ich  t hey are  sent here 
to c o n d u c t ,  by w al k i n g  o u t  a n d  n o t  a greei n g  t o  
readjourn a committee meet ing .  

I a gree w i th  the G overnment House Leader to  a 

certain extent. I do not believe that the main obstruction 
came, nor the main contempt on the part of the 
Cha i rperson came, when he recessed the meet ing  on 
the evening  t h at it was recessed at 2:20 a.m. in the 
morn ing .  I be l ieve the real obstructionism and the real 
contempt came when they refused - and I am certa in  
he h a d  consultat ions with a l l  sorts of  h is  col leagues 
before he made that refusal -to reconvene the meeting 
the n ext day or  the d ay after or  the day after. That is  
where the contempt was. 

We can appreciate the fact that it  was l ate at n ight ,  
even though the M i n ister of F inance said he was 
p re pared to s i t  t h ro u g h  t h e  e n t i re n ig h t .  We can 
appreciate the fact at  that t ime of the hour  a mistake 
was made.  

As a m atter of fact, M r. Chairperson, we could 
probably appreciate the fact that m istakes were made 
i n  the days foll owing if two things happened: one, there 
was an apology for the obstruction ism and the contempt 
of the House;  and secondly, this committee, or the Rules 
Committee, were empowered t o  sit  down and establ ish 
p rocedures to  ensure that d id  not happen aga in .  

That  is what  i s  at stake here, whether or not th is  
House can funct ion .  We have a responsib i l ity not to 
spend t ime try ing to  revise the h istory of the evening  
or  to  ru le  th is  committee's work  out  of order on the  
bas is  of techn i cal i t ies wh ich  d o  not  ho ld  any  water 
whatsoever. 

O u r  respons ib i l ity here is to m ove forward and to 
ensure that any Member of th is  House, no matter who 
he/she might be, is not able to abuse the Rules i n  such 
a way that results in contempt of the House and 
o bstruct ion ism.  

The Government H ouse Leader (Mr. McCrae) said 
that both Members had expressed some regret and 
that i s  where the matter shoul d  end.  I th ink that is half  
of i t .  l t  might h ave sufficed , had i t  not been for the 
lame excuses that the Attorney General tr ied to put 
forward i n  d efence of h is  col leagues. 

* ( 1 1 20) 

Qu i te frank ly, I appreciate much more the approach 
t hat has been taken on the part of the Member for 
M i nnedosa ( M r. G i l leshammer) and the M i nister of 
F inance ( M r. Manness) with respect to h ow they have 
ind icated they regret what happened that evening and 
h ave offered s o m ewhat  of  a n  a p o l o g y  for  t h a t  
occurrence a n d  what happened t h e  days after. I th ink  
t hat was an honourable th ing to  do,  and I th ink  that 
takes us halfway to where we want to be when th is  
committee has f in ished i ts  del iberat ions.  The other  ha l f  
i s to  f ind a way t o  ensure that i t  d oes not happen again ,  
but  th is  is  not a matter  of technicalit ies. 

I do want to  address for just one moment some of 
the arg uments which the Attorney General and the 
G overnment H ouse Leader ( M r. McCrae) outl ined i n  his 
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comments. One, h e  said ,  there was no quorum for the 
eve n i n g  and the subst i tut ions were n ot therefore, 
because of  the way in w h i c h  they p roceeded , 
appropriate or legal substitut ions. If you look at the 
Hansard of the day, you wil l  f ind that i t  says attend ance 
quorum,  six. l t  also says, Members of the committee 
p resent.  lt l ists all the Members of the committee who 
were present at the beg inn ing  of the meet ing.  I wi l l  
read out the last names:  Angus,  G i l leshammer, Harper, 
H elwer, Lamoureux, Pankratz, P lohman,  Rose, Taylor. 
M r. Enns was present ,  as was M r. Manness. 

Then t here are a l i st of substitut ions which are part 
of our off ic ial record,  and we have to accept them for 
that reason as substitut ions which f i t  within the work 
of the committee. The substitut ions are: M r. H arapiak 
for M r. Storie, M r. Harper for M r. Ashton,  M r. Lamoureux 
for M rs. Charles, M r. Pankratz for M r. Downey, M r. 
P lohman for M r. Storie, M r. Storie for M r. Harapiak. 
N ow i n  those subst itut ions there are also Conservative 
subst itut ions for each other, and if  the Government 
H ouse Leader (Mr. McCrae) is so concerned about the 
way in which subst itut ions take p lace i n  the course of 
a committee hearing,  why did he not tel l  his own 
Members not to substitute themselves in that same 
manner? Why would he suggest that they coul d  go i n  
a n d  t ry to  influence t h e  committee work b y  vot ing 
t h ro u g h  s u b s t i t u t i o n s  w h i c h  h e  n ow f i n d s  t o  be 
inappropriate? The i l logic of what he is suggest ing 
should happen and why woul d  he-

An Honourable Member: He admitted -the Member 
for Arthur  ( M r. Downey) . . . .  

Mr. Cowan: He admitted it  and why d id  he not as 
G overnment House Leader say we cannot do that? 
Why d id  he not br ing that u p  at that t ime? Why has 
that sort of substitut ion occurred after the fact, in 
meet ings after that ,  i f  he thought i t  was such a problem 
at that particular meet ing? The fact i s  that t hese were 
l eg i t i m at e  M e m bers  of  t h e  c o m m i t t ee as f o r  t h e  
H ansard . 

Now if you want to revise history, then I suggest you 
are going to  have to d o  i t  in a better fashion than the 
Attorney General attempted to d o  today without  p ayin g  
a n y  attent ion to t h e  l ist o f  Members o f  the committee 
at the beg inn ing  of the Hansard . I also want to i n dicate 
that, i f  he was concerned about a quoru m ,  there is  a 
p rocedu re for cal l i ng  a quorum and that p rocedure was 
n ot fo l lowed that evening .  The Chairperson of that 
committee d id  not say, I am leaving the Cha ir  because 
there is a l ack of a quorum.  

Our  Ru les are very specific as to h ow quorum can 
and should be cal led. I can te l l  you that i n  every instance 
of which I am aware those Rules have been fo l lowed , 
a Member br ings to the attent ion of the Chair  or of 
the S peaker that there is a quorum, there is a cou n t  
o u t .  As a m atter of fact, on  n umerous occasions dur ing 
the act  of a count out,  Members have come into a 
cham ber, into a meet ing,  which a l lowed for the quorum 
to be cont inued.  I f  it is found that  there is  not a q u oru m ,  
t h e n  the Speaker adjourns t h e  H ouse. This appl ies t o  
t h e  committee; t h i s  is Rule N o .  4.(2) o f  our  Rule book :  
"Adjournment for  want of quorum.  I f  the Speaker 
adjourns a House for want of a quoru m ,  the time of 
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the adjournment and the names of the Members then 
present shall be inserted in the Votes and Proceedings." 

Now I looked at the H ansard ; I fol lowed very careful ly 
what happened at the end of the meet ing.  What 
h a p pened was t h at t h e  C h a i rperson recessed t h e  
committee a n d  never a t  o n e  t i m e  d id  he mention the 
lack of a quorum.  For the Attorney General (Mr. McCrae) 
to want us to go back now and reflect upon the lack 
of a quorum that evening shows how desperately he 
wants us not to deal with the substantive issue. That 
substantive issue is the fact that committee was not 
adjourned for lack of a quorum;  it was recessed because 
the M i n ister of Finance (Mr. Manness) had walked out, 
the Conservative Members had walked out and i t  put 
their own Chairperson i n  a very d ifficult  position .  

The Attorney General a lso said that the mandate of 
the meeting was to consider the report of M anfor. Then, 
i f  one looks at the opening remarks, and al l  one has 
to do is look at the people who have been asked to 
be present at  that meet ing ,  they wi l l  see that at that 
meet ing present were Dr. Ross Lewis, of Stothert 
Engineering, Mr. M ike Bessey of the Policy M anagement 
and Executive Counci l ,  M r. Norm Brandson, Department 
of Environmental Services. They were there to d iscuss 
specifically the M anfor deal . 

If you look at why the meet ing  had been cal led, going 
back to the previous meet ing,  you wi l l  f ind that the last 
words in the committee meet ing  previous, by M r. 
Manness, which was just before the committee rose
he was the last Member of the committee, outside the 
Chairperson, to speak - he said ,  M r. M in ister, let me 
say in  c losing that I wi l l  make myself avai lable and 
hopefu l ly the Leaders of the Parties wi l l  be able to f ind 
a d ate mutual ly satisfactory to al l .  That was to d iscuss 
the sale of M anfor. 

I n  the meeting  previous, the M i nister of Finance (Mr. 
M anness) said that he was coming back to the meet ing 
to cont inue the d iscussion on  the sa le of  M anfor. At  
the beg inn ing of the meet ing he ind icated that  was 
what was going to be d iscussed . There were people 
that were brought in, especial ly from out of province, 
to hold that d iscussion .  For the M i nister now to suggest 
that was not the purpose of the meet ing is to total ly 
ignore what happened i n  the meet ings previous, and 
then total ly ignore what happened at the beg inn ing  of 
that meet ing.  l t  is a blatant fabricat ion of what he 
bel ieved should have transpired that n ight ,  but what 
d id  not transpire. 

There was a deal to d iscuss the M anfor agreement
the sale of M anfor. The Attorney General (Mr. McCrae), 
the House Leader, said someth ing very i nteresting.  I 
th ink I h ave quoted h im as closely as I could get it on 
the run .  I d id  so because I think it is very important 
for us to understand what went wrong on that n ight 
and what has been going wrong i n  th is  H ouse, day 
after d ay after day, because of h is  incompetence to 
negotiate or to reach an agreement with the Parties 
as to how this H ouse should funct ion.  That is  a very 
i mportant part of keepi n g  t h i s  H ouse funct i o n i n g ,  
because w e  c a n  test each other's wi l ls  from t i m e  t o  
t ime.  

In  the past  we h ave a lways,  a l m ost w i t h o u t  
exception - !  c a n  t h i n k  o f  a couple of exceptions, but 
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it  certa in ly has not been a practice. We have always 
negotiated our way through d ifficu lt ies rather than try 
to bu l l  our way through d ifficu lties. One th ing the 
Attorney General ( M r. McCrae) said in  h is comments 
today leads me to a better understanding of what the 
real problem is. He said there are no rules of precedent, 
that parties to a deal must keep their end of the deal. 
Th ink  about that for a moment. That gives you a very 
clear i nd icat ion of how valuable his word is. He d oes 
not th ink  that one has to keep their  end of a deal ,  
because t here are no ru les or precedents that force 
one to keep their end of a deal . 

That is how he has operated from Day One as 
Government House Leader (Mr. McCrae). That is why 
they find themselves in  a posit ion where they cannot 
negotiate their way out of a meeting  in the evening.  
They have to walk out.  They have to not keep u p  their  
end of the deal by walk ing out. They do so because 
they are o bviously getting advice from their Government 
House Leader that says, you do not have to worry 
about it, because there really is no rule of precedent 
that says you have to be an honest broker with respect 
to the deals you make, in that you have to fulf i l  your 
ob l igat ions under those deals. 

That has been a problem. H e  does not keep h is  word 
on n umerous occasions. That has been a d ifficulty. M r. 
Chairperson ,  he said that there was agreement among 
the part ies to d iscuss the M anfor deal. Then he says 
that the caveat was that t hey wou ld  not d isclose certa in  
issues which would  jeopardize negotiat ions. The fact 
is, we agree with that. 

The Member for St. Norbert ( M r. Angus) and myself 
have said on many occasions that we understand that 
there are points in negot iat ions where the d isclosure 
of certain facts m ight jeopard ize the negotiations. He 
also said that there had been n o  precedent, no other 
opportun ity for Members of a committee to d iscuss a 
deal in that nature before it had been completed . That 
is another total fabricat ion.  

When the sale of Flyer was being negotiated by the 
Government there was a share purchase agreement. 
That share purchase agreement is much the same 
agreement as was being d iscussed o n  the n ight  of the 
committee hearing.  That share purchase agreement was 
sent to committee before the deal was consummated 
on one, two, or  three occasions. I bel ieve i t  was two 
occasions. 

The M i n ister of the day, who was responsib le for the 
sale,  i nvited a l l  Members of the committee to ask 
q uest ions on t hat share purchase agreement before 
t h e  d e a l  was actu a l l y  f i n a l ized . I n d eed t here i s  
p recedent ,  a n d  there is a n  example that they could 
have used as to how we could have dealt with that 
share purchase agreement and before the deal was 
being consummated . The real problem was, that n ight ,  
not that t here was a lack of quorum,  not that we were 
on the wrong su bject matter, the real problem that 
n ight was that the M i n ister of Finance (Mr. Manness) 
was not prepared to answer q uest ions on a deal on 
the basis of a document that was already in the pu bl ic 
domai n .  

* ( 1 1 30)  
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O nce it was already in the publ ic  domain the Member 
for St.  Norbert ( M r. Angus), myself, and other Members 
of the commi ttee considered that i i  was a leg i t imate 
veh icle for the ask ing of q uestions, for the formulat ing 
of q uest ions.  We were not jeopardiz ing anyth ing ;  we 
were not t ryin g  to pu l l  out  any i nformat ion which was 
not a l ready a part of the p u b l ic domain .  A l l  we were 
trying to do was to ask q uestions aroun d  the document 
which had a l ready been made pub l ic elsewhere and 
had just been made pub l ic  i n  Manitoba. That  was a 
deal which the M i n ister of Finance ( M r. Manness) 
pretended to know a great deal about dur ing the course 
of the even ing .  I foun d  i t  somewhat shocking  for the 
Attorney General  (Mr. McCrae) to say today that was 
a copy of the deal which the M i n ister had not seen 
before. 

An Honourable Member: U nbel ievable. 

Mr. Cowan: That is  u nbel ievable. l t  also again d oes 
not reflect what happened that evening because when 
we talked about the share p urchase agreement with 
the M i nister of F inance ( M r. Manness), he  was very, 
very in formed as to whether or not that was the f ina l  
package, whether or not t here would be changes made 
to that package. He seemed to  know what he was 
talk ing about .  The problem was that he d i d  not want 
to talk about it  N ow for the Attorney General, for the 
G overnment H ouse leader ( M r. M cCrae), to say that 
the M i nister had never seen that deal before d oes not 
at a l l  reflect what had actual ly been said that evening .  

He sa id  that the Government 's ob ligation was to 
ensure that the G overnment was able to get the  best 
possib le deal. M r. Chairperson, we bel ieve that is  not 
o n l y  t h e  G overn m e n t ' s  o b l iga t ion  b u t  t hat  is t h e  
ob l igat ion of a l l  t h e  Members o f  t h e  legis lat u re. We 
b e l i eved i t  when  we were G overn m e n t ,  w h e n  we 
provided the share purchase agreement for the Flyer 
deal before i t  was consummated.  We believe i t  i n  
O pposit ion.  We t h i n k  that a l l  of us have an ob l igat ion 
and a responsib i l ity to ensure that Manitobans get the 
best poss ib le deals through our work here. We d o  not 
bel ieve we can do  that when the M i nister is not p repared 
to answer q uestions, but we understand the Rules. We 
u nderstand the Rules that we cannot force a M i n ister 
or  a Government to answer questions, but  we feel it 
is  even much more d i fficu l t ,  u n fair, unprecedented and 
u nparl iamentary for them not just to refuse to answer 
questions but to walk out en masse on a com m i ttee 
where those q uestions are being asked . The fact is, 
they have an ob l igat ion ,  we h ave an obl igat ion.  They 
were not al lowing us to l ive u p  to our own ob l igat ion 
and our  own responsib i l i ty. 

H e  says there is noth ing i n  the Ruies book that forces 
a Member to be present.  There is Rule No. 1 1  which 
cal ls !or leave of the House. Then he said because that 
Ru le  has not been i nvoked when the Leader of the 
O pposit ion ( M rs. Carstai rs) left  or  when he left  or  when 
someone else left, i t  was real ly  a Ru le that was of n o  
value. T h e  fact is when the Leader o f  the O p posit ion 
leaves or when any of us leave, as long as t here is  a 
q u orum i n  the H ouse, we do not stop the bus iness of 
the House. I bel ieve that Ru le was put i n  there to make 
certain that the business of the Legislatures and  the 
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Parl iaments could cont inue on and that there could 
not be walkouts of the sort that there h ave been which 
are u n p recedented . 

When the Leader of the Opposit ion,  whether it is the 
official Opposition or the New Democratic Party Caucus, 
or  when any one of us, or  any group of us, leave th is  
House,  we do  not seek leave because by our  leaving 
the House we are not d isrupt ing the business of the 
H ouse. I can tel l you, M r. Chairperson,  i f  was to d isrupt 
the business of the House we would seek leave because 
we do not want to stoo the bus iness of t11e H ouse by 
u s i n g  tact ics  w h i ch are u n pa r l i a m e n t ary a n d  
contemptuous o f  the business o f  t h e  H ouse. The fact 
is, the reason that i t  has not been used is t hat the 
normal a bsence of an i n d iv idual d oes not br ing the 
H o u se d own , but  when the M i n i s ter  and t h e  
Conservative Caucus Members a n d  t h e  Chairperson 
left, i t  did i m pede the committee. 

let us  take a look at what actual l y  was said that 
evening  with respect to the length of t ime of the 
committee. We knew that we had a number of  q uestions 
to ask, and on page 21 i of the commi ttee I made the 
fo l lowi n g  statement :  "Then I wou l d  s u g g est , M r. 
Chairperson,  that we should continue on,  and I would 
suggest that i t  wi l l  take us most of the night to  answer 
your earl ier q uest ion and probably in to the morning." 
N ow the earl ier q uestion was, how long are we going 
to  s i t? 

M r. Manness' comment at that end was,  wel l ,  i am 
sorry, we are going to walk out.  l t  was not: we are 
going to  walk out at 2 :20 ,  or: I am sorry I can only 
stay unt i l  three o'c lock,  or: I am sorry, I can only stay 
unt i l  one o'clock. His comment was a very defin it ive: 
so be it; so be it .  i t  sounds l i ke the captain on Star 
Trek ,  make i t  happen . 

The fact is,  he agreed that we wou l d  be t here, i f  
necessary, through t h e  n ight  a n d  probably i n t o  t h e  
morn i n g .  A b i t  later, M r. Angus h a d  m a d e  a statement 
with respect to the time of the committee meeting and 
the Chairman said :  Very wel l  put ,  M r. Angus. M r. 
M i n ister. M r. Manness said :  M r. Chairman,  I am sorry, 
but i n  reviewing the t imetables of M r. Bessey and myself, 
t here are no other options avai lable this week. The 
suggestion was that we meet later in the week, the 
next d ay, and later i n  the week. So I would suggest 
that we continue through the n ight .  

An Honourable Member: Who suggested that? 

Mr. Cowan: The M i nister of F inance said ,  I woul d  
suggest that w e  cont inue through t h e  n ight .  When we 
to ld h i m  that i n  fact we would probably be there most 
of the night and in to the morn ing ,  he sai d ,  so be it ,  
agreed,  and then he even,  h imself, not two paragraphs 
later  sai d ,  we shal l  cont inue through the n ight .  

The fact is ,  M r. Chairperson ,  that is not an uncommon 
practice, or it is not an unprecedented practice. I should 
say it  i s  uncommon and i t  is  u nusual ,  i t  is  not an 
u n p recedented p ract ice of  t h i s  H ou s e  to have 
committee meetings go through the n ight .  l t  h as been 
d one when the Conservatives were i n  p ower p reviously 
and i t  h as been done when the NDP has been in power. 
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None of us l ike i t .  We try to avo i d  it  by suggest ing  that 
we have other meetings dur ing the d ay. 

The M i n ister of F inance d isagreed with that. H e  said 
it was impossible for h im and his staff to be there, so 
let us go the ful l  n ight .  l t  was their choice to go  the 
fu l l  n ight ,  not the committee 's  choice to  go the fu l l  
n ight .  We were only operat ing under t h e  assum pt ion 
that they were prepared to sit t here through the n ight ,  
if i t  took us that long to continue  our  work. 

The quest ion,  therefore, is not  whether or not there 
was a quorum; there indeed was a quorum.  I f  there 
was not a quorum, if one wanted to make the argument 
there was not a quorum,  then there are ways of 
adjourning a committee for the lack of q uorum and 
they were not fol lowed. 

The H ansard shows that there was a quorum,  that 
substitutions were appropriate. The Hansard shows that 
there was no adjournment for a lack of quorum,  so 
that is  a facetious argument ,  absurd argument,  a 
pathetic argument on the part of the Attorney General . 

I want to make one other point and then a suggest ion.  
The other point- 1  am sorry, I want to make one other 
comment with respect to whether or  not the M i ni ster 
was p repared to sit through the even ing .  He also said 
later on page 2 1 4  of the Hansard , "The evening  is 
open. I am prepared to answer q uest ions through the 
evening ."  Through the eveni n g ,  he had said earl ier, 
through the n ight ,  he had said earl ier, probably into 
the morning.  

The fact is,  M r. Chairperson ,  I want to talk about 
commitment and the fact that the H ouse Leader for 
the Government d oes not feel that i t  is necessary to 
keep commitments, because t here are no  rules or  
p recedents that Parties to a deal must keep their  end 
of the deaL 

Listen to what the M i n ister of F inance ( M r. Manness) 
said ,  which is  somewhat d ifferent .  H e  said ,  "I take 
seriously al l  the comm itments I make. That is why we 
are sitt ing here tonight I made a commitment some 
three weeks ago to report back to this committee, with 
respect to certain processes at The Pas. That is  why 
we are sitt ing here. I ndeed, the in i t iative that was called 
i nto place to have this meet ing sit was because f inal ly, 
l ast week, I received some detai l  from Repap and that 
a l lowed us to make th is presentat ion tonight I am very 
cognizant of commitments I make, and I try to carry 
through on them . "  

Wel l ,  t h e  commitment he m ade was to sit through 
the evening.  The commitment he made was to cal l the 
committee meeting to d iscuss the M anfor deaL There 
was no restriction as to the type of q uest ions we could 
ask. There was only a caveat on what answers woul d  
be provided a n d  w e  accepted that .  I f  i n  fact t h e  answers 
were such that they jeopard ized the negotiat ions,  we 
would  try not to press, although that was a decision 
that al l  of us had to make, not just one Party, and we 
agreed that we would cont inue o n  unti l  those quest ions 
were put.  

The fact is  that the M i n ister of F inance left the 
committee meet ing ,  the Conservative Members left the 
comm ittee meet i n g ,  the C ha i r person recessed t h e  
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c o m m it tee meet i n g ,  a n d  w h at i s  e v e n  m o r e  
c o n te m p t u o u s  i s  t h ey refused , a l o n g  w i t h  t h e  
Government H ouse Leader, to br ing t hat committee 
back to Session the next d ay, the day after or the d ay 
after. That is contempt 

Let me define what contempt of the House is .  As 
M ay suggests, any act or omission which o bstructs or 
i mpedes either House of Parl iament i n  the performance 
of its functions or which has a tendency, d irectly or 
ind i rectly, to produce such results may be treated as 
contempt even though t here is  no precedent of the 
offence. 

The fact is that ,  when they left the committee, whether 
there was a quorum in the Attorney General 's  m i n d  or 
not, not only did they b reak their commitment and 
break the deal, they also undertook an action which 
impeded the work of the H ouse, obstructed the work 
of the H ouse, and that is  contempt.  That is  why we 
are here today, not to l isten to s i l ly arguments by the 
Attorney General as to why we should not be here,  but 
to f igure out how we stop that from occurr ing i n  the 
future. 

* ( 1 1 40)  

There is a way that  can be d one. I woul d  suggest, 
as has the House Leader for my caucus, and I th ink  
others have ind icated agreement w i th  the process, that 
we i m mediately call the Ru les Committee. The R ules 
Committee would be empowered to deal with th is  
specific issue, as wel l as any other issues, which 
Mem bers want to br ing forward with respect to how 
they feel the business of th is  H ouse can funct ion better. 
That is  not necessary just because of th is  i ncident,  
a lthough i t  is predicated upon th is occurrence. 1t is  
n ecessary because we are in  a n ew realm of  
Government which is not one with which we have a 
g reat deal of fami l iarity. 

We are in a minority Government situation n ow. lt is 
poss ib le that after the next elect ion we wi l l  be i n  a 
m inority Government situat ion.  We have an opportunity 
now, as a minority G overnment situation ,  to take a look 
at  R u l e s  w h i c h  wer e esta b l i shed  for m a j o r i ty  
G overn ment circumstances and to see if they apply 
wel l to a m inority Government situat ion,  and that m ay 
be to the advantage of the Government.  

I f  I were the Government,  I would want to put a Rule 
that says the committees shal l  end their  d iscussions 
at midn ight .  Who wants to sit here past midnight? That 
would prevent any such occurrence of this from ever 
happening again .  The committee would  automatical ly 
shut d own at m idn ight ,  just as the House automatical ly 
shuts down at ten o'clock, or  eight o '  clock- excuse 
me, six o 'clock. 

There is precedent for that rule.  Maybe we can make 
it  1 2 :30,  m aybe we can make i t  1 0 :30.  If you ask 
i would p refer to have it  at n i ne ,  because am gett i ng  
older and  go  to bed earlier, bu t  u nderstand that 
are much more vigorous in their  l ifestyle than 
t hey want to stay here t i l l  1 2 ,  would be prepared 
the odd occasion to keep my eyes open u nt i l  
o'clock to  m ake certain that a quorum was maintained 
i f  that was requ i red, aithough would t ry to gel myself 
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off the com m i ttee i n  the f irst i nstance, not through a 
substitution of the sort which the Attorney General f inds 
offensive, but other ways. 

The fact i s  that could be one of the t h i ngs t hat we 
d iscuss at the comm ittee. We can also d i scuss how it  
i s  the m a j o r i t y  P a r t y, in a m i n o r i t y  s i t u at i o n ,  t h e  
govern i n g  P arty, deals with t h e  fact t h at t hey cannot 
rule the H ouse as t hey can i n  a majority situat i o n .  They 
h ave found that from t i m e  to t i me, t h ey bel ieve that 
makes it d ifficult  for them to operate. 

We could also, from a m i nority G overnment,  o r  from 
� m i n o rity Party situat i o n ,  put  on the Tab l e  suggestions 
m the true

_
spirit of negotiations and consensus b u i l d i n g ,  

a n d  t h at 1s the way the R u les Committee operates. 
I deas t h at we h ave with respect to m a k i n g  the H ouse 
f u n c t i o n  b e t t e r  a n d  p ro t e c t i n g  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  a l l  
i n d i v i d u � l s ,  p r o t e c t i n g  n ot o n l y  t h e  r i g h t s  o f  t h e  
Government,  b u t  t h e  r ights o f  al l  Mem bers, and when 
would one h ave a better t i m e  to d o  t h at than when 
one is  in a m i nority G overn ment situation ?  That forces 
the p rocess, t h at forces the negotiat ions,  t h at forces 

• 
a consensus. Why is it t h at t h i s  Government has been 
afraid to call  the Rules Committee, even alth o u g h  we 
h ave asked them to cal l  the Rules Committee on 
n u m erous occasions s ince they h ave been elected to 
G overnment? 

As the Mem ber for Thom pson ( M r. Ashton) said ,  t h e  
f e a r  is that the m inority Parties w o u l d  h ijack t h e  
comm ittee. I d o  n o t  k now if  h e  h as gotten t h at d i rectly 
from the H ouse Leader, o r  i f  h e  h as i n ferred t h at from 
comments, but t h at certainly i s  my a nalysis as wel l .  

I can tel l  h i m  that w e  are n o t  here to obstruct t h e  
business o f  t h e  H ouse; none o f  us are here to o bstruct 
the business of the H ouse. We are here t o  make certain 
that every M e m be r  h as their right t o  participate fu l ly  
i n  t h e  business of the H ouse and to ensure that, where 
necessary, the Government h as the ways that are 
req u i re d  of i t  to make the decisions u po n  which it  w i l l  
be re-elected or not be re-elected. 

We u nderstand t h at i s  the way the p rocess works, 
a n d  w e  accept t h at .  The f a c t  is t h at t h e  R u l es 
C o m m ittee, in a m i nority G overnment situat i o n ,  is the 
best type of R ules Comm ittee and the best t iming for 
a R ules Committee to make decisions o n  how to o perate 
in a m in o rity situat i o n .  

I t h i n k  we h ave an opportunity avai lable t o  u s  that 
h as been avai lable to us for t h e  p ast couple of years, 
but the Government h as been afraid to enter i n t o  t h ose 
negotiations. I u n derstand why, because t h ey are not 
very g o?d n�otiators, but we w i l l  h e l p  them. 1 say, we, 
all Part1es Will help them try t o  str ike as good a deal 
as possi ble to keep the H ouse funct i o n i n g .  T h ey need 
not fear a h ijacki n g .  They only need fear w h at w i l l  
h a ppen i f  they c o n t i n u e  t o  refuse t o  cal l  t h e  R ules 
Committee and this matter i s  n ot dealt with.  S o  there 
def in itely was obstruct ion ism on the eve n i n g  t hat t h e  
c o m m ittee shut  d o w n ,  n otwit h sta n d i n g  t h e  revisionist 
pathetic,  absurd arguments of t h e  G overnment Hous� 
Leader. - ( interjecti o n )- The M i n ister of Labour ( M rs.  
H a m m o n d ) , a r e a l  t r a i l b re a k e r  o n  the h i g h  road , 
references t h e  fact that th is  is not t h e  h i g h  road . 

I wi l l  tel l  you what was not the h ig h  road . lt was the 
l owest r o a d  t h at I h av e  ever s e e n  t a k e n  in  t h i s  
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Legislat u re w h e n  t h e  M i n ister o f  Finance ( M r. M anness) 
walked out of the committee meeti n g  along with h is  
Conservative col l eagues and the Chair  walked out and 
did not come back. That i s  t h e  l ow road . That is about 
as l ow as you can sink,  except for the desperate attempt 
by the G overnment H ouse Leader ( M r. M cCrae) today 
n ot to apologize for what happened, but to try to d istract 
people from the real issues at hand because they are 
afraid to call the Ru les Committee. 

M r. Chairperson ,  there w i l l  be t i m e  to d i scuss that 
particular suggest i o n ,  but I hope when it is d i scussed 
the Government w i l l  not react out of fear as t h ey h ave 
in the p ast, but w i l l  react out of a desire, a true desire 
t o  make the House function as best i t  can o n  a m in o rity 
Government situat ion.  Perhaps by this sad event in the 
h istory of this Legislature we are able t o  b r i n g  some 
positive ideas forward and turn it  from a negative event, 
of which none of us should take any pr ide,  into an event 
t h at we are able to use to m ak e  our work easier and 
to make o u r  responsi b i l it ies more clearly k n own and 
to set u p  p rocedu res and practices t h at ensure we are 
able to work to the degree t h at we feel  i s  n ecessary 
to l i v e  u p  to o u r  o b l i g a t i o n  to e n s u r e  t h at t h e  
Government gets t h e  best deals in  whatever deals i t  
m akes a n d  a t  the same t i m e  ensure t h at t h e  m i nority 
and the majority voices i n  this Legislature h ave the 
opportunity to make themselves heard.  

Mr. Chairman: Thank you, M r. Cowan.  M r. P razni k .  

Mr. Praznik: M r. Chairman , I c o m e  to th is  committee 
the same way as many other Mem bers sit here in that 
we were not part of the incidents of that part icular night 
or part of t h at particular comm ittee's activities. 

I also come to this committee not having participated 
in the debate in the Legislature as to whether th is matter 
s h o u l d  c o m e  to t h e  C o m m i ttee o f  P r i v i l eges a n d  
Elections,  nor I would add,  d i d  I vote o n  t h at matter. 

I d i d  so knowin g  t h at I was a M e m ber of th is 
committee, because I wanted the opportunity to judge 
this,  I th ink,  i n  as u n biased manner as possi b le, g ive n  
t h at I am a Mem ber. One has to appreciate the pol it ics 
t h at we ai l  bear. 

I real ly woul d  l i k e  to see th is  d ebate move on, but 
I am forced to make one comment with respect to the 
speech from the Mem ber for C h u rc h i l l  ( M r. Cowan). I 
f ind it very u n believable when the M e m ber for Churc hi l l  
says t h at h i s  Party a n d  h e  i n  part icu l ar h ave done 
nothi n g  to o bstruct the business of t h e  H ouse. 

As a new Member of this H ouse, as I sat in m y  third
row desk, on n umerous occasions I h ave seen the 
Mem ber for Churchi l l  i n  h i s  role as N D P  H ouse Leader 
purposely push Members out of the H ouse, tap h i s  own 
Mem bers o n  the shoulder, try to push M e mbers out i n  
order to d o  a quorum cal l .  I even saw h i m  o n  o n e  
occasion p u s h  the Mem ber f o r  Transcona ( M r. Kozak) 
into the Speaker's Chair i n  order to get a quorum cal l .  
I n  no case d i d  he ever seek t h e  permission of t h e  H ouse 
to d o  so. I j u st find it u n be l ievable that h e  makes those 
arguments when he is probably one of the m ost partisan 
Mem bers of this H ouse who k n ows the Rules very wel l 
and uses them, even beyond t h e  Ru les on occasion, 
to fu l f i l l  h is ends. 
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M r. Chairman, what I wou ld  l ike to d o  now is  have 
th is committee look at- real ly, there are three issues 
here, there are three levels of issues. There is  obviously 
the pol it ical debate t hat is going to be part of any 
committee of this Legislature of the H ouse. We have 
witnessed a good portion of that in the last few minutes. 

M r. Chairman, there are also a couple of other major 
levels of d iscussion.  The first one, of course, is  the
the second one,  I should say, is  the q uestion of contempt 
put to this committee by the Speaker. That is a very 
serious charge. That is a serious decision that th is  
committee has to make,  and i t  is  one that involves, 
need less to say, a good look at the events of that 
committee. I ndeed, the Member for Fort Garry ( M r. 
Laurie Evans) made reference in h is opening comments 
to Hansard and the record of H ansard . I th ink  when 
we examine that record , we see a whole h ost of errors 
on the part of the Clerk's staff, on the part of the Chair, 
M r. G i l leshammer- an d  I acknowledge that - o n  the 
part of Members of that com mittee, i n  fact, of al l  parties. 
Perhaps the Liberal Party was the only one, truly at 
that t ime,  at 2:30, that had its fu l l  contingent at that 
committee d u ly constituted , and I fu l ly acknowledge 
that .  

* ( 1 1 50) 

When one looks at those issues, the m atters and 
argu ments raised by the Government House Leader 
( M r. McCrae) becom e  a very i mportant part of that 
considerat ion ,  because when you are deal ing  with 
questions of contempt,  when you are deal ing with the 
actions of the Chair of that committee, one has to look 
at whether or  not t here was a quoru m .  That i s  very 
fundamental - and how that was constituted. I say th is  
to the Member for Church i l l  (Mr. Cowan), that is  not 
to dodge the issue,  but if  you are looking at what 
happened, one has to look at those very technical 
m atters that are on the record of H ansard. That is 
crit ical . 

If th is committee is going to make a rul ing that indeed 
Members of th is  House were i n  contempt, then every 
aspect of that contem pt has to be met. I f  the Mem ber 
for Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan) or  other Members are not 
comfortable with dealing with this issue from that basis, 
then perhaps they should not be at this Table,  because 
we are i n  essence a court of l aw judging our col leagues 
in this House. I f  we were sitt ing on a court as a judge, 
judging any of our constituents, we would have to look 
at al l  those aspects. That is  not to say that there is  a 
th i rd level of debate at th is committee. i n  fact,  I th ink  
out  of th is  whole issue, i t  leads naturally to th is  level 
of d iscussion,  and that is on  the Rules of our House. 

1 can tel l  you , as a Government backbencher, that 
I share a great deal of frustrat ion i n  the current Rules 
of this Assembly. One of them has to deal with the way 
we examine Crown corporat ions. I ndeed, our whole 
process of bringing Crowns to  committees of this 
Legislature to hear their  annual  reports, I th ink ,  is  really 
nonsense. I say that because i f  you look at the record , 
what is the penalty if a com mittee of th is  H ouse d oes 
not  a p p rove t h e  a n n u a l  repor t  of any  C rown 
corporation? What is the penalty? Does the Crown 
corporation shut down? No, it  does not. There i s  no 
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penalty. When you look back on the record I understand 
that Flyer Industries, for example, their '84, '85 and ' 86 
annual  reports were never approved by committees of 
th is  Legislature. 

The reality of it  is, as Members of th is House, we ai l 
w o u l d  l i k e  t h e  o p po r t u n i ty  t o  exam i n e  C rown 
corporat i o n s ,  and so we use t h i s  req u i re m e n t  o f  
approval o f  annual reports to  do that, with a l l  its 
l i mitat ions and requ i rements for agreement i n  order to 
expand those l i mitat ions. We bend the rules. That k ind 
of structure leads to, I would  say, the d isastrous course 
of events that took p lace, and not d isastrous for the 
Government or  for one Party, but for a l l  of us as 
Members of this Legislature. 

During the course of these d iscussions, I have heard 
some comments about whether there was a quorum ,  
and that is  facetious argument, and i t  i s  a si l ly argument. 
i t  is  not a s i l ly argument. l t  is not being put forward 
to say t h at t h e  M e m b e r  for M i n nedosa  ( M r. 
G i l leshammer) was r ight or wrong in walk ing out to 
recess, or  recessing that committee, or walk ing out at 
that t ime.  I ndeed , the quest ion before th is  committee 
is, was there a contempt in doing so? But, if the q uorum 
had fal len below that number at that t ime, then anyth ing 
that committee d id at that particular time, M r. Chairman, 
was not proper. The committee did not exist. That is 
something that this committee has to examine in  deal ing 
with the contempt charge. 

M r. Chairman, when you go over the records of 
H ansard , and I have looked at those records very 
c losely, you see a whole comedy of errors. At no point 
d id  the Clerk ' s  staff, the Clerk, advise the Chairman.  
At no point d id  any Member raise q uestions about i t ,  
but i t  is  certainly part  of what th is  committee would 
h ave to look at i n  f ind ing contempt. 

That d oes not mean that the Member walk ing out 
or recessing the committee was someth ing that should 
happen, but i f  there was no committee constituted at 
that t ime,  then I cannot see how one can send a 

contempt charge or a recom mendation that there was 
contempt back to the Legislature. 

The Government House Leader ( M r, McCrae) also 
raised another very important issue that I th ink  has 
been kind of pushed aside by Opposit ion spokesmen 
a l itt le b it .  l t  is  one that this comm ittee real ly h as to 
look at very seriously i n  the quest ion of contempt. That 
is  what responsib i l ity M i n isters have in  coming t o  the 
Leg is lature  or  c o m m i ttees of the Leg i s l at u re .  We 
obviously know, if they need the approval of the H ouse 
or a committee of the H ouse, that they have tc come 
to the committee of the H ouse. 

There are a lot of th ings that happen in Government 
that are with in the Executive branch ,  i n  which case the 
responsib i l ity is that of  the Government to  the  House, 
and a q uestion of confidence. i raise that n o! to 
u p  a stone wal l  i n  deal ing  with a lot of the issues 
come out of that whole matter, but if you are going 
look at those from the aspect of contempt, then 
have to look at the techn ical matters that are 
that. 

M r. Chairman,  I raise that because i th ink  
are going to  get  in to ,  as a committee, if we deal 
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strictly that contempt matter and its techn ical aspects, 
i s  a long wrang l ing on issues and points.  I th ink  there 
is  a consensus here, or  I detect a consensus from 
d iscussions with Members i n  the House and from 
Members of th i s  committee over the last number of 
months,  that t here is  a great desire to  see u s  as a 
Legis lature clean up our rules and come to some 
consensus, an a i l -Party consensus, with respect to the 
kind of rules we need to operate. 

I ndeed , the Mem ber for Fort Rouge ( M r. Carr), the 
Member for F l in  F lon ( M r. Storie) and myself had the 
opportun i ty to ta lk  with  other parl iamentarians, through 
the Commonwealth Par l iamentary Associat ion ,  about 
th i ngs that are o n  the ir  agendas for ru le changes. What 
became very evident i n  our d iscussions is the way we 
operate as a Leg is lature is very much beh i n d  the t imes 
for other Legis latures. At 2 :30 i n  the morn ing ,  at a 
committee meeting ,  which probably should i)ave never 
happened at 2 :30,  and we acknowledge the M i nister 
agreed to that ,  to  be there t i l l  !ate in the evening
but  that does not  excuse the  fact that we  have a problem 
as a Legis lature i n  the way we operate. I woul d  hope 
that i f  we deal with m atters of  contempt, M r. Chairman, 
that th is  committee d oes look at a l l  t hose aspects fair ly. 

Yes,  th is  committee may not be h appy with the way 
M r. G i l leshammer behaved , but i t  has to acknowledge 
that there was a q uorum problem at 2:30 in  the morning.  
l t  m ay not  be happy with the way m atters were handled ,  
b u t  i t  h as to acknowledge that rules were n o t  fo l lowed 
by M r. G i l leshammer as Chairman,  by the Clerk staff 
in doing subst itut ions.  That is  as much a part of the 
debate on contempt as any other  issue. 

l t  also has to acknowledge that there are some 
fundamental quest ions about m i n isterial respons ib i l i ty 
and the l ines that are d rawn around i t  with respect to 
committees. l t  also has to acknowledge that we have 
a p roblem with the way in which we br ing our Crown 
corporat ions to  committees in that i t  i s  not real ly an 
effect ive way for Members of this House, Government 
backbenchers or  Opposit ion Members, to q uestion 
Crown corporations.  

I would hope, M r. Chair, that we can m ove off that 
pol i t ical q uest ion .  I am hoping that th is  committee wi l l  
recogn ize there were a whole h ost o f  problems that 
evening for which everyone was responsib le,  and we 
can get to the rule changes, to d iscussions about where 
we go on clean ing up our whole act as a Legislature 
so that t hese k inds  of problems d o  not happen again .  

Mr. Chairman: Thank you . M r. Carr. 

Mr. James Carr (fori !Rouge): i wi l l  be br ief and focus 
in  mostly on one narrow area of debate this morn ing .  
When we walked into the comm ittee room, we were 
asked, some of us, by members of the press, i f  we 
expected f ireworks. The response from some of us was, 
wel l ,  we hoped not, because it was a serious m atter 
that was to be raised . We thought  i t  could be dealt 
wit h ,  with reasonableness and tolerance. 

I am disappointed i n  the way the debate has unfolded 
this morning .  I am part icu larly u nhappy and surprised 
and d isappointed at the speech of the G overnment 
House Leader ( M r. M cCrae). 
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M r. Chairperson,  on two occasions,  on t h e  4 t h  of 
October, when the Government H ouse Leader had an 
opportunity to advise the S peaker before the Speaker 
h ad i n  fact made a ru l ing ,  and again on January 1 0 ,  
when the G overn ment House Leader made a speech 
in the H ouse commenting on the ru l ing and advising 
as to whether or  not the m atter ought to be referred 
to th is  committee. 

* ( 1 200) 

O n  n e i t h e r  o f  t h ose two occasi o n s  d i d  t h e  
G overnment House Leader raise t h e  issue o f  quorum. 
O n  neither of those occasions d i d  the Government 
H ouse Leader say to the Speaker on October 4 ,  when 
the Speaker was asking for advice, or  o n  Janu ary 1 0 ,  
when he was commenting on the appropriateness o f  
d e b at i n g  t h e  m at ter  at  t h i s  c o m m i t tee ,  t hat  t h e  
Committee o f  Economic Development was impro perly 
constituted or t here was a problem of q u orum. Neither, 
M r. Chairperson ,  was t hat issue raised on the even ing 
of May 1 ,  M ay 2, itself. it raises and begs the q uest ion ,  
why the G overnment House Leader is br ing ing up that 
i ssue today in front of th is  committee, when on at least 
two other occasions the Government House Leader 
had an opportunity to br ing i t  up. implic i t  in that 
comment,  M r. Chairman, is a reflection on the decision 
of the Chair. Let me read from the January iO  speech 
of the G overnment H ouse Leader { M r. McCrae). This 
is  the very speech where no mention was made of 
quorum .  

I am q uot ing:  " l t  does t h e  N D P  no good either t o  
i nvoke t h e  name o f  t h e  S peaker when i t  comes t o  
anyth ing to  d o  with th is  House, because they, l i ke their  
fr iends i n  the L iberal Party, routinely burn the S peaker 
and show n o  respect whatsoever for h im .  Speaking out 
of the other sides of their mouths when on the day of 
his selection they were so p leased that this S peaker 
would take his p lace i n  this Chamber and be respected 
by all of the Members, and we talk about ail the respect 
we have for the Speaker and for each other, and then 
we act the way we do ."  

M r. Chairperson,  i f  t he  Government H ouse Leader 
had, i n  h is  possession,  facts and f igures and evidence 
that that committee was somehow n ot constituted 
properly, and did not raise i t  on  the n ight  of M ay 1 
and the morn ing of M ay 2, and d id  not raise it i n  h is  
speech of October 4 ,  when he was asked for advice 
before the Speaker made his ru l ing and did not br ing 
i t  up aga in  on January 10 ,  when he was asked to  advise 
the H ouse on the appropriateness of referring the 
motion to th is  committee, then we can only assume 
that the Government H ouse Leader (Mr. McCrae), in  
preparation for th is  committee, was try ing to  j ustify a 
technical i ty. 

M r. Chairperson ,  a l l  of !he evidence that has been 
brought before this comm i ttee is  that there were never 
at any t ime fewer than six Members present on the 
evening of M ay 1 .  11 there is  evidence to  the contrary, 
the G overnment H ouse Leader had an ob l igation to 
br ing t hat to the Speaker' s  attent ion in h is  speech of 
October 4 or on the debate that was to d iscuss the 
referral of this very i mportant matter to this committee. 

M r. Chairperson, i f  we can try to refocus the debate 
a l itt le b i t .  Beauchesne's 4th Edit ion,  Citation 1 08. ( 1 )  
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offers the fol lowing defin it ion of contempt and I quote: 
Anyth ing which may be considered a contempt of court 
by a tr ibunal is  a breach of pr iv i lege if  perpetuated 
against Parl iament, such as wi l fu l  d isobedience to  or 
open d isrespect of the val id  rules, orders, or p rocess, 
or the d ignity and authority of the House, whether by 
d i sorder ly, conte m ptuous  or  i n so l e n t  l a n g u ag e  or 
behaviour or other d isturb ing conduct or by a mere 
fai lu re to obey its orders. A mere fai l u re.  

M r. Chairperson, i n  h is  ru l ing ,  the Speaker says and 
I quote: "With respect to the actions of the H onourable 
M i nister of F inance ( M r. Manness) and the former 
Chairperson of the committee, the Honourable Member 
for M innedosa (Mr. G i l leshammer), the i nformation 
provided has establ ished, on the basis of the defin it ions 
of contempt cited earl ier i n  th is  ru l ing ,  a pr ima facie 
case of contempt or privi lege. " 

M r. Chairperson ,  th is  is a very serious matter that 
r u n s  t h e  r i s k  of b o g g i n g  d ow n  i n  a l l  k i n d s  o f  
i rrelevancies, s i d e  pol it ical issues, and debate o f  a 
nature that is not befitt ing Mem bers of th is  Chamber 
or  of th is House. 

Let my last words be an appeal to  a l l  Members of 
th is  committee, that we address the issue before us 
in as sensible and as sensitive a way as we can, and 
t hat we avoi d  the tangents and the i rrelevancies which, 
u nfortunately, have characterized most of this morning's 
debate. Thank you, M r. Chairperson .  

Mr. McCrae: M r. Chairman, I d o  not  propose to d igni fy 
the comments of the Honourable Member for Churchi l l  
( M r. Cowan) w i th  any  part icular response, although i n  
m y  comments I wi l l  ind irectly respond to the Honourable 
Mem ber for Churchi lL  

I d o  not appreciate h is  atti tude towards th is  serious 
m atter. I do not appreciate some of the words that he 
uses to express h imself. For t hat reason I will not d ignify 
his comments with a response. 

Someth ing the Honourable Member for Fort Garry 
( M r. Laurie Evans) said gave me cause for concern, 
and I felt that I should deal with i t .  H e  suggested after 
I f in ished making my comments that somehow I was 
reflect ing on the ru l ing of the Speaker. With all due 
respect to the Honourable Member for Fort Garry, and 
with the greatest respect also to M r. Speaker, I must 
protest that I was not indeed reflecting on the Speaker's 
rul ing. The Speaker suggested that t his  was a pr ima 
facie matter. "Prima facie" means that there is evidence 
on its face t hat ought to be examined in the committee. 
I n  my comments earlier what I was undertaking was 
i ndeed an examination of the issues i nvolved , and I 
certain ly never would have i ntended that my comments 
should be i nterpreted by anyone as being reflective of 
the Speaker. 

I ndeed , s ince th is  Legislature began, either in the 
first Session or i n  th is  one,  not once have we moved 
to, as we call it, " burn the S peaker, "  where the 
Honourable Member for  Fort  G arry cannot make the 
same claim ,  nor can Honourable Members i n  the New 
Democrat ic Party. 

So we are judged, M r. Chairman,  by our act ions 
probably more than by our words.  F irst off, I woul d  
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deny any accusation of reflecting on the Speaker. I a m  
sor ry i f  t h at i s  t h e  w ay t h e  H o n o u rab le  M e m b e r  
i nterprets i t ,  b u t  that is certainly n o t  t he way i t  was 
i ntended. 

I would l ike to  respond very quickly also to the 
Honourable Member for  Fort Rouge (Mr. Carr)  who 
makes h is  comments, I hope and I suggest and believe, 
in a constructive fashion . He makes much of the fact 
that we d i d  not raise in d iscussions in the Chamber 
on this m atter the issue of a quorum ,  which did n ot 
ex is t  i n  t h e  S t an d i ng C o m m ittee on E co n o m i c  
Development on t h e  n ight  o f  M ay 1 and t h e  morning 
of M ay 2 of 1 989.  

Here again ,  M r. Chairman, the matter was referred 
on a pr ima facie basis to this committee for further 
examinat ion .  At the time we were d iscussing the issue 
i n  the House,  it  was to persuade the Speaker, either 
one way or the other, that there was or was not a pr ima 
facie case that ought or  ought not to be sent to th is  
committee, and we dealt  i n  a prel im inary way, much 
as we might i n  a cr iminal  situation, deal  i n  a p rel im inary 
way with matters at a prel iminary hearing.  

An Honourable Member: When d id  you know about 
that ?  

Mr. McCrae: T h e  H onourable Member asks w h e n  I 
knew about i t ,  and I wi l l  deal with that .  Let me say that 
it is part of that cr iminal  system, and I do not th ink  
the analogy is a l l  that  i ncorrect when the Honourable 
Member for Thompson (M r. Ashton) wants to talk in 
the context of al l  of th is  about cutt ing people's ears 
off. I real ly th ink  it  is probably appropriate that I make 
a crim inal court analogy. 

Not al l  matters are canvassed at preliminary hearings. 
H opeful ly, a l l  matters are canvassed at the tr ia l  of the 
matter. Th is  is the case where we are here. We are 
sitting  in  judgment on two of our honourable colleagues. 
So the Honourable Member !or Fort Rouge ( M r. Carr) 
cr it ic izes us for not raising the issue of quorum earl ier 
on. 

I can tel l  you that since after the Speaker's ru l ing ,  
i ndeed , much work was done by members of our staff 
and by Members of our caucus in preparat ion for 
today's committee. On a carefu l  review of a!l of the 
events leading u p  to  and including the events of M ay 
1 and 2 of 1 989,  it came to l ight  very clearly that t here 
was indeed no q uorum that n ight So while it i s  a 
technical matter it is nonetheless a very i mportant one. 

I f  Members of the L iberal Party want to  ignore that 
very important technical matter and proceed i n  this 
so-cal led cr iminal proceeding  against two Honourable 
Members of our House, let them stand up and say so . 

So I hope that explains why the m atter of the quorum 
came u p  at this time and not i n  the House when we 
were d iscuss ing the m atter i n  a pr ima facie way. 

• ( 1 2 1 0 )  

Now H o nourab le  M e m bers have suggested t hat 
perhaps the best way to  deal with this i s  to take a 
good look at our Rules, as the H onourable Member 
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for Osborne ( M r. Alcock) said in the H ouse one d ay, 
I th ink  on a gr ievance-yes, on a gr ievance, one of the 
many gr ievances t hat we have had t o  endu re i n  the 
course of the last two Sessions, not on ly from the 
M em bers of the L iberal Party but also from the N ew 
D e m o c r a t i c  Par ty - b u t  i n  t h at g r ievance t h e  
Honourable Member for Osborne ( M r. Alcock) d i d  say 
some th ings about how our  Rules were designed i n  
t hose t imes o f  majority Government. I have tr ied to b e  
consistent and recogn ize that w e  a r e  working in a 
m inority m i l ieu  here i n  th is  p lace. There are many, many 
c hanges that could be l ooked at. 

I d o  not quarrel with the idea of h aving a look at 
our Ru les, but  I also recogn ize that we are in a m inority 
s ituat ion and such a view or  such an examination of 
our Rules should be done in a co-operative way, and 
by way of consensus. I said I was not going to d igni fy 
the comments of the Honourable Member for Church i l l  
( M r. Cowan),  so I w i l l  n o t ,  b u t  I t h i nk  I h ave sort of 
i n d i rectly  dealt with what the Honourable Member for 
Church i l l  was talking about ,  and that is that perhaps 
the Rules Committee is  the proper place for th is  
part icular matter. I tend to  agree because I d o  not want 
t o  see anybody's ears cut off, as a matter of fact . 

M r. Chairman, I would move that th is  committee 
report to the House its recommendation that the subject 
m atter of th is  committee 's  del iberat ions be referred t o  
the Stand ing  Committee on  t h e  R ules of t h e  H ouse. 

Mr. Chairman: M r. M cCrae, did you want t o  put that 
mot ion i n  writ ing? 

Mr. McCrae: Yes,  sure. 

Mr. Chairman: M oved by the H on o u ra b l e  J ames 
M c C rae ( G o ve r n m e n t  H ou s e  Leader )  t h at t h i s  
committee report to  the H ouse its recommendations 
that the subject matter of th is committee's del iberat ions 
be referred to  the Stand ing  Committee on  Ru les of the 
House. 

An Honourable Member: What is  this subject . . . 
M r. Chairperson ?  

Mr. Chairman: That is  t h e  mot ion ,  l i k e  t h e  legal - !  cal l  
i t  wrang l ing .  I th ink that is  more or  less what subject 
m atter is .  Did you want to debate th is? Okay then,  it 
is M r. Ashton that actual ly is recogn ized by the Chair. 

Mr. Ashton: M r. Chairperson ,  I just want to open by 
referr ing to what I would say are probably the three 
most d i fficu l t  th ings for anyone to say: I was wrong,  
I made a m istake, and I apolog ize. That i s ,  I th ink ,  what 
Mem bers of this commi ttee today had hoped we wou l d  
hear from the Government H ouse Leader ( M r. M cCrae), 
that there was recogni t ion that what happened on that 
even ing  was wrong,  it was a m istake, and that the 
committee Mem bers, the two i n d iv iduals i n  part icu lar  
we are deal ing with ,  apologize. 

We have al l  had to d o  that .  I have been a Member 
of th i s  H ouse for eight years and I must admit I 
remember one occasion when I was that c lose to being 
thrown out of the Legis lature too. H ow can I forget i t?  
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I had  accused a number of M LAs of potential ly having 
intercepted my mai l .  Somebody had . I had said that 
i t  had been sent to  my o ld office, which was now 
occupied by four Conservative M LAs, and that I believed 
they had i ntercepted the mai l .  I bel ieved I was r ight .  
I bel ieved I was absolutely r ight ,  but  you k now there 
was the other side to it. The Mem bers o bjected . They 
felt t hat t hey were u nfairly being accused by my 
statements. Whether or  not my mail was i ntercepted 
or  not ,  I was wrong to ins inuate that those other 
Members had done it .  

Do you k n ow what I d i d ,  M r. C h a i rperson ?  I 
apologized, I withdrew my comments. I withdrew it i n  
t h e  Chamber. I n  t h e  eight years that I have been a 
Member of the Legislature, going on n i ne years, I have 
not been thrown out  of the Legislature. lt is because 
at t imes we all make m istakes. I had been wi l l i ng  to 
say I was wrong , I made a mistake, I apolog ize. 

I wish in a way that the M i n ister of F inance ( M r. 
M a n ness) ,  t h e  M e m b e r  f o r  M i n ned osa ( M r. 
G i l leshammer), were here today, because I sti l l  h ave 
th is  hope that we are going to hear those th ings. We 
are not hearing it from the Govern ment H ouse Leader 
(Mr. M cCrae). When he spoke in the Legislature, January 
10 ,  he really stated the posit ion of the Government,  
and th is is one of the problems with what we are dealing 
with today. H e  stated , Members of the Government 
Caucus, who were Members of that committee, have 
noth ing to apolog ize for at th is  t ime. 

M r. Chairperson ,  when I spoke before I q uoted 
Beauchesne's and I got i t  back into some of the 
h istorical p recedents i n  terms of . . . . Before the 
Member for Brandon West, the Government H ouse 
Leader ( M r. McCrae), attempts to talk once again about 
cutt ing  off ears, I said r ight at the t ime,  these are the 
kind of h istorical precedents t hat are there, and we 
are not looking at that now. This was an h istorical 
footnote, in terms of what was happening .  I raise that, 
in a way, to  put this whole thing in perspecti ve. 

Let us say that th is  was not the Legis lature and th is  
was a counci l ,  c i ty  counci l ,  l e t  us  say the Thompson 
City Counci l ,  my own commu n ity. I would  l ike t o  ask 
people just to think what the residents of my community 
would say if there was a meet ing of the city counc i l ,  
one of the members of the c i ty  counci l  was making a 
p resentation to that city council ,  some members of the 
c i ty counc i l  moved to have the counc i l  adjourn.  They 
failed to have the counci l  adjourn ,  the person making 
the presentat ion left , and then the mayor or  the deputy 
mayor, whoever was running the meet ing ,  also left, 
leaving people with a meeting that was sti l l  off icial ly 
c o n s t i t u t e d ,  but w i t h  no way o f  c o nt i n u i n g  i ts 
de l iberat ions.  

I use that analogy because that is what we are deal ing 
with here.  I s  there not some sense that i t  is  wrong to  
walk  out of a committee, that  it i s  wrong to leave the 
c o m m i t t e e  in  t hat  s i t u at i o n ?  I a m  a m azed t h e  
G overnment House Leader (Mr. M cCrae) today, after 
having spoken on M ay 19, June 2 , October 4 ,  Jan uary 
1 0 ,  and other Members of his caucus on January 1 1  
would come i n  here and suggest t hat there was lack 
of a quorum in  there. 

M r. Chairperson ,  how much longer do we h ave t o  
sit here for some recognit ion from the G overnment that 
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what happened that n ight was wrong? I just looked at 
the transcript again.  There was no mention of quorum 
i n  here. There is reference to q u orum being p resent,  
there is reference to all the substitutions that were made 
and then, on the f inal page of the H ansard, committee 
recessed at 2:22 a.m.  No one ever suggested there 
was no quoru m - not the M i n ister of F inance ( M r. 
M anness) who walked out, or the Chair of the committee 
who walked out, and I f ind it  absolutely i ncredib le  that 
the Government House Leader ( M r. McCrae) would 
come in  here today and waste the t ime of this committee 
by suggest ing that there was no quorum. There was 
no quorum called , which is  the standard procedure. lt 
was never questioned unt i l  today, February 1 3 ,  nearly 
10 months after this occurred . 

You know, I am frustrated , because I suppose the 
Government  H o u se Leader c o u l d  t reat  t h i s  as a 
debating society. He referred to it as a courtroom, and 
now just a court.  H e  talked about what had occurred 
on that night was a comedy of errors. M r. Chairperson ,  
there were errors that n ight There were mistakes made 
by two Members of this Legislature and probably more 
too. 

I bel ieve that one of the u nfortunate aspects of th is  
is,  we are not deal ing  with some of the other Members 
who walked out, and particularly those who organized 
t h e  w a l k o u t .  B u t  t h i s  is n o t  a c o m e d y  for  t h e  
Govern ment House Leader ( M r. McCrae). l t  is a very 
serious matter. There are two d imensions we are deal ing 
with that I ment ioned before in terms of the Rules. I 
th ink  we have to look at what we are deal ing  with .  

There are really only two q uest ions that we should 
be deal ing with at th is  committee. One, was i t  r ight ,  
what happened that n ight? Was i t  appropriate? Two, 
should this become a precedent? In deal ing with the 
question of whether it  was r ight ,  I bel ieve that th is  
committee st i l l  has to deal  with that quest ion.  Real ly, 
all I am looking for from the G overnment H ouse Leader, 
from the M i nister of Finance ( M r. Manness), from the 
Member for  M i nnedosa ( M r. G i l leshammer) is just  for  
them to say what they d id  was wrong,  i t  was a mistake, 
and they apologize. 

That, I believe would resolve the matter, certain ly to 
my own considerat ion and I bel ieve in terms of our  
caucus-just for  them to say, I am sorry, I made a 
mistake. In terms of the second q uest ion ,  should th is 
matter become a precedent? That is something that 
has to be dealt with through  the Rules Committee. I 
am pleased that there is f inal ly some recog nit ion -two 
hours and twenty minutes, l imited as i t  is-on the part 
of the Government House Leader (Mr. McCrae) at th is  
committee, that now we should cal l  a meeting of the 
Rules Committee, someth ing I had mentioned at the 
beginn ing of our statement, something that the Member 
for Church i l l  ( M r. Cowan) had mentioned. 

We have to deal with both those q uestions. What ! 
would suggest to this committee and to the Government 
House Leader as perhaps a way of resolving th is is 
f irst of al l ,  let  us cal l  for a meeting of the R ules 
Committee. it does not requ i re this committee to report. 
The Government House Leader can stand today after 
Question Period and cal l  a meeting of the Rules 
Committee. That is how i t  h as to be done. Those are 
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our Rules. This committee can recess today. This 
committee can sit again next week,  or fol lowing  the 
report of the Rules Committee or whatever appropriate 
t ime, so that we can deal with the other q uest ion in 
terms of what happened that n ight .  
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I bel ieve that by doing that, by gett ing it  to the Rules 
Committee now, we can deal with the main problem, 
that we have a precedent, and that by coming back 
into this committee, i f  we do have a resolution in terms 
of the Rules Committee, i t  may be that much easier 
for the Government H ouse Leader ( M r. M cCrae) and 
for the Members who were involved that n ight just to 
say, I was wrong, I made a m istake, I apolog ize. 

Let us not get into the k inds of side issues that we 
have seen th is  morning from the Government House 
Leader, the attempt to recreate h istory. Just look at 
what happened that n ight .  I just ask people once again ,  
put aside Beauchesne's.  I w i l l  quote Beauchesne's ,  the 
Rules, Maingot. I have always paid an i nterest i n  the 
Rules. I have always fol lowed the Rules of th is House.  4 
I take them seriously. But,  you know, the bottom l ine 
is  not the Ru les of the H ouse; it  i s  not  Beauchesne's; 
i t  is  not Maingot.  i t  is  common sense. 

Should the Chairperson of a committee and a M i nister 
appearing before the committee be able to walk out 
of committee and prevent that committee from sitting? 
I bel ieve not.  I f  that was t he case, if  that precedent 
was to be fol lowed , I could be talk ing r ight n ow, the 
Government H ouse Leader could  walk out of the 
committee, the Chairperson cou ld walk  out of the 
committee, and accord ing to what happened that 
evening ,  th is  Pr iv i leges and Elections Committee coul d  
be paralyzed.  

Is  that the k ind of precedent we want i n  th is House? 
That is  the precedent that we have because of the 
events of M ay 1 ,  1 989. As we sit here,  nearly 1 0  months 
later, I th ink a resolution is  clearly before us. Let us 
get the Ru les Committee cal led.  Let  us h ave th is  
committee come back i n  after the Rules Committee 
has dealt with necessary changes to the Rules, and let 
us ask the M i nister of Finance ( M r. Manness) and the 
Member for M i nnedosa ( M r. G i l leshammer) to come. 
I hope the Government House Leader (Mr. M cCrae) wi l l  
not  take me wrong when I make the suggestion, perhaps 
the Government House Leader should take h imself off 
the committee and just allow the Member for M innedosa 
and the M i n ister of Finance to come in here. 

I bel ieve part of the problem is  that the Government 
H ouse Leader, as he said once aga in ,  kept saying ,  that 
t h e  M e m bers of t h e  c o m m i tt e e  h ave n o t h i n g  t o  
apologize for. I bel ieve that if he would withdraw from 
t his, at th is  point i n  t ime, and just a l low those two 
ind ividuals to  come here, I bel ieve that the Member 
for M i n ne d o s a  and t h e  M i n i s t e r  of  F i n ance  are  
i n d iv iduals of  i ntegrity. I th ink i f  you  ask  them i n  th is  
committee i f  they fe ! t  what  happened was r ight ,  they 
wou ld  say, no ,  t hey made a mistake, and they apolog ize 
for i t .  

So that is  why I suggest , let us  get the Rules 
Committee sitt ing.  Let us come back into this committee 
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once we h ave been able to deal with the Rules q uestion 
and let u s  get some common sense into th is .  We need 
to deal with the fact that was not the appropriate th ing .  
I th ink  the G overnment H ouse Leader ( M r. McC rae), i f  
he  would reflect on i t ,  woul d  realize that we h ave to  
d o  someth ing  to resolve th is  very serious p recedent 
that took p lace. 

Mr. Laurie Evans: M r. Chairperson,  I want to respond 
fi rst ly to  the Government H ouse Leader ( M r. McCrae) 
in terms of the quoru m .  I t h i nk  he wants a d efin i t ive 
statement from us, and I wil l make i t  as d efin i t ive as 
I poss ib ly  can. We are not p repared to accept the 
argument that there was not a val i d  quorum.  l t  is an 
argument  that,  as far as I am concerned,  i f  .it was to 
be-

Mr. Chairman: M r. Evans,  we were real ly debat ing  the 
motion that had been made by M r. M cCrae. 

Mr. Laurie Evans: As far as I am concerned , i t  is  
relevant,  because we are look ing  at th is  as havin g  been 
a d u ly constituted comm i ttee that was aborted in terms 
of its ab i l ity to complete its function and certa in ly are 
not w i l l i ng  to accept the argument that i t  should be 
swept u nder  the rug on the technical ity of the lack of  
a quoru m .  

Also, i n  terms o f  t h e  mot ion ,  I have tremendous 
d ifficulty i n  accept ing that mot ion as being a solut ion 
to the p roblem today, because we have two th ings 
involved here .  One i s  the decision as to whether there 
was contempt or not.  I f  the decision is made that t here 
was not contempt, then one could argue that t here is 
no need to p roceed any further, that recommendat ions 
from th is  committee real ly are not warranted . 

If a decis ion is made that there was contempt ,  then 
i t  woul d  appear to me that i t  is logical  to make 
rec o m m e nd a t i o n s  t o  the H o u se to  cal l  t h e  R u les 
Comm ittee together to br ing about a meet ing that wou l d  
a t tem p t  t o  reso lve t h e  p r o b l e m s  t h a t  h ave been  
i dent if ied by many  people here, which have frustrated 
the House.  I th ink  we may have a situat ion of the cart 
before the horse here i n  terms of the motion being 
cal led and the Rules Committee meeting  before a 
decision on contempt has been decided or not .  

I th ink the other th ing  that is cr it ical today, M r. 
Chairman,  is that we decide when we are go ing to meet 
again .  As I brought up at the very beg inn ing  of th is  
meet ing ,  I d o  not want  to see a situation where th is  
meet ing  would be recessed , and I am us ing the term 
" recessed"  as opposed to "adjourn ing" because I do 
not th i nk  .there is any need to adjourn .  

Th is is a committee that is deal i ng with one specific 
issue and, therefore, I th ink  recessing is in order. I th ink  
it  is  a lso  i n  order  to determine exactly what t ime we 
are go ing  to m eet again . - ( interject ion)-

Yes, I th ink  we have an ob l igat ion to the people who 
h ave been named. If  I had been one of those, I would 
want th is  th ing resolved as q u ickly as possib le .  

I a lso want to comment on the comments that were 
made as asides by the M i n ister. That is,  I do not want 
to be associated with the comment that we are out for 
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blood . Certainly, there is no desire on the part of the 
L iberals in this committee to be looking at somet hing 
where t here is  some pun ishment that is  beyon d  what 
the M i n ister or what the Member for Thompson (Mr. 
Ashton) has said ,  that is,  a recogn i t ion ,  if there was
and I am not go ing to say there was - if t here was 
contempt, then I th ink there is a necessity for an apology, 
but I am certain ly not go ing the route of attempting 
to say that someone is g u i lty before the decis ion has 
been made as to whether they are g u i lty or not. That 
decision has not as yet been made. 

I f  the decision is made that they are gu i l ty, then I 
would be satisfied with an apology, and that apology 
-( i nterject ion)- No, I am n ot saying that h e  is gu i l ty. I 
t h i nk  the situation -( i nterject ion)-

Getti ng  back, I th ink  that it is i mportant we look at 
th is  mot ion.  I cannot support the motion because I 
th ink  that it is not a motion that is adequate to cover 
the ent i re s ituat ion .  I do th ink  i t  is  appropriate that the 
House Committee on Rules be looked at some t ime in 
the future, but not as a substitute for making a decision 
here. l t  i s  also crit ical, M r. Chairman, that a time for 
the next meet ing be set . 

Mr. McCrae: M r. Chairman, the Honourable Member 
for Fort Garry ( M r. Laurie Evans), I take it, after due 
considerat ion of  the issues that I h ave raised th is  
morn ing i n  my d iscussion about the quorum, has 
i n d icated he  is not  w i l l i ng to accept t h e  q u o r u m  
argument. I can only ask h im-maybe he wil l  respond 
on what evidence, what basis, what research ,  what 
review of what went on that n ight ,  is he rely ing in order 
to make that decision on behalf of a l l  of the Members 
of his caucus, I take i t ,  gathered here today, why they 
are not wi l l ing to accept the facts as I put forward 
earl ier with respect to the leg i t imacy, if we can call it 
that,  of that stand ing  committee that morn ing at 2:30 
a.  m.? H ow can he arrive at that decision without even 
having a look at the evidence that I put  forward? 

Then he says, he is not out for b lood . I suggest, when 
he is  so wi l l i ng ,  so q u ick ly, and without any thought or 
research to brush off a very i mportant aspect relat ing 
to that n ight ,  I real ly can only suggest that he and h is  
col leagues are real ly just out for  a pound of flesh , as 
we have suggested a l l  a long, and real ly just out there 
to t ry to d o  as we have already suggested,  what I have 
tr ied to avoi d  talk ing about today, but what really  l ies 
beh i n d  a l l  of th is. 

You ,  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  referred  t o  s o m e  p o l i t i c a l  
wrang l ing  a n d  you d i d  take it back, y o u  d id  apologize 
for that,  but I can say i t  without apolog iz ing .  What we 
h ave here is some of that pol i t ical wrang l ing .  The 
Honourable Member for Church i l l  ( M r. Cowan) is not 
known for work ing toward the smooth operation of the 
House. We know that, and that is the reason why I d i d  
not respond i n  a n y  detai l  t o  h is  comments today 
because we know with the exercise he is engaged i n  
r ight now with B i l l  3 1 ,  a n d  t h e  exercise he may very 
well be responsible for with regard to the Stand ing  
Committee on Law Amendments deal i ng  w i th  B i l l  63, 
the d ebate we have go ing there. 

Mr. Chairman: M r. McCrae. The hour being 1 2:30, what 
is the will of the committee? Is the wi l l  of the committee 



Tuesday, February 13, 1990 

to rise? Do you want to continue or do you want to 
rise? 

• ( 1 230) 

Mr. laurie Evans: M r. Chairman, I think that the fi rst 
comment that was made at the meeting today was a 
decision as to when we were going to meet again.  I 

am not prepared to recess unt i l  I know when this 
committee is going to meet again .  At the same t ime, 
I am not - 1  think that there was an intent on everybody's 
part when we came into this meet ing to take the h igh 
road and,  as far  as I am concerned , the Min ister has 
made the comment that he was not going to provide 
d ign ity to the comments from the Member for Churchi l l  
( M r. Cowan) and therefore I am n ot going to make 
comments about yours. As far as I am concerned there 
is no evidence in  Hansard that there was any time that 
there was not a quoru m -

An Honourable Member: You have n o t  looked a t  i t .  

Mr. Laurie Evans: W e  have l ooked a t  i t ,  a n d  there are 
also many times, and I have sat through many meetings, 
there have been numerous times that -there could have 
been quorum called yesterday and it was not cal led. 
I woul d  submit,  M r. Chairman, that as long as quorum 
has not been called one has to assume that the quorum 
is  there or that the proceedi ngs are going along as 
intended and are totally legal. Therefore, I am not wil l ing 
t o  accept the nonsens ica l  argument  t h at we can 
retroact ively g o  back t o  s o m e  d at e ,  w h enever i t  
h appened to be ,  when the quorum supposedly d id  not 
exist and say that we are now going to ignore everything 
that took place on that technicality and I am certain ly 
surprised that the Honourable Member and the House 
Leader ( M r. M cCrae) would  bring forward an argument 
that is  that spurious to try and deflect and derai l  this 
meeting today, but I do want to leave it  with you , M r. 
Chairman, that I wi l l  be very d isappointed if we do not 
have a date at which we are going to reconvene. 

Mr. Chairman: What is the will of the committee? 

* * * * *  

Mr. leonard Evans (Brandon East): O n  a point of 
order, M r. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman: M r. Leonard Evans has a point of order. 

M r. Leonard Evans: I have a suggestion, a brief motion. 
I would  move that the committee recess unt i l  1 0  a .m.  
Thursday next . 

An Honourable Member: On a point of order, M r. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman: We cannot accept another motion unti l  
we have dealt with the motion by M r. M cCrae. 

M r. Praznik ,  on a point of order. 

Mr. Praznik: Yes,  I ask this by way of a query as 
opposed to a point,  but if th is committee had a set 
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t ime hearing d oes it require unanimous consent to sit 
past 1 2 :30? I ask that of you, M r. Chairman. 

M r. Chairman: l t  is not a set point i n  t ime, it is the 
wi l l  of the committee. M r. Ashton.  

Mr. Ashton: J ust to t ry and keep this on focus, I really 
would urge that we set a time which we come back 
in. We had suggested Thursday morn ing ,  because it 
wil l  g ive the opportunity, for example, for House Leaders 
to d iscuss this further, for Members of the committee 
to consider the proceed ings today, and we did d iscuss 
before about trying to have a series of meetings so 
this does not drag on, so we can deal with it. 

So I would  strongly urge that we come back on 
Thursday at ten o'clock, deal with the motion, perhaps 
deal with some other items that can be d iscussed.  

Mr. Leonard Evans: I guess a point  of  order, but  really 
I would  like to have the q uestion cal led, M r. McCrae's 
motion be put, so we might vote on it ,  so we may 
consider another motion as to when we may next 
convene. So I would like to ask for the question to be 
put.  

Mr. Chairman: Is there any more debate on that motion 
then? That is the motion by Mr. McCrae. M r. Ashton. 

M r. Ashton: Yes,  I think because of the hour ! d o  not 
want to see this meeting deteriorate any more than it 
has the last period of time. I would really suggest that 
by leave of the committee, if we can come back in at 
ten o 'clock on Thursday, it gives us some t ime to deal 
with this-

Mr. C hairman: We have to deal with this motion before 
we can entertain another one. 

Mr. Ashton: Wel l ,  no, I am not suggesting it be done 
by a motion to recess. What I am suggest ing is  that,  
by leave, we recess and we reconvene ten o'clock on 
Thursday morning. 

Mr. Chairman: Is it the wi l l  of the committee to-that 
is technically i mpossible. We cannot recess to another 
day. That wi l l  have to be another meeting called by the 
Government House Leader. M r. Ashton .  

Mr. Ashton: First o f  a l l ,  b y  leave, w e  can. T h e  second 
point, though, is that we are recessing,  we are not 
adjourning.  I recognize what you are saying in  terms 
of adjournment, but we have a precedent. In  fact, the 
precedent occurred when we had the hearing,  May 1 ,  
1 989, and the f inal reference i s  the fact that w e  had 
recessed at that part icular point in  time. 

Of course, if the Chair does not show up the next 
day, on Thursday, we may have some d ifficulties. This 
th ing could  get rather complicated, but by leave we 
can recess and come back in  on Thursday. There is 
nothing to prevent us from doing that. 

Mr. Chairman: What is the wi l l  of the committee? This 
is a ruling by the Chair. There is a long-standing 
M anitoba practice that the committee can recess unti l  
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a later point on the same d ay, but n ot on a d i fferent  
d ate. M r. Ashton . 

Mr. Ashton: M r. Chairperson ,  can I make another 
suggest ion? I am tryin g  to do this so we can h ave t ime 
to  deal  wi th  th is  matter properly. Can we adjourn unt i l  
s ix  o'c lock tonight-recess, pardon me-which wi l l  g ive 
t ime for the H ouse Leaders and the Members of th is  
committee to d iscuss th is? 

l t  seems a shame that after go ing through t h is for 
two and a half  hours that we cannot come up with 
some sort of a leave on that .  I believe we m ay be ab le 
to  resolve, or at  least get  on the road to resolving i t  
i nstead of ending u p  i n  a s i tuat ion where I can see th is  
m atter going on at  length and n ot necessari ly resolvin g  
t h e  quest ion .  

Mr. McCtle: I appreciate the Honourable Member's 
wish to be he lpfu l ,  M r. Chairman. The on ly problem 
with that is that Members do  h ave schedu les and  other 
commitments. Is  the Honourable M ember suggest i ng 
that we change the make-up of th is  committee? I note 
that none of the liberals who are here were t here that 
n ight ,  that fateful  n ight ,  and none of the Conservatives 
who are here were there that n ight .  I do see people 
from the New Democrat ic  Party here who were i nd eed 
t here that night, and there is  a message there all in 
itself .  The point is ,  just to ask us  today to s it  at s ix 
o 'c lock, when the schedu l i ng  cal ls  for a meet ing  to last 
from 10 unt i l  1 2 :30 today, here we have again a 
suggest ion t h at is not very workable, and I suggest i s  
n ot very helpful either, M r. Chairman.  

Mr. Ashton: M r. Chairperson ,  I wi l l  try one m ore t ime.  
I w i l l  ask the Government H ouse Leader ( M r. M cCrae), 
i f  he  d oes not want to agree to  the recess later, which 
we can d o  as a committee, but  if  he  feels that is  a 
problem, w i l l  he agree to cal l  th is  committee back o n  
Thursday a t  t e n  o'clock, i n  w h i c h  case w e  woul d  then 
adjourn and then the G overnment H ouse Leader wou l d  
ar ise i n  t h e  Legis lature today to  recal l  t h e  committee. 

I am not real ly  so much concerned about how we 
do it or what we- but I am just try ing to get some 
time for th is committee to deal with the quest ion .  Wou ld  
the  Gove r n m e n t  H ouse  L e a d e r  agree t o  t h a t  
suggest ion? 
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Mr. McCrae: Honourable Mem bers know that it is the 
respons ib i l ity of the G overnment House Leader to cal l  
committees, so that pr ior to adjourning  today I can see 
what Honourable Members are attempt ing to do .  What 
they are attempt ing to d o  is to set the Government 's 
a g e nd a  for  the Gover n m e n t . - ( i n ter ject i o n )- T h e  
H onourable Mem ber for Church i l l  ( M r. Cowan)  says th is  
i s  a legis lat ive agend a  and I could not agree with h im 
m ore. 

The point is, n o  one, when the m atter of whether 
this committee should s it  at al l was current before the 
H ouse, no one set t imes because, certa in ly speaking  
for  the L iberal Party, I know t hey were satisfied that 
it was the i ntention of the Government to cal l  th is  
commi ttee with in  a reason able period of t ime and that 
is what we d i d .  Now Honourable Members, by pressing 
u s  to a certa in  t ime,  I do  not know what the schedu le  
of the M in ister of Labour  ( M rs. Hammond)  or the  
Honourable Member for  Sturgeon Creek ( M rs. Yeo) for 
Thursday evening is at th is point ,  so that I do not believe 
the Honourable Member is being  reasonable by ask ing 
that a Thursday morning or n ight meetin g - 1  wi l l  i ndeed 
take u n d er advisement  the H onourab le  M e m ber 's  
suggest ion and I can say that ,  as we d id  with regard 
to  br ing ing the matter to this committee in the f irst 
p lace, we d i d  that in a t imely fash ion ,  and we woul d  
d o  that s o  that t h e  committee coul d  continue its 
de l iberat ions i n  a t imely fashion as wel l .  

Mr. laurie Evans: I t h i nk  t h e  i ntent is  certa in ly  to be 
reasonable and all that we woul d  req uest from the 
H ouse Leader is a commitment to reconvene th is  
m eeting with in a week.  If  he is  prepared to make that 
commitment,  well 1 would -is  that a commitment that 
you w i l l  make? 

Mr. McCrae: I bel ieve the Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry is being reasonable and that is someth ing  that 
we could l ive with ,  M r. Chairman.  

Mr. Chairman: I s  i t  the wi l l  of the committee to  rise? 
Committee rise. 

COMMITTEE ROSE AT: 1 2 :40 p .m .  




