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ARTHUR J. Douglas Watt P.C. Reston, Manitoba 
ASSINIBOIA Steve Patrick Lib. 10 Red Robin Place, Winnipeg 12 
BIRTLE-RUSSELL Harry E. Graham P.C. Binscarth, Manitoba 
BRANDON EAST Hon. Leonard S. Evans N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
BRANDON WEST Edward McGill P.C. 2228 Princess Ave., Brandon, Man. 
BURROWS Hon. Ben Hanuschak N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
CHARLESWOOD Arthur Moug P.C. 29 Willow Ridge Rd., Winnipeg 20 
CHURCHILL Gordon Wilbert Beard lnd. 148 Riverside Drive, Thompson, Man. 
CRESCENTWOOD Cy Gonick N.D.P. 1 - 174 Nassau Street, Winnipeg 13 
DAUPHIN Hon. Peter Burtniak N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
ELMWOOD Hon. Russell J._ Doern N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
EMERSON Gabriel Girard P.c: 25 Lomond Blvd., St. Boniface 6 
FUN FLON Thomas Barrow N.D.P. Cranberry Portage, Manitoba 
FORT GARRY L. R. (Bud) Sherman P.C. 86 Niagara St., Winnipeg 9 
FORT ROUGE Mrs. lnez Trueman P.C. 179 Oxford St., Winnipeg 9 
GIMLI John C. Gottfried N.D.P. 44- 3rd Ave., Gimli Man. 
GLADSTONE James Robert Ferguson P.C. Gladstone, Manitoba 
INKSTER Sidney Green, Q.C. N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
KILDONAN Hon. Peter Fox N.D.P. 244 Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
LAC DU BONNET Hon. Sam Uskiw N.D.P, Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
LAKES! DE Harry I Enris P.C. Woodlands, Manitoba 
LA VERENDRYE Leonard A. Barkman Lib. Box 130, Steinbach, Man. 
LOGAN William Jenkins N.D.P. 1294 Erin St., Winnipeg 3 
MINNEDOSA David Blake P.C. Minnedosa, Manitoba 
MORRIS Warner H. Jorgenson P.C. Box 185, Morris, Man. 
OSBORNE !an Turnbull N.D.P. 284 Wildwood Park, Winnipeg 19 
PEMBINA George Henderson P.C. Manitou, Manitoba 
POINT DOUGLAS Donald Malinowski N.D.P. 361 Burrows Ave., Winnipeg 4 
PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE Gordon E. Johnston Lib. Room 248, Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 
RADISSON Harry Shafransky N.D.P. 4 Maplehurst Rd., St. Boniface 6 
RH IN ELAND Jacob M. Froese Soc. Cr. · Box 40, Winkler, Manitoba 
RI EL Donald W. Craik P.C. 2 River Lane, Winnipeg 8 
RIVER HEIGHTS Sidney Spivak, Q.C. P.C. 250 Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
ROBLIN J. Wally McKenzie P.C. lnglis, Manitoba 
ROCK LAKE Henry J. E in arson P.C. Glenboro, Manitoba 
ROSSMERE Hon. Ed. Schreyer N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
RUPERTSLAND Jean Allard N.D.P. 602- 245 Provencher Ave., St.Boniface 
ST. BONIFACE Hon. Laurent L. Desjardins N.D.P. 357 Des Meurons St., St. Boniface 6 
ST. GEORGE William Uruski N.D.P. Box 580, /\rborg, Manitoba 
ST. JAMES Hon. A. H. Mackling, Q.C. N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
ST. JOHNS Hon. Saul Cherniack, Q.C. N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
ST. MATTHEWS Wally Johannson N.D.P. 23- 500 Burnell St., Winnipeg 10 
ST. VITAL D. J. Walding N.D.P. 31 Lochinvar Ave., St. Boniface 6 
STE. ROSE A.R. (Pete) Adam N.D.P. Ste. Rose du Lac, Manitoba 
SELKIRK Hon. Howard Pawley N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
SEVEN OAKS Hon. Saul A. Miller N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
SOURIS-KILLARNEY Earl McKellar P.C. Nesbitt, Manitoba 
SPRINGFIELD Hon. Rene E. Toupin N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
STURGEON CREEK Frank Johnston P.C. 310 Overdale St., Winnipeg 12 
SWAN RIVER James H. Bilton P.C. Swan River, Manitoba 
THE PAS Hon. Ron McBryde N.D.P. 228 Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 

THOMPSON Joseph P. Borowski N.D.P. La Salle, Manitoba 
TRANSCONA Hon. Russell Paulley N.D.P. Legislative Bldg., Winnipeg 1 
VIRDEN Morris McGregor P.C. Kenton, Manitoba 
WELLINGTON Philip M. Petursson N.D.P. 681 Banning St., Winnipeg 10 
WINNIPEG CENTRE J. R. (Bud) Boyce N.D.P. 777 Winnipeg Ave., Winnipeg 3 
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TH E L EGISLATIVE ASSEMB LY OF MANITOBA 
2:30 o 'clock, W!3dnesday, July 5, 1972 

Opening Prayer by Mr . Speaker . 

3 7 93 

M R .  SPEAKER: Presenting Petitions: Reading and Receiving Petitions; Pre senting 
Reports by Standing and Special Committee s; Ministerial Statements and Tabling of Reports . 

The Honour.able Minister of Financ e .  

HON . SAUL CHERNIAK,Q,C, (Minister of Fina·nce) (St . Johns): M r .  Speaker , I
. 
beg to 

table the report of the Manitoba Lotteries C ommission ,  accompanied by the Auditors reports 
in the same foldei· . 

MR . SPEAKER : Notices of Motion; Introduction of Bills; Oral Questions. 
The Honourable Leader of the Oppositi

.
on. 

. 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

MR . SID NEY SPIV AK, Q . C . (Leader of the Opposition) (River Heights}: Mr . Speaker, 
my question is  to the Minister of Finance and may I simply express from this side, on his 
return , our condolences for the passing of his father .  

I wonder i f  the Minister could indicate whether in the discus sion that took place withthe 
Federal M inister of Finance any proposals for income tax reductions for Manitoba and for 
Canada were discussed . 

M R .  SPEAKER : The Honourable Minister of Financ e .  
MR . CH ERNIACK: Mr . Speaker , there were a number o f  matters discussed a t  some · 

length . The specific item referred to by the honourable member was indeed dealt with in the 
terms of Manitoba's long-standing request that there be a mechanism whereby the Manitoba 
Government c ould make selective tax reductions in rates, and I can report no progress in that 
re spect . May I just elaborate by saying that there was no indication for selective tax reductions 
other than , as this House is well awar e ,  the property tax , Education Property Tax rebate which 
was passed by this House . 

MR . SPIVAK: A supplementary question . I w onder if the Minister of Finance c ould 
indicate whether there was some indication given to the Federal Government that Manitoba 
would be reducing it ' s  inc ome tax, personal income tax . 

MR . CHERNIAC K: Mr . Speaker .  I do not think that we would favour even the Federal 
Government or the kind of information that we are not prepared to favour this House with ,  since 
it's a matter of policy .  

MR . SPIVAK : M r .  Speaker , I have another question for the Minister o f  F inance .  I 
wonder if he could indicate whether any information was given with respect to the forecast of 
jobless situation in Manitoba for the coming winter season . And if he did, would he indicate 
what those figures were ? 

M R .  CH ERNIACK :  M r .  Speaker , this was not the occasion for us to make that kind of 
information available to the· Minister , Federal Minister , rather that he discussed with us the 
situation and the fact that they in the federal level have not yet reached the stage in making any 
forecasts of the jobless situation . We did indicate however that for all of Canada we did not 
see the probability of a reduction below the six percent but in relation to all of C anada, which 
is what we did discuss . May I say in the same respect that we have urged, and are continuing 
to urge , a quick indication from the Federal Government of the plans that are being formulated 
by them , or if they are being formulated in relation to special employment programs . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Churchill .  
MR . GORDON W .  B EARD (Churchill): I'd like t o  direct a que stion . . .  
MR . SPEAKER : The honourable member has had two .  The Honourable Leader of the 

Opposition . 
MR . SPIVAK: M r .  Speaker , my first question had a supplementary .  The next was a 

second question . It was not related to the first item and I do not believe that I have asked two 
supplementaries on thatquestion . I w ould like now ,  Mr . Speaker , to ·ask a supplementary . I 
wonder if the Minister of Finance could indicate whether the Federal Minister of Finance agreed 
with Manitoba's forecast of unemployment for thi s c oming winter season? 

M R .  SPEAKER : The Honourable Mini ster of Financ e .  
MR . C H ER NIACK: M r .  Speaker , I don 't want t o  speak for the Federal Minister . I would 

say that he listened to our statement in that re spect and did not indicate agreement . 
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MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable M ember for Churchil l .  
MR . BEARD: I 'd like to  direct a question to the Fir st Minister . I would wonder whether 

he could indicate whether negotiations are taking place between the government and NATO, or 
the Department of Defence,  in respect to the use of Churchill or Shilo, or any other of the 
M anitoba. areas. 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable First Minister . 
HON. EDWARD SCHREYER ( Premier) (Rossmere): Mr . Speaker, as the honourable 

member will appreciate the government of a province w ould not be negotiating with any foreign 
power . However , I hav·e had communication from the Mini ster of Defence indic ating that there 
was some interest on the part of a NATO country in the use of C amp Shilo as a training ground 
in 1973/74 and possibly 7 5, and to that end the Minister of Defence, the Honourable Edgar 
Bens on will be in Winnipeg possibly in the next two weeks . 

MR . BEARD : A subsequent question . Would there by any further indication as to why 
the Armed Forces are taking up the buildings as they become vacant at Fort Churchill . 

MR . SCHREYER: Mr . Speaker , I'm sure that the Honourable Member for Churchill will 
agree that that is good news regardless of the particular reason they are so doing . The only 
information I have is that the Department of Defence of C anada feels that it requires these 
facilities on a contingency basis pending developments in Arctic training, etc . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Liberal Party. 
MR. I. H .  (IZZY) ASPER (Leader of the Liberal Party) (Wolseley): Mr . Speaker , my 

question is for the Minister of Industry and C ommerce.  In view of the fact that Tantalum 
Mining C orporation has now lost its lawsuit to the extent of $5 million to General Host of New 
York and has now confirmed that it ow es the $5 million . 

MR . SPEAKER : Order please. The honourable member place his question? 
MR . ASPER : Does thi s loss of $5 million place in j eopardy the MDC proposed invest

ment of $1 . 5  million? 
M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Mini ster of Industry and C ommerc e.  
HON .  LEONARD S. EVANS (Minister of  Industry and Commerce) (Brandon East): No , 

M r . Speaker . 
MR . AS PER: A supplementary, Mr . Speaker . What security will the people of Manitoba 

through MDC be given for the loan now? 
MR . EV ANS:  Mr . Speaker , we hope to make a statement in the near future at  an appro

priate time and I c an assure you that it will be good new s  not the doom and gloom attitude or 
suggestion of the honourable member s and Leader of the Liberal Party. 

MR . ASP ER: A further supplementary but point of order, the point of privilege rather is 
that I made no suggestions or statement in my question about doom and gloom or anything . 
The supplementary question, is it true as reported in today's Globe and Mail that the Govern
ment of Manitoba has made further guarantees of obligations of Chemaloy and Tantalum Mining 
C orporation . 

MR . EV ANS: Mr . Speaker , I have already indicated to members of the House that a 
government statement will be forthcoming in the near future. 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West . 
MR . EDWARD McGILL (Brandon West): Mr . Speaker , my question is for the Honourable 

the Minister of Industry and C ommerce.  Has the government through the MDC exercised its 
option to purchase a 15 percent interest in Tantalum ' s  B ernic Lake Mine as indicated in this 
morning 's Globe and Mai l .  

MR . EVA NS: Mr . Speaker , the answer I gave i n  reply t o  the previous question I think 
should suffice for the Honourable Member from Brandon West as well .  

MR. SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Rock Lake . 
MR . HENRY J .  EINARSON (Rock Lake): Mr . Speaker , I direct this question to the 

Minister of Agriculture but in his absence I shall direct it to the Acting Minister, concerning 
the seriousness of the grasshopper situation in parts of Manitob a .  I w onder could we get the 
information as to whether it ' s  correct or not , all supplies at the wholesale level have been 
purchased by the Department of Agriculture in the Province of Manitoba .  Is thi s correct? 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Transportation. 
HON. PETER BURTNIAK (Minister of Transportation) (Dauphin): Mr . Speaker, as Act

ing Minister, I'll take that as notice . 
MR . EINARSON: A second question , Mr . Speaker , in view of the very great concern of 
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(MR .  EINARSON cont 'd)  . . . . .  many farmers in Swari River and many other points in northern 
Manitoba and along the Red River , could the Minister indicate what policy is being followed in 
seeing to it that the farmers rec 'eive this spray . 

MR . BURTNIAK: Again ,  Mr . Speaker , I 'll  take that as no
,
tice as well . 

MR . EINARSON: A third question , Mr . Speaker . Would the Minister also indicate what 
will the price be to the' farmer for a gallon of hoppertox and lindane . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable M inister of Transportation . 
MR.  BURTNIAK : Mr; Speaker, I have suggested already on two occasions that I'll take 

the questions as notice, and I perhaps should indicate that I'll take that as notice as well . But 
perhaps the honourable member should w ait until the M inister of Agriculture is in the House 
and ask him the que stions that he referred to today. 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister . 
MR . SCHREYER : Mr . Speaker, some time ago the Honourable the Member from 

Thompson had asked a question relative to the possibility of restrictions being placed on the 
use of DDT . I indicated at the time that I would check further but that I believe that the Govern
ment of C anada had taken action with respect to the uniform application of restrictions on the 
use of DDT across C anada - and upon checking, I am advise d  that in fact the use of DDT under 
federal law is now restricted to 22 categories of use , considerably below t!),e 60 identified 
categories of use that was in effect prior to the imposition of the restrictions . And that further
more, this is being applied uniformly across C anada . 

While I 'm on my feet, I 'd like to advise the Member for Rock Lake that the M inister of 
Agriculture has advised me that they are very well aware of the inc ipient problem of grass
hopper infestation both with respect to this summer and certainly w ith respect to next summer 
as well . Current signs are that it may be even more serious next summer and for that reason 
the department has taken steps to gear up for the possible purchase of supplies on a jobber or 
wholesale basis of the required chemical s . I would like the Honourable Member for Rock Lake 
however to be aware that if this program is carried out in this fashion that it will mean some 
deviation from the past practice of relying on private enterprise to get the chemicals distributed 
in traditional ways . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Thompson . 
MR . JOSEPH P .  BOROWSKI (Thompson): Mr . Speaker , a que stion to the Premier as a 

result of his statement . Is the Provincial Government going to take action to ban some of the 
other chemicals that, w hile not called DDT in fact have a high concentration of DDT in them? 

MR . SCHREYER : M r .  Speaker , the suggestion implic it in the honourable member's 
question certainly will have to be taken up with the appropriate staff people,  and if necessary 
consideration will be given to the province taking action if the Government of Canada for some 
reason or another feels that it w ouldn't be advisable . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Liberal Party. 
MR . ASPER : Thank you, Mr . Speaker . My que stion is to the M inister of Finance - and 

may I take the liberty to express my own and the Liberal Party's condolences and sympathy in 
the passing of his father also . 

My question is , in view of the substantial amount of foreign debt owed b y  the Province of 
Manitoba and its instrumentality, and because many respected ob servers of international 
monetary affairs are predicting an upheavel in currency values following the devaluation of the 
British pound -my question i s ,  will the Minister inform the House what steps his department 
is taking to protect and improve Manitoba's position in international monetary markets to pro
tect its debt position, both short term and long term . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Minister of Finance .  
MR. CHER NIACK : Mr . Speaker , firstly may I also ask your permission to thank honour

able members who spoke to me about my personal loss . 
In reply to the question itself, there are a number of assumptions which remind me of 

the fact that the Minister of Finance of Germany, I think resigned yesterday and I 'm w ondering 
whether I should be more cautious --(Interjection)-- The domino theory may apply.  Mr . 
Speaker , it will be of interest no doubt in replying to the honourable member , if I indicate that 
a survey of the borrowings of the Province of Manitoba in the last two and a half years would 
indicate' that there has been a greater outflow of actual foreign cash from the Province of 
Manitoba to some $45 million in excess of the inflow of foreign cash . So that the suggestion 
that Manitoba is very heavily encumbered with foreign de.bt is one which I reject and which I 
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(MR. CHE RNI ACK cont'd) . . . . .  say is ver y m uch within the control of the pr ovince. 
As to what steps ar e being taken, it is a q uestion of cautious observance a nd the knowledge 

that w e  are not in any desperate situation a nd ar e in a position wher e we can sit back and 
evaluate the developments as they take place because the fact is that we ar e now at a stage of 
imm ediate ,·ar iation due ser iously to the - probably to the r esignation of the Minister of Finance 
of Germany, the Premier of France, this m or ning I believe. All these of course ar e unsettl ing. 
T he election which is taking place to the south of us, or the election campaign too, if a factor , 
as may well be the election which will take place federally within this country itself in the near 
future. All of these ar e factors of which we are a war e over which we have l ittle contr ol . 

MR. SPE AKER: The Honourable Leader of the Liberal Party. 
MR. AS PER: A supplementary question, then, Mr . Speaker . While we're a war e of how 

m uch for eign capital is l eaving Manitoba, m y  q uestion r eally was, does the Minister or his 
department r egular ly engage in for eign curr ency transactions to stabilize for war d pushing of 
foreign currency in order to stabilize our debt position, which could be affected by several 
m il lions of dollars if we don't. 

MR. CHE RNIACK: Mr . Speaker , fir stly I think the honourable m em ber has m isunder 
stood m y  statement when he repeated it in such a way as to indicate that foreign capita l is 
l eaving the Pr ovince of Manitoba . Tha t  is not the statement I made. I said that for eign 
currency has been paid out by the Province of Manitoba substantially in excess of foreign 
currency having been received by Manitoba. And to be a little bit m or e  expl icit, the amount of 
payoffs, both in terms of pr inciple and inter est in forei gn currency by the Pr ovince of Manitoba 
gr eatly exceeded the borr owings that the Pr ovince of Manitoba had in the foreign market, so 

that ther e' s  quite a difference in inter pretation. 
Secondly, I would say that the Government of Manitoba does not speculate on the market. 

a nd if the honourable m em ber is suggesting we ought to be buying· in advance in the event of 
speculation, then I would say that we have not done so. If he wants to explore that I would be 
happy to discuss that with him. I would only say that we are a war e of our imm ediate comm it
m ents so when I say that, I would say for the next year a nd feel relatively assured that we have 
sufficient m oneys to take care of the r eq uir em ents for the next year in payoffs. May I also 
say that we have substantial m oneys on what we cal l the Swap Market in E ur ope wher e ther e is 
considerable moneys in the possession or owned by the Province of Manitoba in for eign cur rency. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Liberal Party. 
MR. ASP E R: A supplem entary then. Just to take the last part of your r esponse, Mr. 

Minister , the Minister's r esponse is the Depar tm ent of Finance of Manitoba prepared to ex
plor e that avenue of for ward pur chasing as an avenue of muster ing savings in our foreign 
markets? 

MR. SPE AKE R: The Honourable Minister of Finance. 
MR. CHE RNIACK: Mr . Speaker,  I thought I made it clear tha t  we are indeed, we do do 

that, we do explore that, we have taken care of what we consider the imm ediate pr obl em - and 
I say "immediate" being in term s of l et us say the next period of m onths, a nd I don't think 
there's a ny further to be done. The fact is we don't want to hedge or speculate on the market 
other than what we know are our r equirem ents, a nd for that we have substantial moneys in 
foreign currency now. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Sour is-Kil lar ney. 
MR. E ARL McKELLAR (Sour is-Killar ney): Mr. Speaker, I 'd  like to dir ect a q uestion 

to the Minister of Municipal Affair s. Is it the intention of Autopac Cor poration to take over 
the functions of the Motor Vehicle Bra nch? 

MR. SPE AKER: The Honourable Minister of Municipal Affair s. 
HON. HOWARD R. PAWLEY (Minister of Municipal Affair s) ( Selkirk): Mr . Speaker, 

that's a policy q uestion. 
MR. SPE AKE R: T he Honourable Minister of F inance. 
MR . CHE RNIACK: Mr . Speaker ,  I beg to file a Return to a n  Or der of the House No. 22 

filed by the Honourable the Mem ber for Por tage la Pra irie. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Ste. Rose. 

MATTER OF GRIEVANCE 

MR . PETE ADAM ( Ste. Rose): T ha nk you, Mr . Speaker . I 'd  like to r ise on a point of 
pr ivilege at this tim e if I 'm in order . It has to do with an ar ticle that appeared in the June 14th 
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(MR. ADAM cont ' d) • . . . . i ssue of the Dauphin Herald under the heading of "McKenzi e 
Reports" by one Wally McKen�ie, MLA for Robli n. The arti cle i s  completely fa lse. I t  refers 
to m e, Mr. Speaker, �md in case that_ som e of the people in m y  consti tuency have bee� con
fused by this falsi fi cation I want to r3et the record strai ght. _The article reads, ''Cattle rustling 
no problem in the province, says NDP", falsification No. 1: "This week- the Mani toba legis
lature of the NDP Majority m ade i t  clear that they do not beli eve tha t cattle rustling is a problem 
in Mani toba. Progressive Conserva ti ve, Harry Graham of Bi rtle-Russell had introduced a 
resoluti on calling for stiffer penaltiEJS for cattle thieves a nd for more conscientious enforce
m ent of existi ng laws. Attorney- Genera l Al Mackling voiced the NDP posi ti on when he denied 
that a ny new a cti on. to cpntrol rustling was necessary. One of the leaders of the NDP fi ght 
against this re solution was A .  R. Pete Adam , the newly elected mem ber of Ste. Rose. 'The 
Attorney-General's atti tude i s  bad enough', said one PD spokesman 'but Pete A dam should 
kn ow tha t this is a problem that affects his area a s  seri ously as any other. '" 

Mr. Speaker, the record wi ll show that last year in this House, I supported a _resolution 
by the Member for Birtle- Russell. In fact I gave his resolution som e substance with facts and 
figures, and I supported tha t  resoluti on a gain this year a nd brought it  an am endm ent which was 
supported by m y  caucus - all the m em bers . in  m y  caucus - and the opposition brought in a sub 
amendm ent whi ch. they knew tha t  we couldn't help but defea t, a nd the m otion as amended was 
accepted . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please . I do think the honourable m em ber has made his point. 
Order, please. The honourable m em ber may use whatever legal resources that are at his 
avai la bi li ty, but I do not think that this House can retract som ething i t  hasn't done. 

Oral questi ons. The Honourable Mem ber for Morri s. , 
MR. WARNER H. JORG E NS ON (Morris): , Mr. Speaker, I just wonder what the disposi tion 

of this questi on of privilege i s? I wanted to comment on it because I don't think it consti tutes 
a questi on of pri vi lege. A question of privi lege is one that affects the privilege of the m em bers.

of this Chamber, only a s  i t  a ffects the m em bers of this Chamber and thei r responsibili ti es 
wi thin this Chamber. This m atter is com pletely outside that area and therefore does not quali fy  
as a question o f  pri vi lege under any ci rcumstances. 

MR. SPEAKE R: The Honourable First Minister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, if it's your ruling, Sir, that a statem ent made by a 

m em ber i n  thi s House, that is then a llegedly grossly misrepresented or distorted by a nother 
honourable m em ber in wri ting a column i n  a newspaper; if it is your ruling that because the 
breach of an honourable m em ber's pri vilege i n  a sense has taken place but not withi n  the con
fines of thi s  Chamber, then a ccording to m y  best understanding of the rules of this House I 
would concur wi th you, Sir. Certainly if the Mem ber for Roblin in this case had made the sam e 
kind of statement in this House, it would according to m y  tmderstandi ng of the matter it would 
consti tute a valid point of privilege whi ch could be then raised by the Mem ber for Ste. Rose. 
But i nasm uch as the m atter which the Honourable Member for Ste. Rose disputes a bout has to 
do with an arti cle in a newspaper, even though it's written by an honourable m em ber of this 
House, I do not believe com es under the purview of this House or the Speaker to be a ble to 
rem edy it for him .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Rock Lake. 
MR . EI NARSON: Mr. Speaker, I would a sk you to rule whether or not the Member for 

Ste. Rose has a questi on of privi lege. 
MR. SPE AKE R: I do bEjli eve that I i ndicated that the honourable m em ber had a questi on. 

He i ndicated he wanted to explain somethi ng. I would concur wi th the tw o mem bers who spoke 
on the point of order tha t it was not a matter of privilege, and I di d i ndicate to the honourable 
m em ber that he could a vai l himself of whatever legal resources were a vai lable to rectify the 
matter that was i ndi cated. 

The Honourable Mem ber for Portage la Prairie .  
MR.  GORDON E .  JOHNSTON (Portage la Prai rie) : Mr. Speaker, I would liked to  have 

spoken to the point of order on the ma tte r of privilege. My suggesti on is that a ny m em ber of 
this House who feels he's been a bused by a journa list, and from tim e  to tim e  we do have tha t 
feeling tha t  a journalist has misquoted us, the Member for Ste. Rose can take li bel acti on if  
he so chooses. 

MR. SPEAKER: Oral questions. The Honourable Member for Thompson. 
MR" BOROWSKI: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to speak on the sam e point of order. There has 
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(MR .  BOROWSKI cont'd) . . . . .  been a precedent set in this House where other m em bers 
have rose on a point of privilege a nd have complained because of something in the paper, a nd 
I ask you to reconsider the decision that he has just as much right a s  any other m em ber to get 
up in this House. He may not have the right to demand an apology, but surely he has the right 
to get up a nd m ake a correction if there's no question that he is a ccurate in the statem ent that 
he is making. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. I should like to indicate tha t the floor has been denied 
to no one and I do believe it will not be denied in the future either, so there is no question on 
tha t m atter. The Honourabl e Member for Crescentwood. 

MR. CY GONICK (Crescentw ood): I have a question for the Attorney-General .  Has the 
Attorney-General received an itemized expense account from the three candidates in the 
Wolseley by-el ection as of yet? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney- General .  
HON. A. H. MACKLI NG, Q. C. (Attorney-General )  ( St. James): Not to m y knowledge, 

Mr. Speaker, although I think pursuant to the provisions of the Act the information is sent to 
the Chief Returning Officer. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, m y  question is to the Attorney-General .  I wonder whether 

he or officials of his departm ent have had the opportun ity of exam ining Quebec's proposal to 
radicall y expand the search and investiga tion powers of the Quebec Police Commission? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. I have no reason to believe that it's valid to the pro
cedures of this House. 

The Honourable L ea der of the Opposition. 
MR. SPIV AK: Mr. Speaker, with al l due reference, I 'm a sking the Attorney - Genera l 

whether he's had an opportunity of exam ining an act that has been introduced in the . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. If the honourable m em ber can prove to m e  that it's a 

procedure of this House, I'll accept it. 
The Honourable Member for Point Douglas. 
MR. DONALD MALINOWSKI ( Point Douglas) : Mr. Speaker, I would l ike to direct m y  

q uestion t o  the Honourable Minister of Attorney-General, and ask him whether i n  view of the 
decision of the Suprem e Court concerning breathalyzer, I wonder if the Honourable the Attorney
General would indicate to the House what should be done if a thief will break into m y  house, 
whose lawyer shall I cal l  to ask him wha t  he's doing in this house? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. The question is hypothetical: out of order. The 
Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 

MR. SPIVAK: My question is to the Attorney-General .  I wonder whether he can indicate 
to the House whether the government is considering the constitutional im pl ications of the act 
brought into the Quebec Legislature dealing with the extension of search investigation pow ers 
by the Quebec Police Commission? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney- General .  
MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, I haven't had an opportun ity to examine the bill tha t  the 

Honourable Leader of the Opposition refers to. It may be an interesting matter for consider
ation particularly a t  discussion of Attorneys-General, if and when they m eet again la ter on this 
year. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Liberal Party. 
MR. AS PER: My question, Mr . Speaker, is to the Attorney-General. In view of the 

Manitoba Bar Association's subm ission to the Government of Manitoba suggesting that  Bills 5 
a nd 6 ,  the Succession Duty and the Gift Tax Act may be unconstitutional because of their retro
activity, is there any plan on the part of the governm ent . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. The House has a lready m ade a decision second reading 
in principle on these matters. I t's out of order. The Honoura ble Member for Thompson. 

MR. BOROWSKI: Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Attorney-General. In view of 
his grea t concern for various lawbreakers in Manitoba, I wonder what action he's taking to 
safeguard the rights of Bertha Rand who is being persecuted because she has m ore than three 
cats? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Attorney-General. 
MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, I don't take um brage at the phrase that I'm concerned 

about the welfare of lawbreakers, I'm concerned about the welfare of all people of Manitoba as 
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(MR .  MACKUNG c ont ' d) . . . . . a respon sible member of this Cabinet . 

In re spect to 'the c ase that the honourable member refers to,  I have spoken on a number 
of occasions with the lady in que stion . I consider her to be very dedicated to the preservation 
of animal life and I respect her view s ,  but the fact neve-rtheless remains that there is a law 
and it's expected that she will abide by the law. 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Swan River . 
MR . JAMES H .  BILTON (sWan River): iVIr . Speaker , my question is directed to the 

First Minister and in particular his c omments with regard to chemfcals . I wonder if he is  
aware that the government have purchased all chemicals - bulk purchased the chemicals . The 
farmers in my area are finding that going to their traditional suppliers they are unable to do 
so . I wonder if the First Minister has any plans to release or distribute some of this chemical 
for sale to the farmers if they so desire to purchase it ? 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable First Minister . 
MR . SCHREYER: Mr . Speaker , I cari answer the question only in part but may I say 

that I have been advised that the problem is  much along the lines that the Member for Swan· 
River has just described. That in faCt there is a rather amazing and unacceptable differential 
in price being charged for various chemiCals as between one region of M anitoba and another 
and as between one distributor and another. And that for that reason the Department of Agri
culture is studying in as systematic a way as it can the feasibility of procuring adequate 
supplied of pesticides so that there need not be any significant differential in price to.theulti
mate user , the farmer . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Swan River . 
MR . BILTON: I wonder if the Fir st Minister could assure the House that the need is 

great and the firmers are waiting and wanting this material now . 
MR . SCHREYER: Mr . Speaker, since my information on this is several days now out of. 

date , I will have to await the M inister of Agriculture in order to have the Member for Swan 
River given up-to-date· information on it . I believe in any case that the Minister of Highways 
the Acting Minister of Agriculture has taken this as notice . Hopefully a: reply can be given 
tomorrow . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Souris_:_Killarney . 
MR . McKELLAR : Mr . Speaker , I 'd like to direct a question to the Minister of Municipal 

Affairs .  Are there any plans to increase the commi ssion rates for Autopac agents for 1973 
and 1974? 

M R .  SPEAKER: Question of policy. The Honourable Member for Brandon West . 
MR . McGILL: Mr . Speaker , my que stion ' s  for the Honourable Minister oflndustry and 

C ommerce . As the result of loan guarantees provided to Tantalum Mining Corporation by  
MDC , does MDC now have an option to  buy a further ten percent interest in  Tantalum Mining 
C orporation? 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister on a point of order . 
M R .  SCHREYER: Earlier this question period , the Minister of Industry was asked the 

same question or substantially the same question to which he replied that a statement would 
be made very soon . I believe it c an be said that a statement should be forthcoming on Friday, 
certainly if not Friday then Monday next . I believe that's c orrect. 

MR . SPEAKER: The point is well taken . The Honourable Leader of the.Opposition . 
MR . SPIVAK : On the point of order , there is a substantial difference between owning 

15 percent and 25 percent as the -Leader of the House should know . 
MR . SPEAKER : Order , please . Order , please . The Honourable Member for Point 

Douglas . 
MR . MAUNOWSKI : M r .  Speaker , I would like to direct my que stion to the Honourable 

Minister of C onsumer Affairs . Is the Honourable .Mini ster aware of the fact that the Uncle 
Ben C ompany is manufacturing soft drinks and selling them in beer. bottles which creates c on
fusion when they are used on the school grounds.  and I have received complaints from the teachers 
on this matter? 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General . 
MR . MACKUNG: Mr. Speaker, I 've become aware of it. I noticed an article in the 

press the other night referring to it. Apparently this is maybe an extremely popular container 
but it does create confusion and I think concern and I 'll have the matter looked into .  

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of  the Opposition . 
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MR. SPIVAK: Mr . Speaker, my que stion's to the First Minister. I wonder whe ther he 
can indicate whe ther he 's bee n  in contact with the Prime Minister for a Dominion-Pr ovincial 
Confere nce with respe ct to the issue of unem ployme nt? 

MR . SPEAKER: T he Honourable Fir st Minister . 
MR. SCHREY ER: Well , Mr . Speaker, of course as I indicate d to the Prim e Minister 

last falL l ast October, tha t there was nee d  to convene a Dominion-Provincial Confere nce some 
m onths in advance of winter unem pl oyment, and the Leader of the Opposition will recall tha t 
a t  the time the Pr ime Minister did not particularly appre ciate m y  suggestion. But in any case , 
with refere nce to the com ing winter and prospects of unem ployme nt, it is cer ta inly the inte ntion 
to m ake re pre se ntation to the Gover nm e nt of Canada tha t there ought to be a conve ning of a 
Dominion-Provincial Confere nce once again well in advance so as to be tter coordinate and l iase 
with re spe ct to winter works. However that will be done within the course of the summer . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
MR . SPIVAK: Yes, I wonder if the First Minister can indicate whe ther it was in the last 

m onth he has corresponded with the Pr ime Minister asking for such a conference ? 
MR . SCHREYER: Well, Mr . Speaker, two points. Fir st of all the Ministe r of Finance 

has had some direct discussions with his fe deral counterpart on fiscal pol icy generall y a nd 
spe cificall y  as regards policy to alle viate impending winter unemployment .  The second point 
is that any se nse of ur gency with re spe ct to the ne ce ssity of a federal -pr ovincial confer ence 
on unem pl oyme nt ought to be shared by all pr ovince s and by m ost of the pr ovinces m ore than 
Manitoba, since our s  is the lowest rate of unem pl oym e nt at this time . Ne ver theless the valid
ity of such a conference is not q uestioned here and we shall be making a direct request for 
such a confere nce early this fall . 

MR . SPIVAK: One supplementary, Mr . Speaker . I wonder if the First Minister can 
indicate whe ther he has corresponded with a ny of the Premiers of any of the pr ovince s in the 
last m onth asking for such a conference ? 

MR . SCHREYER: T here has already bee n  prel im inary comm unication in this respe ct 
al though the Leader of the Opposition shoul d real ize that  we have just come through, we have 
just com ple te d  the last winter ' s  winter works pr ogram, but in a ny case the Minister of Finance 
of Manitoba has com municate d with his federal counter par t on this spe cfic q uestion and the n it 
wil l be carrie d for ward at the First Minister le vel early this fall . 

MR. SPEAKER : T he Honourable Leader of the Liberal Party.  
MR . ASPER :  Mr . Speaker , a q ue stion to the Minister of Heal th a nd Social De vel opment . 

Further to the questions that were raised in the House on Monday re garding the pr oclamation 
of the De ntur ists Bill,  can the Minister now advise the Rouse of a tar ge t  date for the pr oclaim 
ing of this bill that was passe d a year and a half ago? 

MR. SPEAKER: T he Honourable Minister of Heal th. 
HON. R ENE E. T OUPIN (Minister of Health and SociaJ Devel opme nt) (Springfiel d): Mr. 

Speaker , it's ver y  difficult to pin it down to a tar get date in the future because mee tings are 
still being held, a nd hopefully  that it should be ver y  soon in the future . 

MR . ASP ER: A suppleme ntary.  In view of the stateme nt of the Minister to the House on 
Monday tha t the regula tions which are the centre of the bill have bee n  pre pare d, will the Minis
ter table those re gulations for debate or . . . by the House ? 

MR . T OUPI N: Mr . Speaker, the a nswer that I gave to the House was tha t the regulations 
had bee n  worked on by the department, were pre pared in consul tation with the groups conce rne d 
but were not a cce pted by government. So it's not for publ ication at this stage . 

MR . ASPER: Supplementary or clar ification. Did I under stand the Minister to say tha t 
the dentur ists and the dentists had agree d but the gover nm e nt had not agreed? 

MR . T OUPI N: No, Mr. Speaker, I did not indicate such. I said tha t in consul tation with 
gr oups concer ne d  the Departme nt of Health and Social Developm e nt had the re gulations pre pare d  
but there wasn't a ver y  clear .consensus to allow us to pr oclaim the act. 

MR . SPEAKER: T he Honourable Mem ber for Riel . 
MR . DONALD W .  CR AI K  (R iel): Mr . Speaker, I would l ike to direct a q ue stion to the 

Minister of I ndustry and Commer ce . Can he a dvise whe tner Nor thwest I ndustr ies in Transcona 
is m oving its m anufactur ing facilities to Calgary? 

MR . SPEAKER : T he Honourable Minister of Industry a nd Commer ce . 
MR . EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I'll take the q ue stion as notice . 
MR . SPEAKER: T he Honourable Mem ber for Cre scentwood. 
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MR. GONI CK: I have a question for the Minister of Finance. In view of the inte� est in 
this House on the inflow and outflow of foreign currency can the Minister possibly table the 
data that he has on this subject? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance. 
MR. CHERNIACK: Well, Mr. Speaker, it's not that lengthy that possibly I can just give 

the summarized portion of it to the House now. This is for the period January 1 ,  1970 to 
June 3 0 ,  1972 . The borrowings by the Province of Manitoba in foreign currencies totalled 
$62 million. There was during the same period of time - this is a financial term, they call it 
Retiral of the Province of Manitoba Debt, I suppose it means retirement of debt - during the 
same period amounted to $52 , 550 , 000·, making a net borrowing of $9,450 , 000 . 00 .  I ntei·est 
payments made during the same period in foreign currency and foreign bonds purchased in 
excess of provincial holdings of matured issues totalled $55 , 126 , 250 ,  thus making a net out
flow of cash, foreign cash, during that period of $45 , 6 76 , 250 . 00 .  I should say to round out the 
picture that this does not take into account the swaps which I 've referred to, the holdings in 
foreign currency which I believe is somewhere in the neighbourhood of some $70 million, and 
does not take into account the purchases by the utilities of foreign manufactured goods for 
which payment was made, and there was an additional outflow in that respect. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
MR. SPI VAK: Yes, Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Minister of Finance. I wonder 

whether he can indicate whether in the past few months he received communication from the 
Bank of Canada suggesting that they should not continue with negotiations with foreign lenders 
with respect to any of the borrowing of the province? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance. 
MR. CHERNI ACK: Mr. Speaker, not only did we not receive any such request but the 

fact is that they are fully aware, as is the Federal Department of Finance and the Minister of 
Finance, aware of our plans arid there has been absolutely no criticism, Sir, made by any of 
them in respect to our plans. 

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable First Minister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, moving to Orders of the Day, would you call Bill 

I 'm sorry. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Thompson. 
MR. BOROWSKI : i have a question for the Minister of Health. I n  view of the serious 

disturbance or the riot in Headihgley and one over the weekend at Vaughan Street, could he 
indicate whether there has been any serious disturbances in the other institutions this year in 
Manitoba? 

MR. TOUPI N: Well, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member for Thompson is qualifying· 
his question by saying serious. There have been incidents and to report to the House the 
number of incidents in our institutions in the province I would have to take the question as 
notice. Serious incidents apart from Headingley and Vaughan Street I cannot at this time re
call any that were as, or more serious, than the two quoted. 

MR. BOROWSKI: Mr. Speaker, is he aware that a guard had his head bust open in 
January and was off on compensation for three months at Brandon? 

MR. TOUPI N: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. BOROWSKI:  I s  the Minister taking any action as a result of the assault on a guard 

over the weekend in Brandon again? 
MR. TOUPI N: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. BOROWSKI : A question for the Attorney-General. I s  he causing to have an inves

tigation as the result of the low morale in our institutions because of the attitude of the Depart
ment of Health and Social Development towards prisoners? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order, please. I should indicate that the honourable 
member continually keeps expressing opinions which are contrary to our procedures. I should 
like to indicate to him, as I have indicated many times before, a question oral or written must 
be to obtain information and not to supply information to the House. The Honourable Minister 
of Health. 

MR. TOUPI N: On a point of privilege. I n  the opinion of the Member for Thompson he's 
allegating a poor morale within the Department of Health and Social Development. This happens 
to be his humble opinion, it is not mine and it is not the opinion of this Cabinet, and he may 
feel that he is in a better position than any of us on this side to make that type of assessment. 
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(MR. TOUPIN cont'd) . I can only say that the Honourable Member for Thompson is not 
helping in the morale that exists within my department. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Thompson. 
MR. BOROWSKI: Mr. Speaker, I don't know if that was a question of privilege that the 

Minister had. My question is when you asked whether I was entitled to express an opinion, I 
was not expressing an opinion, Mr. Speaker, I was stating a fact . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Would the honourable member place his question? Order please. This 
is not the debating hour, this is the question period. The honourable member may place a 
question. 

MR. BOROWSKI: The question is to the Attorney-General. Is he going to have an investi
gation done in our penal institutions regarding the attacks that have been taken in the recent 
months on the guards? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney- General. 
MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, any altercation that involves assault or any alleged 

wrongdoing is investigated either through the Health and Social Development Department itself 
or through the aegis of the Attorney-General's Department . That has been the case in the past 
under previous administrations and will continue to be the policy . I am also aware of the fact 
that a comprehensive review of the correctional program conducted under Health and Social 
Development is in the work and I 'm sure there will be wide-ranging recommendations involved 
in that. 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rupertsland. 
MR. JEAN ALLARD (Rupertsland): Well, Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Minis

ter of Industry and Commerce, and Mines and Resources. In view of the urgency of the situ
ation that was raised in Norway House Airport, could he advise the House if he has secured 
any information yet as to the land situation, the provincial position? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce. 
MR" EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I have relayed the honourable member's question to the staff. 

I have not yet received a reply. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur. 
MR. J. DOUGLAS WATT (Arthur): Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the Minister of 

Agriculture I direct a question to the First Minister. My question to the First Minister: is it 
a fact, an actual fact that the government are aware of, that the differential in the cost of 
insecticides as reported by the Minister of Agriculture is correct? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable the First Minister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, I 'm not in a position to indicate with any precision just 

what the price differentials are for certain given insecticides as between one rural community 
in Manitoba and another, but it's suffice to say that I've been advised by the Minister of Agri
culture and he in turn has been advised that the price differential is substantial. The Member 
for Swan River, I believe, can attest to that fact as well. 

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable Member for Rupertsland. 
MR. ALLARD: I have a question for the Minister of Mines and Resources. In view of 

the pollution caused by the Norway House Hospital, has he advised the Clean Environment 
Commission to establish a study of the situation or lay charges? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce. 
MR . EVANS: Well, Mr. Speaker, anyone can apply to the Clean Environment Commission 

or anyone can lay a charge or make a statement of concern to the Clean Environment Com
mission which they are obligated to investigate . However, in view of the honourable member's 
concern I will personally discuss this with the Chairman of the Clean Environment Commission. 

MR . ALLARD: Well, Mr. Speaker, I didn't catch the last part of the answer of the 
Minister .  Did he say that he would see to it that the Clean Environment Commission would 
establish an investigation of the situation? 

MR . EVANS: I believe there is a restricted license in effect now. In other words I be
lieve that one .. " was brought before the Clean Environment Commission. However in view 
of the honourable member's concern I will endeavour to d�scuss this matter personally with 
the Chairman of the Clean Environment Commission. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, I am wondering, Sir, if you would call Bill 103 --I 'm 

sorry. 
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MR . SPE AKER: Th e. Honourabl e  Mem ber for Thompson. 
MR . B OROWSKI: I hate t o  take up the tim e of the House, Mr . Speak er, but I .have one 

last q uestion for the Attor ney-General. Is he aware that a bout two weeks ag0 a pr isoner walked 
away fr om the Spr ucewoods Correctional Insti t ute and \\·as allowed to esca pe to British Colum bia 
because the guards were afraid t o  manha ndl.e him because their Super intendent of th e jail would 
penalize them? 

MR . SPE AKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 
MR. MACKIJN"G: Well ,  l\Ir . <;;hairman, a pparently the h onourabl e  member is m\·are or 

is assuming some facts that I 'm not a war e of. and certainly if  the fa ct s are a s  h e  indica t es. 
you know, ther e is some cause for concern, but I 'm not aware of the facts that  he relates. 

MR. SPE AKE R: Th e Honourable First Minister. Th e Honourable Member for Th ompson. 
MR. B OROWSKI: One final question, Mr . Speaker. Is the Attorney-General considering 

changing th e heads of the correc tional insti tutions at Brandon and at Headingley wh er e al l the 
tr oubl e is taking place? 

MR. SPE AKE R: Or der , please. Poli cy questi on. It ' s  out of order .  The Honourable 
Attorney-General . 

MR. MACKIJNG: The Honourable Member for Thompson, having b een a m em ber of this 
Cabinet, is awar e of the fact that the Attor ney-General does not have in his denartrnent the 
i nstihJ.tions he refers to and I 'm in no position to make policy statem ents in r espect to them . 

ORDE RS OF THE DAY - GOVERNME NT B ILLS 

MR. SPEAKE R: Or der. Th e Honourable First Minister . 
MR .  SCHRE YER: Mr. Speaker . I not ice that the honourable lady member for F ort Rouge 

is in h er place and I'm wondering th erefore if you'd call Bill  103 . 
MR . SPE AKER: Pr oposed m otion of the Honoura ble Mini st er of Health . The Honoura ble 

Mem ber for F or t  Rouge. 
MRS . INE Z TRUEMAN (Fort Rouge): Mr . Speaker, as the Minister stated i n  his opening 

remarks, thi s  Bill 103 does seem t o  be lar gely a housekeepin g exercise a nd this is pr obably t o  
be expected since the Act gover ning the Mar;titoba Hospita l Ser vices Insurance Plan i s  r elati vely 
new and anomalies wer e bound t o  t ur n  up. The bill pr ovides for some new coverage and it's 
inter esting to lear n from thi s wh er e the government's prioriti es lie. They will appar ently 
cover the cost of the m entally ill or defective i n  h ospitals or institutions outside the pr ovince. 
I find this  a very interesting i dea and wonder exactly what brings this situation a bout wher e i t 's 
necessary. 

Perhaps the Minister will tel l  us wh ether th is pr ovision will include the care for em otion
ally distur bed children. We ar e with out adequate childr en's psych ia tric services in this City, 
wh ich is  unfor tunate, a nd I would like to kn ow wheth er emot ionally disturbed childr en will 
therefor e be sent out of th e pr ovince to institutions elsewh er e. 

Al so, I think we would like to have a little elab oration on what is and wh o is m ental ly ill 
or defective, because it seems t o  me tha t this bi ll wi ll cover the costs of r etarded persons in 
i nsti t utions as wel l depending on inter pr etation and for that matter i ntention. 

It is interesting too to see that the governm ent is pr ovi ding for al ternative m eth ods for 
paying doctor s b esides the traditi onal fee for service. I pr esume th is m eans sessiona l pay
m ents .  Thi s  is not really that new. I know that at the Muni cipal Hospital s doctor s  have b een 
paid on a sessional basis for som e tim e . . .  this will also permi t  paym ent by salary, and i t  
looks to me as if  this is  sort of  readying the team for the comm unity clinic which the gover n
m ent is consider ing. Now I r ealize I'm not supposed to use that t er m  a ny m or e, we are trying 
t o  cool tha t  one clown a little bit , a nd I forget what th ey're being called at the pr esent tim e.  
How!Cver I think that  we've made i t  clear on thi s  side that we are not a gainst comm unit y clinics 
as such wh ere they are needed. We have said this  on several occasi ons, the concept is not that 
bad depending on exactly h ow the plans are carried for ward. 

The pr ovisions concerning the Medica l Review Committee ar e not that new, at least i t 's not 
a new concept. We realize that the Medica l Revie\\" Committee idea has been carri ed forward 
since 1956 and the old Ma ni toba Medical Associa tion br ought such a m eth od of polici ng th eir 
own m embers . .  It is inter esting though that the gover nm ent is now placing itself in a position 
wher e it can set up such a review committee with out the doct or 's agreem ent. Pr eviously it 
was necessary to have the a greement of the Manitoba Medica l Associati on and the College of 
Physicians and Sur geons. I can't think why the Minister woul d feel tha t  it was necessary to 
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(MRS. TRUEMAN cont' d) . . . . .  pr ovide for se tting up such a committee i n  the e vent that  
that  consent or agreement has not been receive d, u nless he 's e xpecting some tr oub le. I thi nk 
there's no doub t tha t  the medi ca l  pr ofe ssi on has co-operated com ple te ly i n  thi s  matter of re
vie wing patterns of practi ce . 

The pri nci pal sour ce s  of tr ouble , of course , are the lab ser vi ce s  and X -ray. Thi s i s  not 
a sim ple m a tter to say whe n  a doctor is going be yond the normal range of usage of such 
ser vi ce s .  For instance i t's diffi cult i n  some i nstances to say wha t  is ab solutely ne cessary.  
So far I thi nk there has been reasonab leness on a ll sides.  We know tha t  sometimes a patient 
may come to a doctor a nd be seeking reassurance and may ask for cer tain tests. One of the 
i nstance s  whe n  thi s  sor t of thing happe ns is whe n  some one has die d  in the fami ly of cancer a nd 
e veryone has wi tnesse d this  dreadful situati on a nd quite often pe ople e nd up wi th imagi nary pains 
in the che st or perhaps stomach cramps or something, and the only way to reassure that  pa tient 
is to actually do tha t  test a nd pr ove to them that  the y  have no pr ob lem . However thi s  sort of 
thing, I am sure , a matter of reason on the par t of a ll those represe nte d. 

The lab ser vi ce s, I thi nk, represe nt the greate st pr ob lem .  During the period of January 
1st to October 3 1 st, 19 7 1 ,  this  medi ca l  review committee reviewe d  the patterns of practi ce of 
86 physicia ns: 16 were i nter viewe d, 46 were war ned, and fiscal sanctions were applied to eight.  
Now those that  are warne d  receive a letter poi nting out the areas of de viation a nd the y  are 
aske d to try to corre ct their pattern of pra ctice so that  i t's m ore in line with that  of their peers.  
Their profi le s are studied m on thly thereafter, and if  a corre cti on is not note d i n  a reasonab le 
time the n the y're sub je ct to fur ther study a nd retr oactive fiscal sancti ons. 

I have had a look at  some of the se patterns of practi ce, it makes an i ntere sti ng pi cture 
to see .  I thi nk that  there is, as I say, a considerab le am ount of lee way and reasonableness. 
We a ll know that  in an i nstance where a professor is tea ching his students, a nd teaching them , 
of course, to be com ple te ly thor ough, i n  diagnosing his patient' s di sease and of course i n  treat
i ng i t. We know tha t  i n  i nstitutions such as the General Hospi tal, whi ch i s  practi cally in e ffect 
a University hospi tal that  usage is greater there tha n  it would be in some other instituti on 
where teaching is not going on. 

One i nstance that was brought to my a tte nti on of a doctor who was ordering m ore lab 
tests tha n  the average , thi s  par ticular was appare ntly under surveillance b ut was not told that 
his patter ns of practi ce were hi gh, and something like four m onths went by whi le he was being 
ob ser ve d, b ut he was not warne d .  I see no reason to le t a person go on perhaps i nnoce ntly 
or dering m ore tests than som e  other doctors would a nd the n  leave him i n  a positi on of having 
fiscal sanctions applied whi ch could m ake him look pre tty bad, could be difficult for him to 
produce the m oney to repay. So that  thi s  is a flaw in the pr oce dures of the Me dical Re view 
Commi ttee,  in my opi ni on, that  the doctors are not warne d soon enough .  

I thi nk that, too, we can' t overem phasize the impor tance of i nsuring that  an ade quate 
investigati on i s  made of a patient's condi tion a nd tha t  the e conomic aspects of this  m ust take 
tbeir pr oper place i n  the order of thi ngs. 

The appeal pr oce dures are interesting. Fir st of a ll, for some reason it said i n  the bill 
tha t  where a doctor is  to repay some of the funds tha t  have been pai d  to him whe n  he appears 
to have bee n over -servi ci ng, it actually says that  the noti ce m ust be ser ve d  on him in the last 
address shown i n  the re cor ds of the commission. I don't understand why tha t  e ver got i nto a 
bill, be cause a ll one would have to do would be to m ove out. Accor ding to this  Bi ll that's the 
only place where you can serve notice on him . I thi nk that  sh ould be re considered. The appeal 
pr oce dures pr ovide for a b oard of arbi trati on of three doctor s and it is i nteresting tha t  the 
arbitration i s  binding. This i s  i nconsi stent with the sor t of le gisla ti on tha t  has been br ought 
forward in Bill 8 1 ,  and I just don't qui te under stand why if  arbitrati on or binding agreements 
are abhorre nt to this governm e nt why the y  are place d i n  a ny le gisla ti on. 

As I have said, Mr . Speaker , I thi nk i t's i nteresting to see where the governme nts pri
ori tie s are . There i s  i ncrea se d  coverage for m entally i ll, for ora l  sur gery, for care that  is  
ne cessar y when one i s  out of  the pr ovince . These are a ll admirab le addi tions to  the coverage , 
b ut I am sorry to see tha t  nursing home care was not im por tant e nough to this  governme nt to 
have been i ncluded.  The costs of the a dditi onal coverage tha t  would be ne ce ssar y are not that  
great. I would have hope d tha t  the y  would have had be tter pri ori ties.  

Well, Mr . Speaker, I thi nk that  Bill 103 is  e vi de nce to us now that  the doctor wh o use d 
to work for the patient a nd the patient was the doctor 's sole concer n, tha t  that  doctor i s  now 
working for the governm e nt a nd tha t  the gover nment i s  kee pi ng an e ye on them a ll the time,  so 
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(MRS. TRUEMAN cont'd) . . . . . the doctor has to 'keep a n  eye on the gove rninent.  He ha s to 
watch the governme nt's tempe rature, pulse , and- respirations, and bellyachi ng, and he can no 
longe r direct his attent ions t o  the patie nt w ithout these conside rations. So I think we ha\·e 
rea che d that point in the crossroads and in B ill 103 we recogn ize once _and for all that the 
doctor is now working for the gove rnme nt and- that t he patie nt takes his place alongside, that 
the patient is 110 longe r ne ce ssarily the first and most important partne r of a parh1e r  in the 
medical ca re team. 

I believe that ' s  all that I have to say on this B ill at the pre se nt time , Mr . Speake r .  
MR. SPEAKER: The H onourab le JV! e mber for F ort Ga rry. 
MR. L. R. (B UD) SHERMAN ( F ort Garry) : Mr.  Speaker, if 110b ody e lse w ishe s to spe�k 

at this time I beg to move ,  seconde d b y  the Honourab le Member for Rob lin, that debate be 
adj ourne d. 

MR . SPEAKER pre sente d  the motion and after a voice vote de cla re d the motion caiTie d. 
MR. SPEAKER: The H onourab le F irst Ministe r. 
MR. SCH REYER: M r. Speaker, I notice the Me mbe r  for Lake side b right and eage r  in 

his place , so would you call B ill 100 . 
MR. SPEAKER: Propose d Motion of the H onourable Minister of T ourism and Re creation. 

The Honourab le Me mbe r for L akeside . B ill lOO . 
MR . H ARRY J. ENNS ( Lake side ): Mr. Speaker, we have had the opportunit y to peruse 

the b ill before us, Provincial Parklands A ct ,  and· while the re may be one or tw o additional 
comments that other me mbers of the caucus wish to add to it , in principle , we have no objection 
to see ing this b ill move forwar d expe diously at this t ime . A fter all, Mr. Speaker, we recog
nize that while we we re busy b uilding a nd cr·eating the parks, we must give this gove rnme nt 
the mechanism t o  administer them.  And with that short re mark, Mr. Speaker, I move the 
b ill forward, or at least invite a fe w othe r comme nts on the b ill b ut indicate to the House that 
we will be glad to see this b ill move forward to the committee stage . 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourab le Me mber for F ort Garry. 
MR . SHERMAN: Mr. Speake r, I intend to be as b rief or almost as b rief as my colleague, 

the Ivl ember for Lakeside , b ut I do want to add one or tw o of those comments to which he re 
fe rre d in his remarks. 

My comments are favourab le a nd complime ntary insofar as this B ill is conce rne d .  I 
think that it r·e fle cts a long ne cessary a nd a very progre ssive ste p  in te rms of gua ra nteeing 
that our parks and recreation areas are kept in the kind of condition in te rms of ope ration that 
Manitobans de si re .  F or far too l ong, unfortunately, the re has bee n a growing tendency f01' 
behaviour of a somet imes rowdy a nd unacce ptab le nature to de velop in some of our park a:reas. 
It ' s  bee n be haviour that has bee n ca rrie d out by an irre sponsib le few, b ut it has resulted in a 
great dea l  of discomfort and discomforture for a great many responsible Manitobans a nd visit ors 
to Manitoba who have bee n denied the opportunity to e njoy our parks and our re creat ion areas 
to the extent to which they would like be cause of some of these unne cessary a nd irresponsib le 
disturbance s. 

T he salutary thing about this legislation in my vie w is that it gives the Minister and his 
departme nt the powe r to act and to act quickly to e nsure tbat r owdyism, vandalism and lawless
ness and ge ne ral irre sponsib ilit y can be st oppe d in our parks and the condition of e njoyme nt 
whi ch our p'arks deserve can be rest ore d  for t hose who like to enjoy the wilderness e nviron
me nt that our province has to offe r so richly. I commend the Ministe r and the gove rnme nt for 
this le gislat ion. I think it puts into statutory form ii1 an e ffe ct ive manne r the kind of minis
te rial clout , the kind of ministe rial teeth that has l ong bee n ne cessary to ensure that our parks 
are ope rate d  in a proper lawful a11d beneficial manner for us all. It give s the Minister, as I 
said, the opportunity e ither t hrough himself or through his own office rs to act a nd act quickly 
whene ve� there is any kind of unsat isfactory and Uriacce ptable behaviour a nq/or any kind of law
le ssness and that will be greeted ve ry war mly b y  all Manitobans who e njoy the use of our' out
doors. 

Those are my fe w comments, Mr. Speaker, b ut I \V a nt to put t he m  on t he re cord be cause 
I thi nk the le gislation dese rve s the commendation of all me mbers of the H ouse. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le Me mber for B il'tle�Russe ll. 
MR . H ARRY E. GRAH AM (B irtle-Russell): Tha nk you, Mr. Speake r, my comments are 

going to be ve ry short . I want to dea l  with  a section in the propose d legislation, Mr. Speaker, 
which deals with the question of withdrawal of land from munic ipalitie s and the powe r that the 
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(MR. GRAHAM cont 'd) . . . . . Lieu tenant-Governor m ay .have by regulati on to set up  provin
cial . parks . And w hen he is dealing with the problem ,  --. w hi le he is asking for the pow er to 
m ore or less expropriate by withdr aw al l and from muni ci pali ties, loc al governm ent districts 
and the like, I w ould as k him if he w oul d also consider going one step further and i ncludi ng 
national parks ; because i t  m ay possibly be, Mr. Speaker, that at s ome time w e  m ay w a nt to 
take a por ti on of a national park and m ake i t_ a provi nci al park because of the possibi li ty there 
m i ght be cr oss purposes i n  the operati on of nati onal parks and the provincial parks , and the 
purpose and usage of the sam e. At the s am etim e I w ould as_ k the Mi nister if i n  his us age of 
this secti on, and l and is wi thdraw n from a munici pality, I w ou ld urge him to l ook at the total 
effect it will have on the muni ci pali ty and refer the m atter to the Mi ni ster of Municipal Affai rs, 
because now we find w i th the five perc ent c ei li ng rem oved from the grant in lieu of taxes , w e  
find i t  i s  possibl e  now for the Provi nc e to suitably reim burse the muni ci pali ty for the loss of 
revenue in the takeover of the l and for the provincial par ks .  

MR 0 SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rie l. 
MR 0 CRAIK: Mr. Speaker, there has been a long-s tandi ng problem wi th regard to tax

ati on on provi nci ally ow ned land, and i n  parklands, and w e  have undergone qui te a number of 
changes w i th regards to parklands and this is a si gnificant piece of l egi slati on before us, but 
one of the problem s s eem s to persist  and that is that people that have summer cottages i n  park
lands or _on governm ent Crow n l and, are runni ng_ac ross the difficulty of i n  som e  cases double 
taxati on and in other c ases, if not double taxati on, at leas t i nequi table taxation c ommensurate 
with the l evel of s ervices w hich they receive. In som e  of the LGDs w e  have the bes t possible 
taxbased s ys tem as far as the summer hom e occu pant wishes to find because there the level 
of taxation. is low and he lives on leas ehold l and. We have other areas , munici pali ti es,  w here 
the taxati on level is quite high, but at l east i t  is one type of taxati on and the y live by the local 
rule s ,  but w e  have had problem s  i n  areas such as Grand B each w here peopl e have been payi ng 
w hat they thought w as all that w as requi red i n  forms of taxati on to the Provi ncial Governm ent, 
but w ere also being assessed a l ocal taxati on for the sam e  servic e w hi ch turns out to be seri
ously inequi table, and in the Pi naw a and the Lee River area there has been a problem there that 
I'm sure m os t  m em bers of the Legis lature are aw are of, because there have been c ommuni
cations at fairly regul ar intervals that have c om e  to all of us and the s ys tem of taxati on under 
w hic h they occupy thei r government lands. is als o very i nequitable .  Thei r taxati on level is high 
and of course they are all summer hom es. It's very high in com parison to other provincial 
properti es , very hi gh c om pared to an L GD .  B ei ng summer occupants, and of cou rs e, they have 
no children that go to s chool, but they s till pay the local school tax, although they are s ti ll on 
Provi ncial Governm ent l and. 

Now I w as hopeful that the Mi ni s ter w ould be able to assure. us and perhaps s olve part of 
the pr oblem throu gh this w hi le the Act i s  now open, by m aki ng the ac comm odati on that w ould 
allow these people w ho have summer homes to get out from u nder this problem, and I w oul d li ke 
to hear. his c omments on this ques ti on and see i f  any m oves can be m ade at thi s  s tage to relieve 
the probl em . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mini s ter shall be cl osing debate. The Honourable Mi ni s ter 
HON. LAURENT L. D ESJARD INS (Mi ni s ter of Touri sm ,  Rec reati on and Cu ltu ral Affairs) 

( St .  B oni face) : Mr. Speaker, I'd l ike to thank the honourable mem bers for their comm ents . I 
am pl eas ed to s ee that this Ac t, thi s proposed Ac t, is w ell  recei ved by all the Members of this 
H ouse.  It w ould s eem to be that w ay anyw ay .  

I w ould l ike to explain to the Honourable Member of B i rt le-Russell that the s ec ti on that 
deals with the wi thdraw al of par kland from munici pali ties and local government dis tri cts or 
s chool di stricts, now - and this is an answ er als o to the Honourable Member for Ri el - this 
Act, of c ourse, deals only .wi th the parks property .

. 
I thi nk, defini tely I think that this s ecti on 

w ould gi ve us,  the Lieutenant- Governor-i n-Council, the governm ent,  the pow er to w ithdraw 
this l and from the assessment of the different muni ci palities . Many of the parks and recrea
ti onal areas i n  the province now overlap municipal local governm ent dis tric t or sc hool distric t 
boundaries . The vari ous muni ci pal governments i nclu de i n  t hei r assessm ent, i n  their as sess
m ent rolls ,  all privately ow ned im provements loc ated on these_ parklands for taxing purposes, 
. . .  pay a s tandard land rental fee and in som e  i ns tanc es a c harge for the various s ervi ces pro
vided by the Parks B ranc h, pays that to the governm ent, to the Parks B ranch, and with rare 
exception no s ervic es are provided parklands rec eived by the muni ci pal age ncies . Sc hool taxes 
are also levied i n  s om e  areas though c ottage ow ners do not have acc ess to schools i n  these 
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(MR .  DE SJARDINS c ont'd) . , . . . are as. The Ac t pr.oposes authority by: Order -In-C ounc il 
to withdrawal of the parks affected by the se tax inequitie s, and it is true that in the past there 
has been w hat we might c all a double taxation. 

Now the Honour able Me mber fr om B ir tle-Russell talks about national parks. We ll I don't 
think it is in our power to expr opr iate national parks. I think that -I know the . proble m that 
the honourable me mber is talking about: it's some thing that we have ,disc usse d, and we w ould 
like to see some thing done , and I suppose that we '11 have to kee p  on wi th making repre sentation 
to the Federal Governme nt and hope that we c an solve that pr oble m. B ut, of c ourse , this is 
an Ac t dealing with the Parklands Ac t, and we have not the power, it c an't be as far -reac hing 
as that to c orrec t all the ine quities in tax ation in the recre ational are as on the c ottage s owne d 
by private individual s on private lands. We are only c oncerned, I should say we are c oncerne d 
but the only right that we have under this Ac t is to deal w ith the are as that c ome under , that 
are designate d as parkland. We w ill have the pe ople fr om the depar tment, of c ourse , and the 
c ommittee ,  w ho will be able. to answer some of the more spec ific questions that might be asked. 

MR . SPE AKER put the que stion and after a. voice vote dec lared the motion c arrie d  . 

. . . . . c ontinue d on ne xt page 
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MR . S CHREYE R: Mr , Speaker , B ill 93 , the adj our nment standing in the name of the 
Member for Bir tle-Russell, 

MR , SPEAKER: Proposed Mot ion of the Honoura ble Mi nister of Industry a nd Commer ce, 
The Honourab le Member for B irtle-Russell, 

MR ,  G RA HAM: Thank you, Mr , Speaker, Bill 93 i n  my opinion, Mr , Speaker , is a ver y  
significant bill which has far-r ea ching implications throughout the Province of Ma nitoba, I am 
sur e  when this bill goes to committee there will be a gr eat deal of expr ession of o pinion from 
the various segments of the community of Ma nitoba, One of the concer ns I have is dea li ng with 
the question of the committee, or the commission that is goi ng to be set up a nd it is suggested 
her e a commission of thr ee plus a n  advi sor y committee, a nd I would suggest, Mr , Speaker , 
that i n  the ar ea of ad visory commi ttee that we have num er ous segments in our society that will 
be gr eatly affected, I wo uld sincer ely hope that r epresentation of all sectors be adequately 
maintained to insur e that m ember s  of the commissio n  become fully a cquai nted with the implica
tions of a cti vity of the commission i n  the r ea lm that the particular decision will affect, We 
find that, for i nstan ce, in the field of agricultur e, I would suggest that the entir e Province of 
Ma nitoba is going to b e  ser iously affected b y  the i ntent of this bill a nd the proposed or the draft 
r egulations that have b een cir culated throughout the province, If those draft r egulations ar e i n  
effect, the r egulations that will a pply to this a ct, b ecause we find, Mr , Speaker ,  that ther e' s  
cross pur poses of gover nments expr essed i n  this bill, W e  fi nd i n  the Depar tm ent of Agricultur e  
that the Minister of Agri cultur e has used considerable tim e  a nd effor t on his behalf a nd on his 
part ,  a nd b y  m embers of his staff, i n  promoti ng the small farm er i n  the Province of Ma nitoba, 
by encouraging the small farmer to diver sify, to raise a few hens, raise a few pigs, milk the 
odd dair y cow, a nd have some b eef cattle on his farm ,  A nd yet we find now through a nother 
d epartment, thr ough the Mi nister who is r esponsib le for the Clean E nvironm ent A ct, that 
r egulations - a nd we'r e not too sur e  what those r egulations ar e going to b e, b ut j udging from 
the i ntent of this bi ll, the dir ection taken by the Mi nister her e  is to restrict those a ctivi ti es 
that the Minister of Agricultur e i s  a ttempti ng to encourage, So we find a cross purpose or a 
sor t  of doub le standard whi ch is b eing employed b y  this gover nment, A nd I suggest to you, Mr , 
Speaker , that this i s  not the o nly ar ea wher e we find the double standard b eing employed by this 
gover nment, I nstead of encouraging the small farmer to stay on the farm, this a ct will en
courage him to leave the farm, a nd i n  fact this a ct as I r ead it, is working only to the adva ntage 
of the lar ge corporate farmer ,  the lar ge farmer who has the capital a nd the r esour ces to b ui ld 
the isolation strip which this a ct dema nds to protect his operation, or to, i n  other words, to 
protect one com plaina nt from the operation of his farming enter prise, 

So I ha ve to say that this a ct is not a cting i n  the bes t  i nter ests of the Department of 
A gr iculture in the dir ection that the Minister of A gri cultur e is taking in this province, It will 
d efinitely encourage the operation of lar ge corporate farming operations wher e they will have 
large tra cts of land solely for the purpose of isolation whi ch this a ct is going to dema nd, A nd 
I don' t think that that is i n  the b est inter est of the agricultural  economy of Manitoba, nor i n  
fact i n  the inter ests of the people of Manitoba as a whole, We've heard numerous debates on 
this very subject of centralization a nd t he role of the sma ll farmer a nd I would ser iously ask 
the Minister to r eco nsider in the light of the evidence we have brought for ward her e, the 
implications of this a ct on the role of the small farmer ,  

W e  fi nd that the license that will b e  granted will b e  gra nted a nnually, I t  will be the dis
cr etion of the erwironm ental officers to r enew or cancel the license a nd if he wants improve
m ents made, the small farmer is the man who is least able to afford the changes, the expensi ve 
c;hanges of his opera tion, 

We a lso fi nd a rather strange thing i n  this a ct, Mr , Speaker ,  For m an y  years we have 
had complaints from all  m embers of the House depending on which sid e  of the House they wer e 
sitting at that par ticular time, dealing with the po wer i nvested in r egulations, but now we fi nd 
tha.t even the L ieutenant-Gover nor-in-Council will not b e  r ea lly setting all  the r egulations; tha t  
the r egulations ca n i n  effect b e  set b y  the commission a nd the commissio n  shall not a pprove the 
proposal until it m eets the limits pr escr ibed by the r egulations which they set, But the rather 
strange par t of it, Mr , Speaker ,/is the fa ct that wher e at the tim e  of the r eceipt of a propo sal 
wher e limits have not b een pr escr ibed by the r egulation, we find that the commission shall 
r equir e  the person to submit an a pplication to pr escr ib e  the limits, a nd the person shall then 
comply with the limits pr escr ibed b y  the commission, so what does this m ea n? That the person-
wher e ther e  is no specifi c r egulation laid down, the commission can set their own r egulations, 
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( MR .  GRAHAM cont'd) • • • • •  but they ask the person who is applying for a license to set 
what he considers to be the limits that should be reasonable for the operation, and then they 
will in turn, the commission then, in turn, will set the regulations, This seems to me a 
rather strange procedure, Mr. Speaker. The entire system of the regulation to me seems 
rather strange where they can be changed from time to time without reference to the Lieutenant
Governor-in-Council , that the commission itself can change the regulations , and in fact the 
environmental officer , and we don't know how many of them there are going to be may in fact 
give his interpretation to the regulations or set regulations pertaining to any particular cir
cumstance, 

Mr. Speaker , consistency in law and consistency in regulations I think are essential to 
provide direction both to those enforcing the law and those that have to abide by the law. And 
here I see a conflict or a confusion, or lack of direction which can confuse more people than it 
can help, And I would hope that when this goes to committee this particular situation can be 
cleared up so that we do know that regulations , whether they be incorporated in the act , or 
regulations as laid down by the Lieutenant-Governor-in-Council, will be the regulations that 
effect the implementation of this act , and that officers of the Clean E nvironment Commission 
will not be setting their own regulations to cover any particular item as they see fit .  

The question o f  the appeal does cause m e  a little concern, Mr. Speaker , not because of 
the method of appeal but whether or not we may be overlaoding the municipal board, and in 
fact making the municipal board labour under a very very heavy load, I would maybe suggest 
that there may be an independent board other than the muniCipal board set up specifically to 
hear the appeals and in that way it might expedite the matters which are referred to it under 
the Clean E nvironment Act . It is one of my beliefs , Sir , that this could effectively delay if it ' s  
left the way it is at the present time, could effectively delay for several months approval o f  
projects ,  projects which cannot proceed until they have the approval o f  the Clean E nvironment 
Commission and could stifle development rather than assist it, So I would ask the Minister to 
consider carefully the establishment of a special appeal board rather than the use of the munici
pal board as the Court of Appeal. 

Mr, Speaker , these are j ust some of the concerns I have at this time and I 'm sure there 
are many others who have greater concerns than that and they will no doubt be expressing them 
before this bill goes to committee, 

MR ,  DEPUTY SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Emerson, 
MR , GABRIEL GIRARD (Emerson) : Mr . Speaker , I move, seconded by .the Member for 

Morris ,  that debate be adjourned, 
MR , DEPUTY SPEAKER presented the motwn and after a voice vote declared the motion 

carried, 
MR . SCHREYER: Mr . Speaker , perhaps you could call Bill 79. 
MR . DEPUTY SPEAKER : Bill No, 79 on the proposed motion of the Honourable Attorney

General, The Honourable Leader of the Opposition, 
MR . SPIVAK: Mr . Speaker , there are several aspects to the amendments that are pro

posed in this bill and it is =y intention to deal specifically with the question of interest on trust 

accounts and to deal with both the principle and the manner of application that the act suggests 
that interest be charged for legal aid. 

Mr . Speaker , we live in a society where new rules , new statutes , new regulations , 

federal and provincial and municipal law are upon us daily, And people must at a given time, 
because of the wide-ranging legislation that is imposed on them try and put some order into 
their affairs,  And at one point, notwithstanding the comments of the Member from Logan, 
people require legal advice and they seek legal advice, And, Mr . Speaker , legal advice is 
required for people who require civil legal advice as opposed to criminal legal advice. There 
has been an assumption in our society that with respect to the question of legal aid that it only 
was to apply for thos e  people who found themselves in a situation where a solicitor and a 
barrister was required to protect them in some criminal matter . But because of governments 
involvement over our lives people require legal advice; they will require the assistance of a 
lawyer , and because you have a low income, or because you are poor , you should not be denied 
that advice and the ability of being able to be guided to be able to put your affairs in order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker , the lawyers in Manitoba recognize this and pioneered this many years 
ago, And they recognized the responsibility of providing legal advice and legal aid, We I think 
would now have reached a point where there's  a general agreement that the state should provide 
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(MR, SI'IVAK cont'd) , , , , . it, and l really don't he.ar too many people arguing that it should 
not be provided, But the question, Mr, Speaker , realistically is how is it to be funded, We 
have, I .believe , in the Attorney-General's E stimates an amount of $75() , 000 for legal aid, And 
it ' s  intended to fund a great deal of this from the interest on the trust accounts that will be now 
payable to the state as a result of the legislation that is proposed, And, Mr, Speaker , I think 
the first point that has to be said is that the trust accounts of the solicitors ,  which I believe can 
and should be .used under certain circumstances , should not be the limiting factor in the amounts 
of money to be provided for legal aid by the state, And the difficulty with the manner of presen
tation and even the debate so far. is to suggest that there is in fact a consideration that the 
amount of money available for legal aid will be basically tied in to the amount that can be earned 
by way of interest on the trust accounts of the solicitors in this province, 

Now, Mr, Speaker , the question that has to be asked and we went through a commentary 
yesterday of how a lawyer handles affairs but the question that has to be asked is ,  what money 
goes into a trust account ? Whose money goes into it ? -,-(Interj ection) -- Well your money but 
let• s deal with it on the basis of a solicitor , A solicitor puts his own client' s  money into a 
trust account , He puts as well the money of another solicitor who has sent the money over to 
him into his trust account , and in many cases he puts ultimately the money of his client , which 
will be the fee that the solicitor will recive, into his trust account , And essentially this makes 
up the money that lawyers receive, Lawyers receive money on behalf of their client , money 
from another solicitor on terms and conditions and trust terms and conditions , money which is 
paid, which a lawyer by way of the ethics of the profession pays into the trust account until that 
money is earned; .Now the w ay our federal banking system is set up there is no provision for 
the kind of interest to be paid on the balances daily , or even weekly, . of the accounts of the 
solicitor and the. eligibility for interest is something that becomes very difficult to compute, 
And the question that has to be asked is whose money is that in the hands of the trust account of 
the lawyer ? Is it the clients money , the money that the lawyer represents ? And if it is ,  has 
he foresaken the rights to the state that interest on that money should be given to the state, or 
does it belong in many cases to the person with whom the lawyer is dealing even though he has 
the money in his own account , Mr , Speaker , when a lawyer hands money over to another 
lawyer on trust and conditions , that money does not belong in the hands of the lawyer unless 
those trust and conditions are met , and if they are not met they are returned, So in reality any 
interest that is earned by an interest bearing account , if such was the case in our banking 
system , that interest would belong not to the lawyer ' s  client who received the money , but 
rather to the lawyer who sent the money over on the trust and conditions , and until those trust 
and conditions were met it belonged to your other client, And so this becomes a very difficult 
situation in the assessment of what should be done with respect to the moneys that are now 
being asked to be utilized to be able to bear interest so that the state would get a benefit to 
apply to a cost of legal aid, which the state has now assumed is their responsibility. 

Now, Mr , Speaker , in many cases even assuming that the banking system would provide 
for interest to be able to be paid on a daily basi s ,  or on a weekly basis , the amount of interest 
that would be available for a client because of the shortnes s  of time within which the money is 
in the trust account would be offset by the costs of the lawyer in processing it, Even the send
ing of the letter can cost , depending on the efficiency of the firm, anywhere from $3, 50 to $5, 00 , 
And so in that sense it would have to be in there for several · days to be able to earn interest and 
it would depend on the amount , how large the amount was , to be able to even j ustify the initial 

expense, And one has to simply talk in terms of a $10 , 000 transaction, talk in te.rms of 365 

days , talk in terms of the 4 percent interest factor , for an account to bear interest on a daily 

basis to realize that you are only talking $1, 00 a day, and in effect realistically if it cost $4, 00 

to write a letter it would have to for sure be in the lawyers hands for four days to be able to 

justify that cost , and if it  cost in addition to entry into the records of the books of the lawyer 
and for cheques to be drawn, you have additional cost as well, 

Now, Mr , Speaker , it has already been established as a matter . of practice that lawyers 

can and do set up interest bearing accounts for certain transactions that they place and certain 

requests that are made, But we come now to another position ,  Mr, Speaker , Which is one that 

has not been considered by the members here, and which has to be considered in understanding 

the change that has been proposed , and in attempting to try and rationalize this with the whole 

direction that the governments undertaken with respect to the protection of the individual ,  the 

ultimate consumer , 
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(MR . SPIVAK cont ' d) 

A client is a consumer of legal services. And in this position what we must try and do 
is apply the same principles of consumer protection that we've applied in other acts to those 
who deal with the legal profession. Therefore it is necessary, I think, to protect clients and 
to be able to present them with information which will entitle them to know what their rights 
are so that a decision can be made by them. The Law Society already takes extensive 
measures to protect clients in a variety of forms ,  and we understand that. But if we are going 
to be consistent with the principle of consumer protection,  then I suggest where it is practical 
and fair and reasonable both in the question of the amount of money involved and the time, the 
length of time , that it will be in the hands of the lawyer , and based on the realities of arrange
ments that can be arrived at with banking institutions , it would seem to me that there is an 
obligation on the part of the Law Society and on the part of the government to present those 
people dealing with lawyers a standard form which the client would have to be told are his 
rights ,  which would give him an entitlement to a choice , if a choice can be made , of whether 
he is prepared to take the interest himself or allow it to go to the state. 

Now , Mr. Speaker , I want to make that point again, because that point seems to be mis
understood by some of the members on the opposite side, and has already been discussed from 
this side. There is an obligation on the part of the state, and particularly on the part of the 
NDP government who basically have said that they are for consumer protection, to protect the 
consumer of legal services ,  and what is required is the ability for the consumer to know that 
he has a right under certain situations to be able to get interest on his money, and that right 
has to be worked out both with the Law Society, with the banks , and has to be applied where it 
is practical and fair . Now in order to do that, Mr. Speaker , much more than what we have 
before us has to be considered and finalized. And that means that in many situations , and the 
Honourable Member for Rupertsland I think referred to them, where there are smaller 
amounts of money it will be impossible for all practical purposes for that standard form to in 
any way allow the consumer any rights ,  because he will not have any rights under our system 
as it exists today , and I am not suggesting that in those situations of smaller amounts , and 
I 'm not sure what that level should be at this point , but I think we have to work on trying to 
arrive at that level, and I ' m  satisfied that that hasn't been done yet. I 'm s atisfied, Mr. Speaker , 
that many of these people will not be able to bear interest and it 's po ssible therefore for a 
solicitor to have a revolving account and to be able to work out an arrangement with the b ank
ing system where the balances will be averaged over a period of time and there will be an 
interest allowed , a very small interest , as it is for municipal offices who have fluctuations of 
up and down with respect to the float of money that is paid into them where banks do pay them 
I think approximately 2-1/2 percent on averages of quarterly or over a six month period. 

Now, I want to make myself clear on this so that there will be no misunderstanding. 
s ay that the present act must be amended. It must be amended to provide that a standard 
form would be worked out with the L aw So ciety after having consultation with the b anking 
associations and the banking institutions in this province and with the government, which will 
give the consumer of legal services the right to know that in certain situations he is entitled 
to have interest on the moneys paid over in connection with trust arrangements , until a trans
action is completed. And that the level has to be a level that is practical, which will bear 
interest , and it will have to be worked out as to amount and as to the duration of time. There 
are many solicitors in this province, Mr . Speaker , who may have a million dollars in their 
trust account in the morning and have a million dollars out in the afternoon in connection with 
transactions that take place where they're representing mortgage companies and moneys have 
to be paid over and obviously in practical terms there is no way in which that can bear any 
interest , even if it is 24 hours it may not be able to bear any interest , but I suggest that the 
state has an automatic right to the interest on the trust accounts in the lawyer ' s  hands except 
in those situations where it is specified by the client goes to the reverse of the consumer 
protection position, which is that the consumer must know his rights in advance so that he can 
make a choice. If we are serious about telling the consumers that the state will regulate the law 
so that they will know the cost of goods and know every bit of money that is to be devoted to 
handling, to insurance , to finance, if we are serious about that we have to apply that with 
respect to the legal profession as well, and the bill has to be amended to be able to incorpo
rate that specific requirement as a protection for the individual. It will be a standard form ,  
and i n  many situations because o f  the amount and the duration o f  time there would be no 
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(1\ffi , SPIVAK cont'd) • . • • . question, it would go into the revolving float account that the 
solicitor has. But in many other situations with knowledge of 'their rights , I believe that many 
people will opt for the rights for themselves , and they should have that option. This �eans , 
Mr. Speaker ; that the amount of money to be realized uhder this provision woUld not be as high, 
but I preface my remarks by saying that the question of legal aid is a question which we've 
accepted that h:is nothing to do with the fact that· it may be furtded to a certain extent by interest 
on trust accounts;  nor do I believe that it is something that has to be limited on the bas.is of 
interest on trust accounts, Rather we have accepted the principle that the state should pro
vide for thosti people in low income an ability to be able to have legill advice , to be able to put 
their affairs in 'order , as those who are in higher incomes and are in a position to hire soliCi
tor s ,  because today the state is involved in such 'a way in regulating the life of the individual, 
that he reqUires advice and will require advice during his lifetime. 

- so ,  Mr .  Speaker , we have proposed an amendment which we think can be achieved as a 
resUlt of consultation with banking associations , with the Law Society, and with the govern
ment that can be practical and fair to the client , to the lawyer , and at the same time give an 
advantage to the state but · also at the same time put the lawyer in no different position than any 
other vendor· of service to the consumer , in this case the lawyer as the vendor, and the client 
as the consumer. 

Now having said that , Mr. Speaker , I now must talk in another area that is related to this 
that is not incorporated in the bill, but which would appear to be a bit of a logical extension, 
and that is the question as to whether as a resUlt of the adoption of this principle , we are not 
moving to the pOint Where the state will tell every lawyer in this province , you now must pay 
your trust moneys into an account which is controlled by the state. Now Pm not suggesting 
anything. I'm sctggesting that the logical extension of what we are now doing by saying that the 
state has some rights to go in and control the trust account of a lawyer , of the seven hundred 
and fifty lawyers who may be practising in this province ,  we are not now going to be putting 
ourselves in the position of now saying to the lawyers in this province as the next step, we now 
want you to put your money into an account in the name of the Minister of Finance of this 
province. Because, Mr. Speaker , that realistically is the next extension of what we :ire pro
posing here. And while no one has discussed this ,  and there are some who may suggest to us 
that we·are suggesting it, I have no doubt that this has already been discussed in a general way, 
because the next logical extension of that will be the opening ?f government escrow offices in 
Manitoba as --(Interj ection) -- hear , hear , as another addition by which the state will become 
more and more involved in providing services in competition with those people who practice 
their entrepreneurship or business or profession in the province. 

And, Mr. Speaker , I am one who believes at this point that we should not in any way 
believe that what is being proposed here is by any means the final step in a staging which will 
ultimately take the trust accounts of the sources and hand them over to the state, and put them 
in the control of the state, because in effect what we are doing now , and there is no rationale 
or logic , except the logic that the banks supposedly are receiving the interest , there is no 
rationale or logic that says that the state should have that interest :is opposed to the client, or 
as -opposed even to the lawyer who has received, in some cases I guess he may, but you can 
legislate all of that, you can regulate on that , as opposed to the lawyer who may be handling 
the trust money. 

So , Mr. Speaker , I must at this point raise a flag because I think it has to be raised of 
the fact that we are moving towards a situation and probably a confrontation that will occur 
whereby the government will be prepared to say the trust moneys' must be deposited with us . 
And what are we talking about in total trust moneys ? If the government is seriously consider
ing that $500 , 000 would be the figure ,  I would think that we are talking approximately , and that is 
the amount of money I think that 's been raised, and the Attorney-General says it ' s  like it  h:is 
been pulled out of the air , weli you don •t know whether thi s ·  $50 0 ,  000 --(Interjection) -- well let 's 
talk $500 , 000 , you've got $750 , 000 in your budget , let's assume you're talking $50 0 , 000 . 00 .  
What are w e  talking about i n  terms of trust fund money ? We•re talking 10 million ? Probably 
20 million because I don't think that any effective rate of interest will be more than four percent 
realistically, in terms of the revolving kind of an account or the balancing that will occur. So 
you're probably talking in terms of highs and lows of higher amounts , but I would say you're 
probably averaging $20 million. Well, Mr . Speaker , that's  a lot of money , a lot of money to be 
controlled, _..;(Interj ection) -� I beg your pardon ? You don't want me to encourage the 
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(MR . SPIV A K  con t'd. ) . . . . . Ministe r of Finance , I don't think he nee ds an y encouragement .  
Well, Mr. Speake r, le t me suggest --(Inte rjection)- - n ot as good as A utopac. I'm not sure that 
you got $20 mil lion . As a matter of fact I doub t very mucb if he got ve ry much money iDA utopac 
wi th the cl aims that you've been paying. You know I'd like in fact to know wh at the t ransfe rs 
have been from the gene ral account t o  the A ut opac account t o  be able t o  pay for some of the deb ts  
th at have been incurred. 

Mr . Speaker, we are prepare d to s upp ort the bill on the se cond reading; we are prepare d  
to go into commi t tee . W e  are going t o  intr oduce an amendment. The amendme nt will spe cifi
cally deal with the issue of a st andard form to be handed by  the lawye r t o  the client which will 
provide that interest can be payable to the client i f  he so de si re s unde r the terms and conditions 
which will specify minimum amounts i n  a minimum amount of time that it has to be he ld. We 
belie ve th at this can be worke d out with the banks, can be worke d out with the L aw Socie ty, that 
this is consiste nt with the principle th at the re has to be provisi on of consumer protection for 
the client of the l e gal ser vices provided by  i n  this case the vendor, the solicitor, and that's the 
state's responsibilit y .  We recognize as well th at the re are th ousands of sit uati ons whe re the 
amounts will be less where i t  cannot bear such i nte rest, and we recognize that the y  can and 
sh oul d be use d for the provi sion of le gal aid which we h ave accepted .  B ut tha t  i n  itse lf doe s  
not gi ve we belie ve the right to assume that the interest belonging to a pe rson should b e  taken 
away from him be cause at this point we haven't established the minimum standards th at can 
apply for both amount and length of durati on on whi ch the b anks woul d be p rep are d to pay inte re st 
on a t rust account for particul ar clie nts. We feel that if thi s ame ndme nt was adopte d, then we 
wi ll have achie ve d a progressive measure , and a measure whi ch woul d in  fact work in the in
terest of th ose wh o re quire le gal advice , and the extension of le gal aid in thi s  province , and at 
the same time would not jeopardize the ri gh ts of the consumers wh o are e ntitled to kn ow th at 
they have a ri ght t o  an int e re st on mone ys so paid and are e nti tle d  to know as a result of gove rn
ment le gisl ation what their rights  are,·  and are entitle d  then to make the ch oice as to whe ther 
they are prepare d t o  exercise that righ t  or not. 

MR . SPEAKER:  The Honourable A t torne y- Ge ne ral shall be cl osing deb ate . The Honour
ab le Mi niste r. 

MR . MAC KLING: Mr. Speaker, I am h appy t o  be ab le to follow the Honourable Le ade r of 
the Opp osi tion in his comme nts.  I re gre t the fact that the Honourable Me mber for W ol se le y, 
the Le ade r of the Libe ral Party, is not in his seat be cause I wanted t o  spe cifi cally addre ss my
self  to what I conside re d t o  be a ve ry ne gative approach in argument b y  the Honourable Me mber 
from W olse ley t o  the whole pri nciple i nvolve d i n  thi s bill.  Since the h onourable member is  not 
here I will re fe r to the Honourable Le ade r of the Opp osi ti on's remarks, and h opefull y the 
Honourable Me mber from Wolsele y  may arrive be fore I concl ude . 

Fi rst of all le t me dispel any misapprehe nsi on on the part of the Official Le ade r of the 
Opposi tion in respect to the governme nt's at ti tude towards legal ai d. I i ndicate d i n  the House 
in 1971 whe n  the bill was before this House setting up the corporati on that we were committed 

to a comprehe nsi ve progr am of legal aid , and that commitment remain s . The le gal aid program 
is not contingent upon how much money is obtained from the interest that i s  ob taine d from the 
interest on lawye r's trust acc ounts, and I thought th at that was expli ci t  in my arguments that 

I've advanced e arlier. The legal aid society has a budget of $ 1 .  2 million and I anti cipate that 
i n  additi on to the $750 , 000 that was appropriated i n  the b udget of the governme nt for thi s  fiscal 
year, in the e ve nt that mone ys i n  suffi cient amount do not mate rialize from either of one of two 
source s, that I i ndicate d i n  the House, th at supple mentary assistance will be forth comi ng from 
the consolidate d  reve nue s of the province . 

Now I 'm an optimist, Mr. Speaker, and I indi cate d whe n  I di scusse d thi s  si t uati on th at I 
be lie ve the Honourable Mi niste r of Fi nance, the forme r Honourable Mini ste r of Finance of the 
Fe de ral Gove rnment, whe n he i ndicated th at the Fede ral G ove rnme nt was commi t ti ng i tsel f  to 
a program of sh aring costs i n  respect to legal ai d. I like t o  take pe ople i n  political office at 
their word, and I believe th at the Fede ral Gove rnme nt will h onour th at commitme nt and will 
h opefully, and pe rh aps it mi ght be before the next fe deral e le ction, specifically agree to shared

costing in respect to le gal aid. A s  I u nde rstand i t  the b asis may well be a se t sum pe r capi ta 
paid to e ach province that has a legal ai d program acceptab le i n  standard form t o  the Fede ral 
Gove rnment, and we have had di al ogue wi th the Fede ral Gove rnme nt on the basi s of the kind of 
program that the y  anticipate. I believe that the Mani tob a  p rogram will be ce rtainly well wi thin 
and go be yond the te rms and de fi ni ti ons of what the federal legal ai d requi rements would be , so 



3814 July 5 ,  1972 

(MR . MACKLI NG cont'd. )  . I anticipate that  there will be moneys forthcoming for 
legal aid purposes from the Fe,deral  Crown . And that's consi stent, not only wi th the Federa l's 
Crowri midertaking, but w hat has to be logic because t he overW he lming mass of the people who 
ar e broilght before the courts in the cri minal fie ld, at' least, and in the juvenile fi eld, ar e 

_ brought before the cour ts on the basis of federal  law wher e this Legislature has no ri ght, no 
jurisdiction to make any chan ge in any way . .  

I have ar gued since we took office that ther e was an i llogi c in the position of the admin 
istration of justice in this country ori the basis of the qualitative input of resources on the part 
of taxpayers in the province as against taxpayers' money o btained from the federal sour ces. 

Now, in addition to that, as I indi cate, I believ e  that i t  i s  possible, and I accep tthe views 
of the fact-finding commi ttee on legal aid, that a substantial  sum of money, and it has to be a 
guesstimate because w e  r eally won't know unti l  the program has been in effect for some time, 
a substantial sum of money may be obtained from the allocation of interest on lawyer's general 
trust accoun ts, and th�t will be in addition to the moneys that are committed to by the province, 
and if as I indicate ther e is a shortfall I expect the provin ce will honour that commi tmen t to 
legal aid. 

Now the Honourable Leader of the Opposi tion is concerned about the consumer protection 
principle, and I too am, cer tainly because I 'm r esponsible for the Department of C onsumer and 
Corporate- Affairs .  I thought though that I had made it clear in addressin g myself to the argu
ments that' ought to have been made irt this House in support of the prin ciples of this bill, that 
i t  is onl)i in those areas where because of the nature of the amoun ts of moneys involved, and the 
very limited time in whi ch those moneys are held in trust, that it b ecomes both economi cally 
impr uden t and in fact i mpossible to make an appropr iate allocation of interest to the benefic ial  
owner ofthose funds . Now the Law Society in  its decision in April of  this year established 
gui delines for solicitors, the guidelin e  is a standard for m that the Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition talks about, their guideline, how there may have to be some variations to that, I 
don't know .  Their gui deline was a figur e, as I recall, of something like $10, 000 and for a 
period in excess of 60 days. Now maybe that guideline has to be revised. But in discussion 
with the benchers i t  was determined inappropriate to place tha t  in the bill because that's a 
matter that bencheri:; would make a par t of instructions to each individual member of the Law 
Society, and I 'm prepared you ki:ww to insur e that the n egotiations with the benchers will be in 
keeping wi th the principle that where it i s  possible for an individual client to have the benefit 
economi cally and properly of the interest on his money, he should get it. But i t's only in those 
circumstances wher e  i t  becomes uneconomi c for there to be an a ttempt at rationalizing the in
terest that those mon eys will be available, and the bill makes specific provision for that. Now 
honourable member s  can appreciate that if an individual says, well notwithstanding the fact that 
I have a limited amoun t  of money in tr ust I don' t  want i t  to go to legal aid. Ther e may be some
one who says i t's going to go to he lp bums. Well he can in wri ting make his designation that he 
wants a separate account .  But let i t  be understood, Mr . Speaker , that in doing that the lawyer 
is going to be put to additional work . Because he's going to have to open a separate accoun t, 
there 'll have to be another card si gned probably by the client himself, or separa te arrangements 
made by the lawyer, a separate deposi t  system, separa te cheques, and all the rest of it. And 
that all costs money. The banks don't op erate out of charity; they operate as a business. And 
all of those services are goin g to cos t the individual client, and they have to be passed on . And 
when they're talli ed as against the in terest that might have be en earned by that frac tion of money 
held for a shor t per iod of time, it's going to have to be offset, because the lawyer's ti me is go
ing to be taken and when the ban]!:'s time is taken , they may or may not add a service char ge irt 
respect to the handlin g  of that accolin t .  And that will have to be taken into a ccount when the 
individual clien t  says, oh, I want my money s eparately accoun ted for; I don't want  it to go to 
these general  purposes. Well they'll have that right. The y'll have that r ight but i t  may cost 
them more in having that separate accoun ting than what it would have if they had l et the funds 
go in_to the general float as it has been ter med. . 

Now let me make it clear that  I r ejed categori cally that it's the poor and the unsophi sti -
cated - and now i addr ess myself to som e of the remarks of the Honourable Member for Wolseley 
- that ar e goin g  to lose in this system. Because if I 've sai d  it once, I 've sai d  it half a doz en 
times, and I 'll say i t  a half a doz en times again, tha t  this is a compreh ensive legal aid program 
that wi ll provi de assistan ce for people who can afford part of the legal fees but not full legal 
fees, and i t  may well be in the area of the unsophisticated and the working poor that a good 
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(MR . MAC KLING cont 'd. ) . . . . . num ber of the sm aller amounts of money that are held i n  
trust will be alloc ated, or the i nterest there from, will go for legal aid purposes. 

Now the Honourabl e Member from Ri ver Heights w as conc erned about the princ i pl e  in
vol ved, and obviously he had bel at edly read the editorial of the Free Press that I alluded to in  
sec ond reading, w here there w as some suggestion now that the state is  goi ng to be enc ro ac hing 
into the private affai rs of a lawyer and hi s cli ent . Well he shakes his head, that isn't really 
w hat w as intended . B ut l et m e  say to the Honourabl e Mem ber from River Hei ghts that there' s 
no reason w hy funds that are held i n  esc row , or w e  use the common term i n  t rust , should not , 
w here reasonably possi bl e be put to public use. There's no reason w hy that should be. Why that 
i f  the cli ent c an't get the i nterest, i f  the cli ent c an't get the i nterest under the present sy stem , 
the present system of thi ngs i n  banki ng, that t hese moneys should not be put to public use. 
--(Int erjection)-- Surely I will. 

MR . SPIVAK: Would the Attorney - General not acknowl edge that moneys held by a so
licitor in trust are the responsi bility of the solicitor enti rely and he is t he one w ho has to account 
and answ er for both the di sbursement and for the handling and for the accounting of  that money .  

MR . SPE AKER : The Honourabl e Attorney-General. 
MR . MAC KLING: That 's  right. And there' s nothing i n  the provisions of this bill that i n  

any w ay i nterferes with that t rust arrangem ent. Nothing at all .  I mean the honourabl e m em ber 
might like to argue with m e  but i f  he w ant s to ask me another question, I 'll surely permit it. 

MR . SPE AKER: The Honourabl e Leader of the Opposition. 
MR . SPIVAK: Would the Attorney- General not acknowl edge that a solicitor havi ng taken 

that responsi bility, and having taken the legal responsibility for holding the money to trust, 
would then have a right to deposit that money as he saw fit rather than have the st ate acknow 
l edge w hat his trust conditions are to be? 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourabl e Attorney- General . 
MR . MAC KLING: The money will be entrusted to the solicitor i n  t rust and if t he cli ent 

i ndic ates that he w ants the moneys held i n  a separat e  t rust account , that w ill be. And t he pro
vi sions of the bill m ake specific referenc e for that, and I don't know w hat troubles the honour
able m em ber bec ause i f  he reads the bill in its enti rety, provision is m ade for that . 

Now as I i ndicat e  the honourabl e m em ber i s  c onc erned about the i ndividual cli ent und er
standing his rights. The bill m akes provision fo r that; my dialogue with t he benc hers of the 
L aw Society is  on that clear understanding that there will be every opportunity to the i ndi vidual 
client to d esi gnate how he w ants hi s fund s held . And of course he'll have to eval uat e the cost 
benefits as I point ed out earli er. 

Some of the observations that the Honourabl e Leader of the Opposition m ade und erscore 
the diffic ulty in associ ating to w hose benefit i nterest is payable. B ec ause there are very very 
diffic ult determi nations of fact to be made if moneys are held i n  t rust until the transaction is  
com plet e, i s  i t  moneys that are to  the c redit of  the recipi ent cli ent of  those funds? B ec ause 
aft er all until all undertakings are com plete, as he points out, the moneys aren't earned, no r 
are they the lawyers - that portion of the t rust funds that are held from w hich he m ay d educt 
his fees, they ' re not earned fees until the t ransaction is com plete. So there' s no i nt erest on 
fees that are held i n  moneys, fees that c an be deducted from moneys i n  t rust. That i nterest is  
not really to  the c redit of  the l awyer until he has com pl eted the t ransaction. So there' s a great 
m any ramifications, a great m any com pl exities, to the w hol e problem of  sorting out to w hose 
benefit the i nterest should be payable. And that is further argum ent i n  support of the propo sal 
that i s  being m ad e. 

Now the Honourabl e Member from Rupertsl and i ndicated som e conc ern and alt hough I 
c annot ri se in right eous indi gnation for his suggestion that lawyers have resisted paying moneys 
out, there could be some basis to that .  C ertainly t he proposal now before the House will mili 
tate against any i ncli nation on the part of any i ndi vidual lawyer to w ant to hold back rel ease of  
funds in  ord er that there be som e special,  o r  som e particular advantage acc ruing to  him by 
reason of that .  

One of the m atters that so muc h  concerned me in  listeni ng t o  the Honourabl e Member for 
Wol seley w as his very negative appro ac h to the w hole proposition. And hi s apparent willingness 
to allow this to go to second readi ng w as not fr amed i n  a constructive w ay but i n  t he expectation 
and hope I beli eve that there would be suc h al arm voic ed at committee that ther e would have to 
be drastic revisions, that this bill would be em asc ul ated . And I contrast that , and I cont rast it 
fai rly ,  with w hat I think has been a fai rly reasonable and responsive contribution on the part of 
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(MR. MACKLING c ont 'd . )  . . . . .  the Leader of the Opposition , and I acknowledge that. 
Well , if it 's  a switch , it 's a: switch that is earned. I say that the .Honourable Member from 
Wolseley talked about hidden taxation . All sorts of vague .innuendo and threat that somehow we 
were doing something deviou s .  He has taxes on his mind, the H.onourable Member from 
Wolseley. And maybe this question taxes his mind . Maybe it ' s  incomprehensible to him , but 
I have difficulty in associatingwith him in his remarks . Fi�st of all he sugge sts th11t , you.know , 
it shouldn 't be beyond our system in this very innovated and sophisticated and technological age 
to be able to credit to each individual client the moneys that are coming, and his whole attack 
seems to be that somehow we 're taking away from the client what .is rightfully his .  But after 
he gets all through that, that window dre ssing and that barrage, what does he c ome up with ? 
He comes up with_ a suggestion that the moneys should be used to provi_de a source of c ompen
sation for any client who has suffered some loss as a result of default on the part of his. so
licitor . 

Let me assure you, Mr . Speaker , that that suggestion was never advanced from anyone 
of the benchers to me in discussion s .  On the contrary if you look at the bill , in the bill the 
benchers want to have the right to provide insurance , and they 're prepared to pay for it . And 
every other professional group is faced with the same responsibility. ·If there i s  wrongdoing, 
then they are responsible . Should it be the public that provides the insurance and the under
pinning of the defalcations of lawyers ?  What he starts to argue on to begin with, be completely 
unwinds and reverses in the end . And I say that his argument was negative in the extreme . 
--(Interjection)-- ·  The Honourable Member from Thompson say s ,  "Don 't be too hard on him . "  
Well I don't intend to be too hard on anyone , Mr . Speaker , but I think that all honourable m em 
bers whether they 're novices ,  or otherwise , who make speeches in this House ought to reflect 
on a re sponsible role of a constructive opposition critic . And the kind of argumentation that 
was advanced by the Honourable Member from Wolseley was destructive and false . 

Now , the Honourable Member from Birtle -Russell � well what did he have to say ? He said 
that apparently the program is going to cost $ 1 , 200, 000 ,  $250 , 000 thereabouts .  And the Attorney
General is somehow deceiving the House I gue ss because he should have put another $500 , 000 
in his estimates .  That was his argument . And contrast that with the argument I heard, and I 
sat here during the c ourse of my estimates ,  time after time, the Attorney-General ' s  estimates 
are out of line and he ' s  got too much money there . Now you either have it one way ,  or you have 
it the other . The honourable member should reflect on the arguments he advanced earlier cin 
in this session .  

Well , Mr . Speaker , I think in fairness that I did answer in argument that I made when 
dealing with the motion for six months hoist, comment en in sufficient detail the arguments , 
and they 're reasonably constructive arguments ,  made by the Honourable Member for Sturgeon 
Creek, and I thank him for it . The Honourable Member from Minnedosa likewise I felt ·was 
reasonably constructive and wasn't a hoary-headed banker that some people might have other
wise thought he w ould be.  

Mr . Speaker , I think therefore that I have answered in as much detail as honourable mem
bers would expect the c omments of the honourable members who have spoken . I am certainly 
prepared to argue further and at length before committee in favour of this very progressive 
legislation . 

MR. SPEAKER presented the motion . 
M R . SPEAKER : The Honourable Leader- of the Opposition . 
MR . SPIVAK: I wonder if the Attorney-General w ould permit a question ? 
MR . M ACKLING : I certainly would . 
M R .  SPIV AK: Would he not agree that the seller as a result of the C onsumer Protection 

Act has had to go to additional c ost , spend additional time , and as a result there has been in
creased costs that have been passed on to the . . . 

MR . SPEAKER: Order please . Order please . As I indicated previously questions of 
clarification , yes . Questions that open up further debate, no . That 's  our procedure . 

M R ;· SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion c arried. 
M R .  SPEAKER :  The Honourable First Minister . 
MR . SCHREYER : Mr . Speaker , I wonder if the Honourable Member .for Inkster , I 'm sorry . 

I wonder if the Member for Inkster could simply indicate whether he'd wish to go on now --(Inter 
jection) -'- Yes . M ember indicates in the negative so therefore ,  Mr . Speaker , would you call 
Bill No . 70 . The Member for Birtle-Russell . 
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MR . SPEAKER : The proposed motion of the Honourable Minister o f  Tourism and 

Recreation . The Honourable M ember for Birtle-Ru s sell . 

3 8 1 7  

MR . GRAHAM : Thank you, l\I r .  Speaker . Mr . Speake r ,  we 've had very interesting d i s 

cussion on this bill so far . We h a d  the comments of the Member for Thompson and , Ivlr . Speake r .  

I c an 't say that I entirely agree with the !\I ember for Thompson, nor d o  I entirely disagree with 

the M ember for Thompson . But the interesting thing that I found w a s  the Member for Inkster in 

all his anxiety to - I  don 't know whether it was a question of revenge or what it was - in his at 

tempt to destroy the argument of the Member for Thompson, I think the l\Iember for Inkster 
himself w a s  destroyed because we find now that the stand that the Minister . . . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable �Member for Inkster have a point of order ? 

MR . SIDNEY GR E E N  (Inkster) : Ye s .  M r .  Speake r ,  I r i se on a point of privilege . The 

Honourable Member for Birtle -Ru s sell has charged that I have some sort of revenge motive 
against the Honourable Member for Thompson . I want to a s sure the Honourable Member for 

B irtle-Russell that I am on the best of terms with the H onourable M ember for Thompson, and 
I would ask him to w ithdraw any sugge stion that my remarks are motivated by some per s onal 

revenge because that , Mr . Speaker . is insultin g .  

MR . S P EAKER : The Honourable Member for Birtle -Ru s sell . 
MR . GRAHAM : Mr . Chairman , if the M ember for Inkster w a s  li stening I w a s  just asking 

a question and I wasn 't too sure , and many others in this House aren 't too sure either . 
Mr . Speaker, when the Member for Inkster took his stand on this i s sue one c an 't help but 

compare the stand that he has taken on the - and announced it numerous times - on the parochial 

school i s sue . On the school i s sue , Mr . Speaker , the M ember for Inkster is quite concerned 
about whether we should allow teaching in , or financial aid . . . - -(Interjection) - -

MR . SPEAKER: Order please . The H onourable the Attorney-General . 

MR . MAC K lJNG : Well , M r . Speake r ,  I think a point of order is well drawn in as much 
as the member i s  now reflec ting on another matter altogether that is not before the House pre 

sently , and the a s s e s sment of an honourable member in respect to that other question , and that 

is out of order . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lake side . 

M R . ENN S :  Sir , on the same point of order I believe . Sir , that you w ould be the first 

one to agree to the fact that in debating the question of c ensorship, and that ' s  what the bill b e 
fore u s  handle s ,  there h a s  t o  b e ,  and h a s  been , a fairly wide latitude . Parallels have been 

drawn to where fields of censorship are acceptable by society , and where they are not . There 

has been discussion s  a s  to censor ship with respect to drugs and other matter s .  I believe the 

Honourable Member for Inkster himself . . . 

MR . SPEAKE R :  Order please . I would sugge st that we all think in terms of relevancy 

and that we put our attention to the matter before us . The H onourable M e mber for Birtle 
Russell . 

MR . GRAHAM : Very w ell , M r . Speaker , I will cease and desist from any further pursuit 

in that particular direction and try and c onfine my remarks strictly to the bill , disregarding 

any of the c omments that have been made by other membe r s ,  and just trying in my own w ay to 

bring out what I consider to be some of the important things that are c ontained in this bill . The 

question of the removal o f the C ensor ship B oard and the classification of films as a replacement 
is not of great concern to me , M r .  Speaker . The thing that does c oncern m e  is that we will now 

be - the Minister of Cultural Affairs will now be able to appoint two board s ,  or two committe e s ,  
rather than the one ,  and the most important . . . 

MR . SPEAKER : Order please . The H onourable Minister of Tourism and Recreation . 

MR . D ESJARDINS : I think that i t ' s  about time thi s correction be made . Quite a few 
spe aker s referred to the same thing and there is nothing changed except that now instead of a 

C ensor ship Board we 're proposing a C l a s sification B oard ,  and of c ourse the Board of Appeal 
existed before , i t ' s  nothing new . 

MR . SPEAK E R :  The H onourable M ember for Birtle -Russell . 
MR . GRAHAM : I 'll accept the Ministe r ' s  explanation , M r . Speaker . But at the same 

time the most important thing to me in this bill is the attempt , and I suggest there is an attempt 

in this bill , to evade the re sponsibiliti e s  that have existed and to place those re spon sibilities on 
the shoulder s of the theatre owner . And I w ould sugge s t ,  Mr . Speaker . that if there is going to 

be any attempt in the Province of Manitoba to uphold the law which is set b�· this Legisl ature . 
it should be done by members of this Legislature and not done by private individuals in the 
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(MR . GRAHAM c ont 'd . )  . . . . .  Province of Manitob a .  There is another rather interesting 
thing to me , Mr . Speaker , is that a parent under other acts of this Legislature has the right to 
educate his children the way he sees fit, but according to thi s act he is prohibited from taking 
his children to a classified movie that is classified as restricted adult,  or some other name 
that they wish to put on their classification , so we find there i s a different direction here . But 
if the parent in full cognizance of that law , as it may very well be a law ;  take s his child to the 
show , knowing that he i s  not 18 years old ,  as I read the act the parent isn 't guilty but the theatre 
owner i s  guilty . As I understand the act , and I hope that when the Minister closes debate, he 
will clarify this ,  I see nothing in the act whatsoever which would show that there is any intention 
on the part of law enforcement people to prosecute the parent, the only thing I can see is the in
tent to prosecute the theatre owner . I 'm sure that the Minister will take the opportunity when 
he is closing debate to clear up some of the unclear intents in some of the sections in the bill . 

As I said before , Mr . Speaker,  I 'm not hung up on the question of censorship versus 
classification but on 'the very principle of the relegation of authority to regulate this by the 
theatre owner rather than by law enforcement , I would have to say , Mr . Speaker , that I cannot 
support this type of legislation at this time . 

MR " SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for Ste . Rose . 
MR . ADAM : Thank you . Mr . Speaker , I w ould like to make a few comments on Bill 70 . 

There has been a lot said on this particular piece of legislation and there ' s  been a lot of concern 
that it might promote more pornography in our theatres and more obscenity in some of the books 
and literature that we read . I feel , Mt . Speaker , that pornography and obscenity actually is a 
state of mind and can act in different degrees on different people . What I 'm trying to say , Mr . 
Speaker , is that you could have ten people seeing a movie and they would all react differently , 
in different degrees to what they have seen . I believe that this overly sensitive people will re
act to a greater degree than more insensitive people . 

And this also applies to literature .  We find under the present censorship that we have in 
this province that you c an buy just about any type of literature that you want to put your hands 
on . I 'm not a person that has been in the past very anxious to read any books,  or see any 
movies ,  that are in bad taste , or obscene in any way ,  but nevertheless it ' s  available to anybody 
that ·so desires to obtain them . I did have the occasion to read Lady Chatterley ' s  Lover -
(Interjection) -- yes ,  and I w ould say that the only reason that I heard about that particular novel 
is because it had been banned and my curiosity was aroused , I wanted to know what on earth 
was in that book that appalled anyone and , Mr . Speaker , I was di sappointed . There was nothing 
in the book, absolutely nothing, that I thought --(Interjection)-- there was nothing 

MR . SPEAKER: Order please . 
MR . ADAM : I am sure most of you here have read the book . 
M R .  SPEAKER:  Order . 
MR . ADAM : Most of you have read the book I 'm sure , and all I read in there was a poor· 

soldier that went to war , or something, and got de sexed by being wounded and his poor wife 
was - he wasn 't able to perform his manly duties and she finally took up with the gardener , and 
they went on to describe a few scenes that had taken place,  a few episode s ,  which was not in
teresting in any way as far as I was c oncerned . I don1t recall whether the husband knew what 
was going on , but I suspect that if he had he would have been glad that at least his wife could 
indulge in something that he was not able to . Mr . Speaker , there are books I 'm sure on the 
stands at the moment that you c ould buy anywhere in Winnipeg that would make Lady Chatterley ' s  
Lover look like a Sunday picnic , and I just warit to point out that the fact that the book had been 
banned, that at least they rriade one sale . I wasn 't interested in the book at all . By the same 
token there was a stupid little ad that came out of the paper here the other day which was re
volting to a very sensitive person, or overly sensitive person .  I had looked at this ad befor·e 
I saw it in the House here - it was circulated - and I hadn 't even noticed it . I looked at it and 
I never saw anything in it , and as soon as it was brought into the House well I had to look at it ,  
and all I found was that it  was in bad taste perhaps . There are many things in my opinion that 

are far more revolting than some of the so-called pornography and obscenity that we read about 

and hear about . I find the bombings, and Atom bombings in Vietnam far more revolting than a 

lot of the books that people are objecting to at the present time . I don't hear the se people talk

ing about this though . I don 't hear them talking about the genocide . I don't hear them talking 

about if you 're going to ban books , or censor, you would have to start with history . Practically 

every book that I have ever read on history is very obscene , very revolting .  You can go to -
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(MR . ADAM c ont ' d . )  . . . . .  you could even g o  a s  far back a s  the Bible if you 're going to 
start censoring things that are i1ot in good taste . Ther e ' s  just about everything that you would 

want to see in the Bible from Gene sis to sex and prostitution , and everything is in there c on 
tained i n  - I think if yoL\ g o  back to Tudor England in the time o f  King Henry VIII , and you read 
about people being put on the rack and their arms and l egs being pulled out of their sockets ,  to 
make them c onfe s s  for crime s that they have never c ommitted . I find this revolting, far more 
so than I would just an ordinary book that ' s  in bad taste . I know that I ' m  not one to go to movi e s . 
I don ' t  go to m any movies . In fact I went to one this year - I hadn't been to one for perhaps 15 
to 20 years - and I found it a little b i t  - I  w asn ' t  shocked over it , but I found quite a difference 
from what we used to go to see in the olden day s .  But I don 't like going to a movie , especi ally 
the ones that c ome out of the States where you see soldier s of the American army running after 
Indians and shooting the Indian s ,  and the Indians are always the bad guy s . I find this in very 
very bad taste . I don 't like it at all , and I don 't think the Indians like it either . I take offence 
at war movies that c om e  out of the States where the super Am•=t'ican is always the master over 
the German s ,  or the Japs , regardl e s s  of who w a s  guilty - - (Interjection ) - - the Japane se ? I think 

they 're in very bad taste , much more so than a few swear word s that you hear . A s  far as the 

legislation goes I don't think that anybody can hone stly say that it will improve the situation . 
Thi s ,  nobody c an say; we hope that it will . But I do know and those who are oppCJsing this bill 
know very well that what we have now is not effective ; it hasn 't done what it w a s  intended to do , 

and I would hope that at l east they w ould take a look and see if this may not improve the sit

uation . Thank you, Mr . Speaker . 

M R . SPEAK ER : The H onourable Minister of Financ e . 

MR . C H ERNIACK :  Mr . Speake r ,  I would like to make a few c omments on thi s ,  especially 

following on what w a s  said by the Honourable Member for Ste . Rose . There is much I don't 
have to say .  The reason I rose quickl y ,  I would like the honourable members present to reflect 

on their own reaction to that portion of the H onour able Member for Ste . Rose ' s  speech when he 

w a s  desc ribing ,  or commenting, on Lady Chatterley ' s  Lover . There w a s  snickering in the room; 

there was a bit of a giggl e ; there was a smile ;  there was almost a silly expre ssion on the fac e s  
o f  some o f  u s ,  and I say us , because I include myself i n  the group . It reacted to a n  off-c olour 

joke in our own mind , and that i s  part of what I think i s  something that society has taught us to 
d o ,  that when we talk about sex in some w ay it ' s  something you whisper about , and I just wonder , 

I just wonder if that is really the approach one should have to the sexual relations of people and 

to what goe s with it , the l ove and the affection and the privacy of what i t ' s  all about . The word 

kil l ,  and the word hang , hang the people , kill the peopl e :  the word blood , the concept of killing, 
as described by the Member for Ste . Rose , i s  a s  obscene to me a s  could be anything in our 

civilized world . The thought that one is prepared to hang, to kill ; the thought that one accepts 

it , i s  to me o�) scene . Yet w e  see it in the movies and we read it in book s ,  and hopefully we see 

it in movies in such a w ay that it degrades and denigrates those people who promote it, but not 
often it doe s , because sometime s it ' s  a glorious act to kill , to hang, and to me that ' s  something 

that we should think seriously about, and yet i t ' s  shown . Most of us have not had time to see 
movies lately , and I c ertainly haven 't seen very many movies lately, but I hear of them . I hear 

of the French C onnection, which I haven 't seen , which was apparently a pretty brutal gory thin g .  
I 've read about the Godfather , which I haven 't seen , but I understand there i s  a scene there that 

i s  very gory , several I 'm tol d ,  that ' s  acceptabl e . But for some rea son or other there is a great 

reluctance of people to whisper the word that involve s sex with out producing snickers in the 
minds of many of us . Well that ' s  another problem ; that ' s  a p ersonal problem that we each have . 

We each have to adjust to what i s  in our own mind s ,  dirty , and of course the dirtiest mind sees 
the dirtiest things in what goes on . But that ' s  again, a very per sonal problem . 

My greatest c oncern in regards to this whole question of censorship i s  the fear and the 

danger of thought c ontrol . I can 't help but reflect that about 65 years ago my parents went to 

jail in Rus sia because they posses sed certain books . They 're not books that we w ould c all por

nographic .  They were books that dealt with the need to overthrow the C z arist regime in Ru s s i a .  
The need for people , and in the c ase of m y  parents w h o  w e r e  Jewish people to have the rights 

equal to other citizens , c ause in those days Jew s in Rus si a  were not permitted to live in the 

cities of Russia;  they had to live in the outskirts of the city . Jew s in Russia in those days were 

not permitted to own land, and they had to be itinerants ,  they had t o  learn to be merchants , they 

had to learn to be craftsmen , they had to learn to be writers , and that ' s  how they became l aw 
yer s ,  there ' s  all sorts of rea sons for that . But the fact i s  that my parents in their youth . 1 8  or 
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(MR. CHERNIACK cont 'd . )  . . • . . 20 years of age, had i n  their possession books, and the y  
went to jai l  briefly because the y  were c aught with boo ks.  But that's nothing ne w in this  wor ld 
of o ur s, in this  civilized world o f  our s, where we 've had i nnumerable 

.
e xamples thro ug·h the 

year s  of  the possession of thi ngs that were not considered by the . authorities to be good thi ngs 
for the m  to liav·e . Hi tler bur nt books, the communists have burnt books. In Russia a writer 
know s  that if he wri te s  some thing that is a little bit differe nt fhari wh at is considere d  acceptable, 
he goes to Siberia, i f  he isn' t actually ki lled. And that ki nd of thol!-ght control is what I think 
has to concern all of us. 

I thi nk we havy to re cognize that at the time of the Refor mation, it was the ope ning of the 
books, and the teaching of  how to read them, and the candle s thaf were provide d  wi th which to 
read the books that made i t  possible for people to throw off their feudal yokes, for peop le to be 
able to asser t themse lves be cause the y  learned somehow that there are ,  there were the n  classes 
whi ch controlled, and classes whi ch were controlled .  And the ' nee d  for people to be able to think, 
and that me ans to come to conclusions on the basis of re ading , seeing, he aring, is what is cru
ci al, I believe, to our socie ty. On this much of the debate o n  this  bill I did hear the Honour able 
Member for Fort Garry, I was up in the galler y and heard him, and. I thi nk he e xpresse d a point 
of view whi ch 1 thi nk is r ather i mpor tant, and so did the Me mber for I nkster, although they did 
not both go all the way together . 

· 

Mr . Speaker , I just cannot conceive that i n  our presumably civili zed socie ty, we can talk 
about killing and hangi ng and show i t  in movies, and wri te about it in books, and at the same 
time h ave some o ther perverse i dea about the dangers of re ading or seeing or hearing somethi ng 
about the sexual act, because that see ms to be what i t' s  all about. And it 's  perverse be cause 
it 's  sick, and it.' s  sick be cause i t. makes sick that whi ch need not be so, and that to me is  harm
ful .  

But m ainly I ' m  concerned wi th the right of certai n  people to decide for others what they  
should see ,  wh at the y  should re ad, and therefore what the y  should think. I 'm no e xpert i n  cri
minal law, I never pre tended to be, but as i recall i t, there is  no law agai nst thi nki ng . There 
is no law if any o ne of us wants to sit down in o ur own minds a:nd plan a bank robbery, or even 
plan a murder.  I t' s  o nly whe n  you do some thing to star t to put that act, that cri mi nal deed i nto 
e ffect, it 's  onl y  the n  that the law steps i n, and so it  should. Bo th the civi l law and the criminal 
law is  there desig ne d  to control not wh at a person thi nks but what he does to others, or what he 
does to himse lf that' s adverse. And therefore I accept the fact that i f  some body thi nks, le t's 
say about hatred of  a race , or a group, or a religious sect, i f  he thinks that' s his privilege ; if 
he talks about it, that' s his privi lege ; i f  he starts inci ti ng others to kill, to hang, to condemn, 
because of some body's  race or re ligion, that' s whe n  it become s dangerous, and we have laws 
about that. And whe n  he defames a group, the n  I think that defamation i s  a civil action and can 
be de alt wi th . 

Mr . Spe aker, I would r ather that somebody stood up on a podi um somewhere and talke d 
a fasci st's line of thi nking ope nly so he can be answered; that talks a communist's line of think
i ng ope nly so he can be answere d, that wants to take a machi ne gun and mow down every long
haire d child or young adult that walks down the stree ts. He should have a right to say so as 
long as he ' s  not inciting someone to do i t, be cause the n  we can at le ast dispose and discuss and 
consider and answer . But the minute we stop people from e xpressing their points of  view, and 
le t us reme mber that our culture is base d on a message that we give to e ach other as we re late 
to each .other, be it  by w ay of re adi ng, talking, listening, seeing, thi nking . As long as there ' s  
a suppression of that, the n we e ndanger, we e ndanger the very roots of our society. I think that 
this  bill be fore us is  one whi ch recogni ze s  that we are not here to ce nsor other people ' s  thoughts. 
We are here to prote ct their thoughts, and we dp have a law whi ch de als with the rights of people 
i nsofar as offence against the law is concerne d. I ' m  wi lling to try that par t of the law and see 
how. i t  succeeds i n  protecting our i ndividual rights to thi nk, to re ad, to see ,  to he ar.  

. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H ono ur able Member for St. Vi tal. The Honour able Me mber for 
Thompson. 

MR. BOROW SKI : Chi cke n  eh? 
MR. SPEAKER: Or der p lease. That w as u ncalled for. The honour able me mber should 

know be tter. 
The Honour able Member for St. Vital. 
MR. JAMES WALDIN G ( St. Vi tal): Mr . Spe aker, I be'g to move, se conde d by the Mem

ber for Gi mli , that debate be adjour ne d. 
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MR . SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried . 
MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Mini ster of Labour . 
M R .  P A ULLEY: Mr . Speaker , I beg to move , seconded by the Honourable the Minister 

of Finance ,  that the House do now adj ourn until 8 :00 o 'clock thi s evening . 
M R .  SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the House adjourned 

until 8 :00 o'clock Wednesday night. 




