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MR. CHAIDMAN: The Honourable Member for Flin Flon. 
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MR. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, at 5:30 I wanted to quote a letter concerning a young 
man from Flin Flon, who answered a letter on welfare abuse in the local paper, and I'll quote: 
"This is in response to an article contained in a letter to the editor column of April 11th. The 
particular section that prompted this writing is where the author expounds on welfare and un
employment. I feel that this person has no idea of what he or she is talking about. Firstly, I 
challenge the person to give actual figures on how many able-bodied men are on welfare. 
Secondly, I challenge the person to give figures relating to unemployment payouts that are 
made unnecessarily. I will admit there are cases where both welfare and unemployment are 
taken advantage of but these incidences are soon discovered and taken care of. The author 
also stated that he or she had no trouble getting a job for as long as he or she was in the work
ing force. From this statement I gather this person is either young and can get jobs easily or 
is an older person who has had no more than half a dozen jobs and the latest one this person 
has held for some time. 

"The reason I surmise this is because the person speaks out of ignorance as far as 
welfare goes. The article tried to lead one to believe that welfare people are handing out 
cheques to anyone who will take it. This is just not so. I had something to do with welfare 
cases during a recent strike in this city and I can say from experience money was just not 
given away to the extent that this person wants readers to believe. Before one would be con
sidered for welfare, the local welfare workers checked into the background of the particular 
case and determined to the best of their belief the validity of the case. One of the main points 
that are considered by the Department of Welfare is the person's financial background. The 
applicant must sign a document giving the Welfare Department permission to delve into one's 
financial background for five years previous to the application. Applicants are thoroughly 
investigated before they are accepted as recipients. I, as a taxpayer, who dealt with the 
Welfare Department, have seen firsthand the importantwork done by the Welfare Department 
in helping people who are less fortunate than ourselves, do not begrudge any tax money spent 
on behalf of these needy people. We know that there are always cases where someone has 
violated a trust but these are few and far between and when it happens it is ballooned to make 
it look worse than it really is. 

"Regarding availability of jobs, would you work for the minimum wage and in many 
instances, even less? You must realize in these days of high cost a family needs a bread
winner to make more than a minimum wage in order that the family will be able to live in the 
style tuned to the 1970s. If the earning power is lower than needed to sustain a family then 
welfare must be brought into the picture. There are thousands of people working for a mini
mum wage and have no fringe benefits provided. In fact, there are people in this city who are 
working for less than the minimum wage. Why do they continue? Because they have no union 
protection and would find it difficult to get another job because of age. How do you think 
employment can be kept up when you have automation taking away thousands of jobs each year 
and thousands of young people entering the labour force each year with no jobs to go to? If 
you think your taxes are too high, how about getting big business to pay more taxes. 

"I was glad to read not too long ago that taxes will be impressed on the big shots who had 
golf courses, yachts, and hunting lodges exempted from tax. With this kind of thing going on, 
we, the poor people have to pick up the slack. Huge business conglomerates have tax experts 
to figure all the angles whereby their company can get away with paying far less income tax 
than they should be paying. As a result, millions of dollars are lacking in the tax picture and 
as a result the working people must have their taxes increased. In a way, we the working 
people are subsidizing big business. The writer is obviously a hard-hearted individual for 
begrudging the natives of this country the things we enjoy. Here again, the author wants one 
to believe that excessive amounts are being spent on the natives. Have you ever been to Sandy 
Bay or Pelican Narrows? I have, and I see the conditions these people have to live under are 
not conditions that should be allowed in a country as wealthy as Canada and the age of super 
everything. 

"Before you, Mr. or Madam author write another article to the editor I would like to 
see -first you quit your job and try to get a new one of equal pay and fringe benefits. Second, 
try to get � welfare cheque, the one you say is being handed out to anyone who will take it. 
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(MR. BARROW cont'd) . • . . .  Third, take a trip to Sandy Bay or Pelican Narrows, stay there 
for a few days and see the conditions children and grownups have to live with. After you've 
done the above things write another letter to the editor then give your opinions to them and only 
then will I be able to accept your views on the topics of welfare and unemployment. Signed, 
Joe Figura. 

Mr. Chairman, this is from a working man who can't afford with his wages any output 
into welfare programs and this is his true feelings. 

Mr. Chairman, I'd like to just delve a little while into CFI. I know it's a well-worn 
record but in my humble opinion it was $92 million poured down the drain. As one magazine, 
a student magazine described it, the Rape of Manitoba, Northern Manitoba. And they say, you 
know, about rape, "if rape is inevitable, lay back and enjoy it. But let me tell you the people 
in my constituency are not enjoying this and my people will never forgive the former govern
ment for something much worse than welfare abuse. 

Mr. Chairman, this afternoon I noticed the front bench and there was no one except the 
Member from Rhineland. We are on government business --(Interjection)- - Now if you are 
Opposition isn't this your job to be over there, to give opposition? Well I would say this in 
conclusion, Mr. Speaker. They are drawing money under false pretences - much worse than 
welfare. In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I'd like to answer the Member from Charleswood - I 
don't think he's here - --(Interjection)-- You don't want to listen to me? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Only one speaker at a time. 
MR. BARROW: You'll get your turn later. The Member from Charleswood during the 

speech asked me- and I didn't get a chance to answer - he said the crook in charge of the union, 
the steel union, in Flin Flon what he drew, what he paid in income tax. Now, Mr. Chairman ... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Swan River. 
MR. BILTON: Is the honourable gentleman talking to the Estimates or is he talking about 

unionism? 
MR. CHAIRMAN: ... on the Minister's salary. 
A MEMBER: No, he's not. No, he's not. 
MR. BARROW: Could I answer the question, Mr. Chairman? 
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, please. The Honourable Member for Flin Flon. 
MR. BARROW: The chairman of the steel, or the President of the Steel Union in Flin 

Flon, his name is Willis Ayers, I've known him since 1952, a more gentle fair man I have never 
met. His salary which he accuses of being exorbitant is $25. 00 a month or $300. 00 a year. 
His income tax I don't know but I think if the member got in touch with the Member for Arthur, 
they're cousins, he could find out all the detail. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Roblin. 
MR. McKENZIE: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I had not intended to enter into debate at 

this time but I can't let the remarks of the Honourable Member for Flin Flon go unchallenged. 
First of all he criticized the Opposition because we didn't have any members on the front bench 
today, and if the Honourable Member for Flin Flon had been in his chair and taken a look at his 
front bench today, I would submit in all sincerity, Mr. Chairman, that at the most times, and 
I was in my chair all afternoon, and the most I saw over there was one and of course this is 
supposed to be the government of the province, we are the Opposition, and in all sincurity, Mr. 
Chairman, this is supposed to be the strong government of this province that's carrying us 
through the problems of today. And here on this debate where the taxpayers of this province 
are expected to approve some $191 million we only have one Minister on the front bench on the 
desk today. 

Mr. Chairman, in all sincerity, I feel sorry for the First Minister of this province. I 
really do. Here he's got a backbencher from Flin Flon on his back today which he hasn't had 
before. He's had the Honourable Member for Thompson on his back every day. Can you 
imagine the First Minister of this province going back home tonight and trying to have some 
rest with his own backbenchers reacting against him and tearing his government down? Mr. 
Chairman, we have said in the early days of this session that this government is crumbling on 
the shoulders of this First Minister and if you have never saw any more evidence than we saw 
today, there it is. Two l;>ackbenchers reacting, fighting against the Minister of Health and 
Development on this $191 million. For what? Cause they're fed up with this government, just 
like we are, Mr. Chairman. Fed up with this kind of government. --(Interjection)- -

The Honourable Member from Flin Flon doesn't make very many speeches in this House, 
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(MR. McKENZIE cont'd) . . . . .  Mr. Chairman, but when he stands up we listen and he stood 
up in this House and made a very fine speech today and I congratulate him for his efforts and 
the wisdom and the knowledge that he put into that speech. But here he is criticizing his own 
government and, Mr. Chairman, we have said that this government is crumbling. We saw 
evidence on the front bench today. The Attorney-General was here for a while then he left and 
the Honourable House Leader came along, so there was only one on the front bench and yet the 
Honourable Member for Flin Flon stands up and criticizes because we had only the Honourable 
Member for Swan River on our front bench. 

Now if you want to be sincere, in all sincerity criticize your own government. We are 
the opposition --(Interjection) -- Criticize your own government. They are supposed to be the 
strong boys. They are supposed to be the ones that's leading us through the wisdom of this 
$191 million that we're going to spend on these Estimates. And in all sincerity if this is the 
government -- and I many times think it isn't the government because I don't know who over 
there could help the First Minister. Maybe the Minister of Finance could but from there on, 
Mr. Chairman, I feel sorry for the First Minister of this province. I really do. He's a good 
friend of mine; he knows me real well and I do feel sorry for him. With the government that 
he's got over there while we debate $191 million of Estimates and his own backbenchers are 
reacting. Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member for Thompson. And how long does this go on? 
Every day in this House we have a member sitting on that bench over there- not over here in 
opposition - attacking his own government, and he was a member of that government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in all sincerity how long can we expect the Honourable Member for 
Thompson to be sincere? You're not sincere. No way. You are part of that government. If 
you want to come over and attack that government sit in one of those chairs over here and give 
the government a chance to react. But don't stand up behind the Honourable Attorney-General 
and start breathing down the back of his neck every day. And also if you are a man and if you 
are the Member for Thompson move over here in one of these backbench seats and sit as an 
Independent and criticize the government from the opposition level. I congratulate you for your 
speeches and your knowledge but you're being unfair to the taxpayers and the people of this 
province sitting in a government and attacking the government day after day after day. If you 
don't like that government get out. 

Mr. Chairman, let's go back to the Estimates. Mr. Chairman, no doubt I will never get 
another chance to speak to these Estimates, same as the Estimates of the Minister of Industry 
and Commerce. I had a few comments -- because with the time limitation we don't all get a 
chance to speak. But I'd like to draw to the attention of the Minister the Reward Program for 
dope that has been tried in Atlanta and has been tried in London, Ontario with, I submit, a 
ringing success in those communities and Atlanta, Georgia, and London, Ontario, I have read 
the stories that have come out of there is the police's type of drug department sets up a hot 
line - and the Honourable Minister is likely well aware of those two programs, - that get 40 to 
50, 60 calls a day regarding drug pushers ta da ta da in those various communities and rewards 
are paid for inforlllll,tion as I understand it on heroin only. But in the early days of the program 
calls have turned up on marijuana,on the acids and even some of the hard drugs calls have infiltrated 
through those hot lines. The Atlanta program, as I understand it, was instituted last September 
and the one in London, Ontario, was instituted in the spring months of the year and they both 
commenced as I understand it with a budget of some $50, 000. 00. The Atlanta program came 
about a fight between Mohammed Ali and Quarrie where they gave $50, 000 to the program and I 
believe the Ontario group are funded by a local initiative. Mr. Chairman, Reward, as I under
stand it have paid to the tipsters after convictions some sizable amounts of money. I think a 
thousand dollars is paid from two ounces to eight ounces of heroin; I think $5, 000 is paid from 
a half a pound to two pounds; I think $10, 000 is paid for anything over and above that. And all 
the names are kept confidential. 

But the one that really turned me on, Mr. Chairman, was the two college students who 
I'm told recently phoned in information about a certain pusher in that area and asked that the 
reward go to the poor. Many today are criticizing our young people and I think a program of 
that nature -- and I'm sure all the members of the House will stand up and stand behind me 
tonight that there's a lot of good young people in our society today who on this particular oc
casion donated their funds to the poor. I would just in the Honourable Minister's remarks hope 
he could react and see if the province is prepared, or the taxpayers, various groups can contri
bute to try and create a fund of that nature. The drugs are a real serious problem in my 
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(MR . McKEN ZIE cont'd) . • constituency so when the Honourable Minister does reply I 
hope he would add some of his comments along those lines. 

MR. CHAffiMAN: The Honourable Member for St. Vital. 
H1R, JAMES WALDING (St. Vital) : Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I didn't intend to take up 

too much of the Committee's time. I had two matters I wanted to bring to the Minister's 
attenti� n. Just before I go into them the opposition members have complained that they were 
here th is afternoon but there was only one member on the government front bench. I'd like to 

suggest , Mr. Chairman, that.with the sort of opposition we've been getting that one member is 
quite s�ifficient on the government front bench. 

M r. Chair�n, the first matter I wish to bring forward concerned a pens ioner in my 
constituency. This inan had been retired for a few years and was a car owner. He needed it 
partly to transport his wife who was unable to walk, and he received notification from the · 
Departll\ ent of Highways due to a government policy that he was required to submit to a phys ical 
examina tion before he could renew his licence for that year. Now he did so and passed and got 
his driving licence, but shortly afterwards he received a bill for around $12. 00 from the medical 
clinic thl t he went to. Now he was a little annoyed about this .  Since we'd brought in Medicare 
just a few years earlier he was of the opinion that this fee for a medical examination should 
have been covered by Medicare. I made a few inquiries on his behalf and it appears that where 
a medica examination is ordered by a third party either for in this instance or for insurance 
reasons c r for employment reasons that it is not covered by Medicare. It was also suggested 
to me tha � the man could get around this by not saying anything to his doctor when he went for 
his physiclal checkup and then at the end of this he could then produce his form and ask the 
doctOr if lke would then just fill it in for him and that in this manner it could be charged against 
Medicare. Well, Mr. Chairman, i submit that this is bordering on encouraging duplicity to 
suggest thllt a pensioner or any patient should be required to go to these measures to have such 
an examinlition covered by Medicare. 

Now it's one thing where a third party examination is optional, such as for insurance or 
for emplo:y ment reasons but where the examination is required under provincial statute in order 
for him to get his licence surely it is only fair to the pensioner, and these are aU pensioners, 
that it- should be included under the government's Medicare s cheme. 

Now he second matter I wish to bring to the Minister's attention concerns aid to physically 
handi cappelt children. Now just over a year ago there were a group of parents, engineers and 
people concerned with services to physically handicapped children who gathered together in a 
rather info I' mal group and they called themselve the Group for Improved Services to Physi cally 
Handicappe� Children of Manitoba. It's rather a mouthful but it tells you exactly what they do. 
Now they \\ ere concerned with the duplication of facilities, the number of agencies providing 
services - and I'll just read parts of their brief I think puts it in a nutshell. It says: "It has 
been estimal ed that about 50 agencies are involved in one way or another in the treatment of 
handicapped children, whereas nearly all adults with a physical disability are treated at the 
Manitoba Rehabilitation Hospital. Unfortunately no suah comprehensive facility exists for 
children and as a result duplication and inefficiency abound. But what is perhaps worse is that 
in this multip licity of agencies none employs a total team approach consisting of doctors, 
therapists, tuachers , engineers, technicians and social workers. This means that a t:arent 
seeking help vith a crippled child often ends up being shunted around from agency to agency, 
from doctor t )  social worker to therapy to teacher and back and forth, etc. It is no wonder 
that many parents give up in frustration and either keep their child at home or sometimes will 
commit them to an institution where they become permanent wards. " 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this group had assembled through their own efforts some evidence to 

this effect bact< last year. They had received the co-operation of several different agencies 
including the Department of Health and Social Development and I would like to quote now from a 
Free Press clipping of·August 31, 1971 where it says: "The Provincial Government is pre
paring to do a fitudy of services for disabled children following reports of an inadequate service 
system in Manitoba. Dr. Tavener, Ass istant Deputy Minister of Social Development, said 
plans for a rev ew began after a group of professional orthopedic workers and parents asked 
for an investigation of gaps in the present service system. The Health Department official 
said a committEie is now being set up to determine the scope of the review. " And that was from 
last August; it gl:>es on at some length with a few examples. "But since that time this group 
has applied to n e  Federal Government and has been given a grant of some $22, 000 under the 
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(MR. WALDING cont'd) .... . Local Initiatives Program, where it carried out its program 
in two parts. First, was a more detailed study of the facilities available in the province and 
of those children who could benefit from them. And they found for example that there were 
approximately 2100 children that came under the label of physically handicapped, and according 
to their estimation .700 of these or approximately one third could be helped by some form of 
device." You know that does not include those who are presently being helped. That is fully 
one third of all the handicapped children in this province who are not receiving some of the 
help that could be supplied for them. 

Now I have one more quote here from Doctor Colin McLaren, who is the Director of 
Rehabilitation Engineering at the Ontario Crippled Children's Centre, and he said in a recent 
interview in Winnipeg: "For every crippled Canadian child in need of a brace or artificial limb 
there are ten who cannot use either but must have special devices permitting them to make 
their lives meaningful to themselves and to others," Now last year the Department of Health 
and Social Development included the fitting of prosthetic and . • • • devices for the handicapped 
but that only includes such things as artificial limbs and braces. What we're speaking of here 
are a number of other devices many of them quite simple, which can be supplied; they mostly 
have to be designed and fitted individually to the child and at the moment there is a grave lack 
of this type of appliance available to children in Manitoba. 

Now it was the second part of this group's LI P grant that they used to fabricate some of 
these devices and you might have seen accounts in the press recently; there was one brief shot 
on one of the television news channels of a very simple device that was specially built for a boy. 
This device enabled him to sit or to be propped up in an upright position and gave him far more 
mobility than he would have had otherwise. When I spoke with members of this group they 
showed me a number of photographs of examples of the type of appliance that they had made. 
Some of them were little more than a platform with four small wheels on it to enable two, three 
and four-year-old children to propel them around their own homes. One particularly touching 
case concerned a boy of probably in his early teens. Now this boy had suffered from muscular 
problems and his state was such that his parents had to keep him at home in bed with his hands 
bandaged and tied to the side of the bed to prevent him from biting his own hands. This group 
went to work and fitted him with a special brace that was fitted into a wheelchair with a re
movable table in front of him on which he could work, special rests for his arms and that boy 
is now able to use a typewriter - and the transformation is almost unbelievable. 

Let me again congratulate the department then for including these prosthetic devices 
under Medicare. I suggest that the department look into covering further aids for the release 
of physically handicapped children. Let me also suggest respectfully to the Minister that he 
dig out the file again on this study that his department was prepared to do because the group 
with its LI P has shown that there is far more work to be done, something that should be done 
quickly. Thank you. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Churchill, 
MR . GORDON W. BEARD ( Churchill): Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We listen to members 

including myself from time to time who worry about the costs of Medicare and wel fare and yet 
to date none of us have been able to offer a fair answer as to how we're going to cut down those 
costs. And I think this is the whole • • •  of the problem that faces us today, not only in Manitoba 
but in Canada and probably in many parts of the - certainly the western world. And I think 
that we've got to approach this not only by researching history , because that's behind us and 
certainly we can't return to the living that was done in the past; we've got to look ahead-and 
in doing so I think we've got to watch, seek and find ways and means of coping with those ad
ditional costs. And I would hope that the government and particularly Cabinet can take a very 
strong hard look at the Minister's portfolio and reconsider their position in respect to Health 
and Social Development because it has grown to a position where it is too much for any one 

person. In fact - I don't think it's any secret, I can recall the Honourable George Johnson when 
he took a look at Health and Welfare many years ago before Medicare came in, brought in a 
recommendation to Cabinet that they should be divided; and they were divided, they were 

divided -and then they were brought back to gether again. I could never understand that, es
pecially when Medicare was brought in and the impact of the different philosophies on welfare 
were being considered, then certainly that was no time to bring it under one departm en t, I 
think that this is certainly a place where two members of a Cabinet or more could work together 

because it's one that maybe in many ways fits together but then if you looked at any work of 
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(MR. BEAHD cont'd) . government you oould say that they dovetail together. 
I thill k it's hard to look at welfare and anticipate that you're going to see less applications 

for welfare when Prime Minister Trudeau goes around and states that it should be the indi
vidual' s  right to choose whether he wants to work or not. He has made that statement and oon
tinues to ma.ke it, And not only does he say that it's the individual's right, should be the indi
vidual's right whether he should want to work or not, but he also states that government has a 
responsibil ty to support those people if they do not want to work, 

A MEMBER: . •  , do not want to WQrk ! 
MR. BEARD: No, they do not. He says - to finish that statement, he says that there is 

not enough .,.ork for everybody so there'll have to be those that'll have to be paid for not work
ing. I C8llll0t accept that type of philosophy; I think that is a sick philosophy and I think it's a 
very weak one; I think it's a sick one; I think it's a very tired man that has to fall back on that 
type of thinking but that is my individual thought in respect to paying people not to work. I think 
that governments - I  don't really think that governments can oontinually return to the taxpayer 
for more mlmey because this in turn encourages the people, the public, to demand more public 
services; bE cause they say we're getting more money deducted from our cheques so we want 
more for our tax dollar and then it goes on and on. 

Now I haven't offered a solution. I'm no better off than the others that have stood before 
me or the others that have attacked this department but certainly the advice that has been given 
government today and yesterday, and I did in my Throne Speech - as one in which I felt that 
they are watering down the money that should be given to those that needed it by distributing, 
trying to distribute it to everybody that was going to apply for social assistance, And they've 
got to decide who really needs it and who doesn't; and they've got to learn to say "no",. And 
"no" is an awful word to have to say when you're a politician particularly if you're in office; 
and "no" is C>ne of the eas ier ones that I suppose we first learn when we come into this life. If 
we don't lea1 n to say it ourselves we certainly hear it from our mothers or our fathers or 
whoever happens to be telling us not to do those things when we're very young. And I think that 
we must learn to say it over again now - "no" - and if we start to learn to say "no" to those that 
come for the type of assistance that would water down our programs and take away from the 
elderly and Hom those that cannot work then I think we'll be doing what is fair because this is 
certainly not - we haven't reached the economic peak where we can divide our wealth in Canada 
or any other part of the world so that half can work and half can live off the results of those 
that are not working. 

And I wUl leave those things and go back to drugs. We talked a little about it - and I ran 
across something that I thought was rather devastating - but some of the doctors were telling 
me that there's approxi1nately, there oould be considered at least 300 on hard drugs in the City 
of Winnipeg, U1d that would be a oonservative estimate. And if you took 300 people at the re
quired five to six shots a day you would estimate it would cost them about $150 each per day, 
and that come • to approximately $45, 000 a day these hard-core addicts would require. And 
since they neEid them every day of the year, then you don't take a day off for Christ1nas and 
that - they woUld require approxi1nately $16, 425, 000 a year to support this habit. And to 
support this habit they would have to steal but in stealing they usually as a rule of thumb figure 
that approximlately one-third of what they steal, they would get the value of about one-tilird of 
what they havo to steal. So it would mean that in the City of Winnipeg alone we could find a 
loss of about * 50 .mlllion a year to support 300 hard drug addicts. And I think this is something 
that the public are not aware of when they start telling us that we should be supporting marijuana, 
that we should be starting to give in to the soft drugs so that we could allow people to beoome 
part of a permissive society. I think we should dig our heels in and while some day we will 
1naybe regret a decision saying such a thing, people will say we're old fashioned, I believe that 
at least for th time being we should take a hard line on this and decide that drugs are really to 
keep people well and not to support them on any basis in which they require it such as we do 
when we see the alcoholics that we have on the streets today. 

There was at one time one of our members - I  don't often disagree with him but I believe 
he had suggested that we should have a large prison in the north. I don't really agree with it. 
I had started to talk about it at one time and the Minister suggested I speak on it now. I be-
lieve more in minimum security because I haven't really seen any statistics to prove that we 
really need maximum security prisons in northern Manitoba as yet. I haven't really seen any 
reason for supplying the type of prison that would oontain people that we would really be seriously 
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(MR. BEARD cont'd) ..... concerned about in respect to protecting the public. 
So I would like to see a minimum type of security program in which legislation was again 

passed some years ago, five or six years ago, and it was particularly slanted toward the north 
and it allowed for a program to be set up so that these people could go out and work during the 
daytime. They could in fact be with their families at dinner time at supper time, whatever it 

·may be; they would return there at night and the money that they would earn would be first of 
all given - there would be an amount taken off to support them

. 
in their board, their own board 

and room in the minimum security - the rest of the money would be sent to support their family. 
So that this would cut off the costs of keeping prisons and would assure the government that their 
families would not have to go on welfare. 

Now this would also assure us that prisoners would hopefully have a job, that they would 
be working, and some of them would be working steady for the first time for a long time. May
be they would get used to working steady; maybe they would be able to learn a trade. But at 
least they would be doing something that was more in keeping with their living when they left 
the jail. I think they would be still in the community, or the surroundings that they're used to 
living in, and I believe that it would assist them so that they would see law enforcement in a 
more favourable light and probably help them to adjust more favourably to society. I think it 
is important because I think you're dealing with people in many many cases for the first time 
in meeting up with a white society, and this I believe is important. You have the chance to show 
them where they're wrong; you have a chance to help them, and not only that but you have a 
chance to teach them, and I don't think they should be -- nor do they want to be treated any 
better or any worse than anybody else. 

I think the miner that's up there, or the individual that comes from some other area, can 

be treated just the same because there are many of those incidents up there that are really no 
different than what happens with the other people in northern Manitoba. The incident itself is 
not that serious; it's serious enough that they have to be punished in some way, shape or form, 
but to be taken right out of society altogether for two or three months does the government no 
good; it doesn't do the individual any good; he's not really punished after. When he comes out 
if he wants to he's going to do the same thing over again. It's just maybe if you have him under 
control for a couple of months while he's still carrying on with his job, maybe you'll have the 
advantage of teaching him, or getting through to him, and showing him that maybe the govern
ment is right and maybe he is wrong, and maybe he'll see the light. And with those words I'll 
let somebody else speak for a while. 

MR. CHAffiMAN: The Honourable Member for Rock Lake. 
MR. HENRY J. EINARSON ( Rock Lake): Mr. Chairman, I'd like to take a few minutes 

to deal with the department that is before us this evening. I had thought possibly we'd hear from 
the Minister long before this but I do want to say, Mr. Chairman, that in listening to all the 
comments this afternoon and this evening, I can't help but wonder and feel that the people of 
Manitoba, and probably the whole of Canada, must have come to realize that here we have an 
example where government becomes involved in something, the inevitable is bound to happen, 
and the criticisms that the Minister of Health and Social Development is receiving is, I think, 
in my opinion one of the basic reasons why we have the problems we have before us today. 

I think it is worth repeating, Mr. Chairman, that the costs of health and social services 
to people in Manitoba has risen from 164, 900, 000 in 1972 to 191, 295, 000-some odd dollars in 
1973. I think this is something that the people of Manitoba should know, and must know, be
cause it's abundantly important when we talk about the costs of our health program. 

One of the things that I want to ask him here - we have heard many statements and 
comments made, and the Minister said as I opened my remarks he's wanted to have the oppor
tunity, but you know, Mr. Chairman, under normal situations, as I'm given to understand, 
and I know I spent three years on that side of the House, when the Minister introduced his 
Estimates it was normal that the Opposition members replied. And after the replies had been 
made the Minister would comment. But here we have another example, Mr. Chairman, such 
as we had in Industry and Commerce where his own colleagues seem to have to get in the fray. 
Why, Mr. Chairman? Because we have another weak Minister. We have another weak Minis
ter, Mr. Chairman, and as far as I'm concerned they're trying to cover up for him. The 
Member for Thompson had to make his speech, and I couldn't help but wonder that I thought for 
a moment we were going to have a real three-way circus here for about a few minutes between 
the Honourable Member from Thompson, the Member for Crescentwood, and the Minister of 
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(MR. EINARSON cont'd) . . . . .  Labour, Mr. Chairman. I thought we were going to have a 

three-way circus here for a while because of the comments that the Member for Thompson had 
to make. 

And I just want to reply, Mr. Chairman, that while the Member from Thompson made 
some comments about abortion and the Carmel Clinic, I took exception to some of the comments 
he did have to make. Some people might have thought he was sincere about it but he seemed to 
me, the impression I gathered, that he was hitting at a certain segment of our society as being 
more responsible than others. And he gave me the impression that he was that righteous indi
vidual, Mr. Chairman, and I took grave exception with him, and I don't think he is any more 
righteous than I am or any members on this side of the House. I don't feel that I'm any more 
righteous than he is but when he stands up and feels that he's the martyr for the people of this 
province, I think that's carrying it just a little bit too far. 

One of the things I want to ask the Minister of Health and Social Development, Mr. 
Chairman - I'm given to understand, and he can deny it or confirm it, that the policy of his 
government in dealing with Community Health Centres, that he had on the plans for 20 Com
munity Health Centres throughout the Province of Manitoba. Twenty Community Health Centres, 
Mr. Chairman. Is this a fact or is it not? Now, the thing is I think that when he started to feel 
his way around he run up against a little bit of opposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to deal specifically with the area that I represent and particuarly, 
pretty well the western part of the Province of Manitoba. The Honourable Member from 
Assiniboia mentioned it this afternoon but I feel that it's my duty to re-emphasize it again that 
he-- I'm given to understand that he is going to construct a laboratory and an X-ray branch in 
the City of Brandon which is going to be a cost of approximately $1 million - and let me make 
it abundantly clear, Mr. Chairman, I have no opposition to anything going in to help the City of 
Brandon. But, Mr. Chairman, if it's going to be done at the expense of a large area or the 
rural part of the Province of Manitoba, then I am very very concerned, Mr. Chairman. And 
when I mention this ,  Sir, L'm concerned because I'm given to understand that he has not had 
any contact with the medical doctors who operate many rural hospitals. 

Another question I want to ask, Mr. Chairman, is, if this is so what's going to happen to 
the services that we have in our hospitals, our X-ray machines? Our laboratory facilities such 
as they are, and they are performing a very worthwhile service in each community in which 
these hospitals find themselves. I think, Mr. Chairman, that these are very very important 
and should be of real concern to the Minister. 

There's another matter that has been brought to my attention -- the Member is not here 
at the present time but I represented that area at one time and he did -- the Minister did stand 
up, I think it was over a year ago and rnade an announcement insofar as the sanatorium at 
Ninette was concerned. I don't know what's happening there, Mr. Chairman, but when he made 
the announcement he talked about a correctional insitution for the Indian folks, and here again 
I want to make it abundantly clear that I'm all for the Indian people of this province and I want 
to see them succeed like all other citizens of this province, but because of the kind of facilities 
we have there, because of its location, and what have you, and because of the work that we 
have done and the co-operation we had with many doctors in a tremendously large area there, 
we talked about a care home for senior citizens. Is this, Mr. Chairman, gone by the uayside 
in the Town of Ninette which I think is very important to those people? Did the Minister make 
that announcement just over a year ago without consulting anyone out in that part of the Province 
of Manitoba? I am concerned about that as well. 

I would like to also make mention of another experience, the councelor in one of the 

municipalities which I represent - this is dealing with a welfare case - and I, Mr. Chairman, 

want to make myself felt as though my comments are of a helpful nature to the Minister and 

not in a destructive way, but to assure him of the difficulties that he has, and it's up to him to 

decide whether he's being sincere about it or whether he is not. But from what I am given to 

understand he has many people working under him who are saying one thing, and he's coming 

out and saying another. I would just like to make mention of one particular situation where a 

member of a family who was on welfare and one of the sons of this family became of age and 

was seeking assistance and the counselor in question turned him down. He tried to get jobs 

because apparently this young fellow had been in some difficulty with the law and as a result of 

it was not able to get work. But the point, Mr. Chairman, I want to make is that this case 

came before ihe Appeal Board; they met in the Town of Notre Dame. Three members of that 
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(MR. EINARSON cont'd) . Board drove from Brandon to Notre Dame; two drove from 
Portage to Notre Dame and one from Winnipeg to Notre Dame. And one of the things that struck 
me, Mr. Chairman, with great concern with the counselor being at the hearing, one of the 
members of this Board, and my colleague the Member for Pembina gave a classic example of 
a case this afternoon, and he did mention the names of some of the members on that board. 
And this is one of the things, Mr. Chairman, I think the Minister has a problem with. But 
during that hearing, Mr. Chairman, one of the members indicated to the counselor and to the 
hearing, that there's sufficient monies in this country to take care of everyone. I can't help 
but feel, Mr. Chairman, that is somewhat of an irresponsible statement. I don't have the facts 
documented, and maybe the Minister would like me to have that done but I'm not able to do it at 
the present time. I think I can take the work of my counselor and because of the predicament 
this young fellow had found himself over a year or two, another member of that Board accused 
this counselor of being responsible for the reason why this young fellow was in the difficult 
situation he found himself. And, Mr. Chairman, these are appointments made by this govern
ment, and the point I want to make, Sir, is that I think that when people are appointed to a 
Board they should have more responsible statements and more responsible contributions to 
make in the capacity in which they perform their duties. -- ( Interjection)-- The honourable 
member, he mentions the fact, from Inkster, there's enough to take care of everybody. Do I 
think there's enough to take care of everybody? He's asking me. Mr. Chairman, the Honour
able Member from Inkster is trying to drag out a debate that is strictly of a philosophical 
nature and not one of realism, and not one of realism at all. -- ( Interjection)-- I answered 
him, Sir. 

This is the problem, Mr. Chairman, by which we and the people of this province find 
ourselves. Where do we draw the line when we talk about is there enough for everyone in the 
Province of Manitoba? There is enough for everyone, Mr. Chairman, if everyone who is 
capable of looking after himself and providing for himself that is capable. 

Another area, Mr. Chairman, I'm wondering- because people are as they are and be
cause the Minister of Health and Social Development has made comments since he became the 
Minister of that department, the kind of comments that have added to the encouragement of 
people tyring to get something for nothing. Has he got anyone doing any investigation in the 
City of Winnipeg or any other city or any other area of the Province of Manitoba? And I can 
say to him, Sir, that when we were government- and the gentleman who was the Minister at 
that time did find out that there were families living in the City of Winnipeg, the wife claimed 
that her husband left her but to our amazement found out that he really hadn't left her, he was 
working up in say Thompson 9r Lynn Lake making a good salary and she was collecting welfare. 
I am wondering, Mr. Chairman, has the Minister found any cases to be like this, or similar to 
this kind? 

As I said earlier, Mr. Chairman, I think the Minister of Health and Social Development 
has an extremely difficult portfolio to manage, but to manage it in the way that it is being done 
with the kind of philosophy- and I don't only blame him, I think every member on that side of 
the House has got to take the same responsibility - it's the kind of philosophy; and the same 
with the Member for Thompson, he's a part of that government and he must share that responsi
bility in the same light as the rest of his colleagues. While he may stand up in this House, and 
we witness an opposition within government, it's really amazing- and I can't help but wonder 
what the people of this province are thinking and wondering. While my colleague from Roblin 
indicated to the First Minister he felt sorry for him, I have somewhat of a different feeling, 
Mr. Chairman, I don't accept that attitude. I think that they were elected by the people to 
govern this province and I think they collectively have that responsibility. And I don't say that 
any one of them can segregate themselves from the rest of that party. I think they all have 
that responsibility collectively. And it's amazing to me, Mr. Chairman, that so many mem
bers on that side of the House have to rise and take up the time of what should be the Opposition 
to present their views and what have you to -- ( Interjection)--

So that we may hear from the Minister of Health and Social Development. -- (lnterj ection) 
-- I hope, Mr. Chairman, that with the time that is left at the Minister's disposal that he will 
be able to glve us some answers to the questions - and I think rightfully so, Mr. Chairman, -
legitimate questions that have been posed from this side of the House, and I'm expressing 
sincere problems that I have been faced with in my constituency. Unfortunately the Minister 
wasn't in the House when I made mention of some of the people employed in his staff in the way 
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(MR. EINARSON cont'd) . . • • .  in which they conducted themselves -I know I went to him 
personally, he doesn't have it in writing for I had a problem and he had the thing cleared for 
me; I checked it out to find out later that he said it was negative. But I checked out from those 
people in my constituency who were concerned of this matter and said they never seen any one 
from the government to discuss this problem that I had taken to him. And to my disappoint
ment, Mr. Chairman, I am left with no other alternative but to come to one conclusion, that 
some of the people who are employed within his department are so socialistically minded that 
they can do no wrong. So he really is not taking the matters seriously that are put before him. 
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

MR . CHAIRMAN: The hour being 9:00 o'clock, last hour every day is Private Members' 
Hour. Committee rise and report. Committee rise. Call in the Speaker please. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee of Supply has directed me to report progress and asks 
leave to sit again. 

IN SESSION 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Logan. 
MR . WILLIAM JENKINS (Logan): Mr. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the Honour

able Member for Ste. Rose that the report of the Committee be received. 
MR . SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried. 

PRIVATE MEMBERS' HOUR-PRIVATE BILLS 

MR. SPEAKER: Tuesday, first order of business on Private Members' Hour is private 
bills, second reading of private bills. Proposed motion of the Honourable Member for Inkster. 
The Honourable Member for Inkster - Bill No. 26. 

MR. SIDNEY GREEN, Q. C, (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, ! ask the indulgence of the House 
to have this matter stand. 

MR. SPEAKER: Stand? (Agreed) So ordered. Proposed motion of the Honourable 
Member for St. Matthews.  The Honourable Member for Minnedosa. Bill No. 33. 

MR . DAVID R. BLAKE (Minnedosa): Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have no reason to 
withhold passage of Bill 33, An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the Co-operative Credit 
Society of Manitoba Limited to committee stage; however I adjourned it last Tuesday as I was 
called away suddenly and didn't have time to make my few remarks at that time. But I just 
would like to add before the Bill goes to Committee that I am well aware of the service that 
the credit unions have provided to the various communities. I've had the privilege of working 
with them and competing with them in many areas in where I have served previously and I am 
well aware of the extension of their sphere of activities and their growth over the years and 
the valuable services they have provided to their members since their inception back in 1937. 
And I am well aware of the changes that they have undergone in the last number of years and 
the changes that have brought them to a near bank operation; and Bill 33 I know is intended to 
enlarge their powers and to enable them to continue to serve in a much greater capacity to the 
people of their community. 

I would like to mention though at this time that with these increased powers that ihey are 
requesting also comes an increased responsibility; and as they become larger they come into 
the field of large corporations and in entering the field of the near banks or the trust companies 
operation that they will be faced with the same set of rules that large corporations are faced 
with; and I hope that they realize this and won't look for favours in the field of taxation and 
other areas where there may be some consideration given in the past in view of their service 

to their members. 
I know that there will be some questions probably when the Bill gets into Committee that 

we may want some points clarified on, but as I say I have no hesitation in holding the Bill from 
passage to the Committee stage and in fact passing the Bill as it stands, because I realize the 
intent of it and I'm sure that it's designed to provide a greater service to the members of the 
credit unions and to the communities that they serve and there's no question about the service 
they have provided. But as I say my note of caution would be that this is a further step to 
creating a larger corporation out of the credit unions which were designed primarily to serve 
smaller communities - that it probably wasn't economical for possibly a charter bank or a 
trust company to establish in - and I hope that by becoming a larger corporation that they don't 
overlook the needs of the smaller communities. And the same responsibility goes with the 
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(MR. BLAKE cont'd) . fact that if they become a large corporation and want to get in 
the financial field and compete with the rest of the organizations that are in there, that they 
will be faced I am sure with the same tax problems and the same rules and regulations that all 
the other financial institutions operate under. And I'm sure that they're well aware of this 
and have taken the step with due regard to the responsibilities that they assume by their in
creased powers. This is all I would like to say, Mr. Speaker, and I regret that I was called 
away last Tuesday and unable to make this before it came to a vote to pass it into Committee 
stage. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. Matthews. He'll be closing debate. 
MR. WALLY JOHANN SON (St. Matthews): Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd like to thank 

the Honourable Member for Minnedosa for his comments. I don't pretend to be an expert on 
the credit union movement; I'm sure there are many in this House who know far more about it 
than I do and I think that those who are interested in the Bill will or can rely on the officers 
and the legal counsel of the Co-operative Credit Union Society at Committee stage to provide 
them with answers to any questions that they do have. 

I'd just like to make a few comments in reply to some of the questions asked, some of 
the concerns raised by other members when they spoke on the Bill. I'd like to stress that this 
is a private members' bill, it's a private members' bill not a government bill and I am spon
soring the bill so that it may reach committee stage where you can question the officers of the 
Society on detail. I would like to also stress that the membership of the Society did approve 
these changes at their annual meeting on April 14th, so these are not simply changes recom
mended by the officers of the company, they are changes approved by the membership at their 
annual meeting this spring. 

I had some misgivings about the bill when the Honourable Member for Roblin arose to 
express his fears about how this would affect the local credit unions, For a moment I had 
some misgivings about the bill when he expressed his concern about what happened to the Pool 
movement, the Wheat Pool movement. I also had some concern - and I thought it rather ironic 
though that his views on what happened to the Pool movement coincide almost exactly with the 
views of the assistant, the Executive Assistant to the Premier, who you're aware not only had 
his battles with Mr. Harkness but also had his battles with the Pool movement, --(Interjection) 
-- Pardon? N ow the Honourable Member for - I don't think this bill will in any way affect the 
viability or the existence of the local credit unions, that is not the intent of the bill, The 
Honourable Member for Rhineland expressed some fears. He claimed that the bill, that my 
explanation of the bill really didn't convey what the bill was meant to do. He expressed some 
fears of a conspiracy; well I can assure him that there's no conspiracy. In my introduction to 
the bill I told you precisely what the bill was intended to achieve. The honourable member 
claimed that the bill gave power for the society to accept deposits from government. It doesn't. 
It gives power for the society to make loans to government or branches of government. He 
expressed fears about delegating provincial powers to Federal Government under deletion of 
-- well the concern there was with respect to the deletion of one of the sections of the bill -

and I can assure him that this doesn't involve any delegation of powers,  it simply involves the 
Provincial Government allowing the credit union a bit more freedom, more flexibility. 

The Honourable Member for Rhineland expressed concern that the bill would allow the 
Credit Society to become a partnership with banks. What the bill does is it gives permission 
within this Act for the Co-operative Credit Society to engage or to acquire shares in a banking 
enterprise. But the actual power to enter the banking field can only be conferred by the 
Federal Parliament and Federal legislation would have to be passed to allow this. This bill 
is simply permissive. 

I also feel that the Honourable Member for Rhineland's fears about the deletion of 
Section 16, the section that deals with the disposition of surplus earnings, expresses a lack of 
trust in the credit union movement. I was very pleased with the words of the Honourable 
Member for Minnedosa which expressed a real trust in the members of tha credit union move
ment. The Honourable Member for Rhineland doesn't seem to hold that same trust of the 
members of the Credit union movement. He seems to feel that they must be tied down by 
provincial legislation. 

I might point out also that the by-laws of the Society do provide that reserve funds shall 
be maintained at not less than one and a half percent of the total loans and investments to the 
Society that are outstanding at the end of any fiscal year. This is allowable in the Income Tax 
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(MR. JOHANNSON cont'd) . . . • • Act, the Federal Income Tax Act and it is, I understand a 
long standing practice of mortgage companies to have this sort of reserve. 

The member also expressed concern that I didn't give more detail on the effect of the 
Federal Income Tax legislation upon the credit union movement. Well, I don't think that I'm 
really capable of doing it ; I think that the honourable member would get far more information 
out of the counsel and the officers of the Society when they appear before the committee at 
committee stage. And also there is an intangible involved. I understand that the regulations 
under the Income Tax Act as they apply to the credit union movement haven't been published 
yet and this was the concern that was expressed to me. 

I would just stress in conclusion that the government is not involved in any banking pro
posals of the credit union movement. If it does decide to become involved of course it would 
be answerable to the Legislature for this and at that time the Member for Rhineland would 
have full opportunity to attack the government in whatever manner he wishes. 

MR. SPEAKER put the .question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: Proposed motion of the Honourable for Assiniboia; the Honourable 

Member for Radisson. Bill No. 36. The Honourable Minister of Labour. 
MR . PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, actually the Honourable the Member for Radisson took 

the adjournment of this in order for us to have an opportunity of rechecking the bill as pro
posed by the Member for Assiniboia and for me as House Leader; and if it is agreed by the 
House I may indicate that we have no objections at all for Bill 36 being forwarded to Committee 
because actually it's a non-controversiJi.l bill. So if you would accept that, Mr. Speaker, and 
members,  then we're prepared to have the Honourable Member for Assiniboia close debate 
or just forward it to the Committee. 

MR. SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: Bill No. 37, the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for 

Assiniboia. The Honourable Member for Radisson again. 
MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, again if the House is agreeable the Honourable Member 

for Radisson took the adjournment of this bill for the Attorney-General. Unfortunately he is 
absent this evening. If it meets --(Interjection)-- Yes. Yes, the Honourable Member for 
Radisson is absent this evening. The Attorney-General is here, and all I want, Mr. Speaker, 
if my honourable friends would just keep quiet for a moment, is the agreement of the House 
in the absence of the Honourable Member for Radisson for the Attorney-General to speak in 
his stead. That's all. 

MR. SPEAKER: Agreed? (Agreed) The Honourable Attorney-General. 
MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, the contents of this bill have been studied and it is 

noted that it is similar in intent to part of Bill No. 26 which still stands on the Order Paper. 
In effect it would make it possible for companies who had been incorporated under private Act 
of the Manitoba Legislature to make application for Federal incorporation under provisions of 
federal law and allow them to go extra-jurisdictionally or as it's called "trans-jurisdictionally". 

Provisions of a bill to be brought forward later on that have been considered by my 
department, and that will be coming before the House shortly dealing with amendment to The 
Companies Act, will make provision among the particulars of that bill for an amendment to 
the existing Companies Act to make it possible for all companies who have been incorporated 
by private bill, private Act of this House to make such application. So we don't believe that 
the private Act being dealt with here under Bill No. 37, will be necessary, nor will the pro
visions, the bulk of the provisions of Bill No. 26 be necessary. 

However we have no objection to this bill going to the Committee. However I hope that 
it won't be dealt with until I have introduced, and hopefully the House has accepted, amend
ments to The Companies Act which will obviate the necessity of a number of separate appli
cations by way of private bill to do what this bill makes provision for. 

So in short, Mr. Speaker, we have no objection to it being received and accepted by the 
House on second reading, subject to our being able later on to deal with all of these by the 
amendment to The Companies Act, which will hopefully pass this session. 

MR. SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried. 
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MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie . 
The Honourable Member for St. Vital . Bill No. 19 . 

MR . WALDING: Could we have this matter stand, Mr . Speaker ? 
MR . SPEAKER: Agreed ? (Agreed) 
On the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for Winnipeg Centre . The Honourable 

Member for Riel. Bill No. 30.  
MR. SHERMAN : Stand, please, Mr . Speaker ? 
MR. SPEAKER : Agreed ? (Agreed) 
On the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for Rupertsland. The Honourable 

Member for Radisson. Bill No. 34 . 
MR. PAULLEY: Stand ? 
MR .  SPEAKER : (Stand) 
On the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for Rupertsland. The Honourable 

Member for Ste . Rose . Bill No. 41. 
MR . PETER ADAM (Ste . Rose) :  Thank you, Mr. Speaker . I have perused this bill, 

Private Member ' s  Bill, carefully and I find that I have to align myself with our little creatures 
of the wild who inhabit this earth with us. I also share the c oncern of the Member for Lake side 
in his remarks on this bill. 

Mr . Speaker , I think to allow hunting on Sunday would have very dire ramifications in my 
opinion and it w ould be horrendous for our game . We find , Mr . Speaker, that because of the 
fact that over the past many years man has taken away the natural habitat of our wildlife that 
they are being c onstantly pushed further and further back and they have quite a difficulty of sur
viving under these conditions, let alone all the hunting that takes its toll . We have seen many 
species near extinction , and some have gone into extinction year after year. The man animal, 
which I believe is the scourge of the earth, has done his w ork well . 

Not so long ago man used to kill his fellow man for food. I n  fact it's only in recent years 
they have discovered restaurants where the fare was human beings. When this was no longer 
allowed of course man turned his attention to wildlife . Some prople will just kill just about any
thing,  whether it's for useful purposes, for food, but some people will just shoot at anything. 
There was a lady today I heard on the radio that over the weekend they had gone out fishing and 
she was complaining that where they were there was fish laying all over the river in the sun 
not being used, just caught and thrown on the banks to rot . I think this is terrible , Mr . Speaker , 
the way people have debased themselves as far as our fellow creatures are c oncerned . 

I know that there are some people in my c onstituency that have asked me to support hunting 
on Sunday, and I will probably lose some support by opposing this bill, but I cannot in all clear 
c onscience support this type of a bill . I think it w ould be just terrible to see what w ould happen 
if this was wide open, unless we closed off three or four other days in the week to allow the 
animals a little bit of rest, I think it w ould be just terrible . 

I support the hunting only to protect the animals themselves in case of shortage of food 
where the numbers increase because we have taken away their natural habitat, and where the 
numbers have increased to a point where there is not enough food to supply the existing herd. 
Only then do I think it is proper to shoot animals. And that's the only thing that I would support 
is - I  think that we are prosecuting our wildlife for a few lousy bucks. This is my opinion. We 
put on trophy hunting; we encourage people to shoot the best specimens and leave the poorer 
specimens to keep the species going. Under no circumstances could I support this resolution. 

On the other side of the coin I think that because of ec onomics in our c ountry I feel that the 
average worker living in the city does not have a fair shake as far as hunting is c oncerned. 
Many people cannot afford to leave their w ork, take off two or .three days to go out hunting,. and 
I think that this has become a rich man's game , and as I say, Mr . Speaker , I believe it 's a rich 
man 's game because the people who come and shoot here are primarily Americans . We've seen 
what happened in Saskatchewan last year when I believe some of the States closed down on hunt
ing of deer there . Last year they invaded Saskatchewan by the hundreds and hundreds, and I 
think this is jus t  terrible . There 's no way that I can support this piece of legislation. Thank 
you. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Gladstone . 
MR. J. R. FERGUSON (Gladstone) :  Thank you, Mr . Speaker . This Bill No . 41, and i can 

certainly agree with the Member for Rupertsland, with his thoughts . I can't agree with the bill, 
but I certainly can go along with the idea that probably in the area that he's talking about, north 



2258 May 23, 1972 

(MR . FERGUSON cont 'd . )  . . . . .  of the 53rd parallel , that there may be a little bit of 
pressure , or the fact that people are coming into this area, they're hunting, and I think prima
rily his bringing in this bill was to do with the hunting of big game animals ,  and possibly there 
may not be this much fault to find with it . 

In my own particular area we are dealing with an altogether different type of hunting.  
We're dealing with big game; we 're dealing with upland game birds, and we 're dealing with 
migratory game birds . Consequently in all cases you're dealing with private landholdings;  
you 're dealing with the fact that there ' s  going to be an influx of hunting on the weekends that just 
can't be tolerated in the rural areas, in the settled areas . You're dealing with the fact that, 
especially with the migratory game birds ,  that they definitely have got to have a rest period , 
and you can say well it could be a Tuesday or a Wednesday whatever the case may be , but I don't 
think that this argument holds up at all because of the fact that in most cases the hunting pressure 
that is coming in our area is coming from the City of Winnipeg, or from Brandon, or from Camp 
Shilo , as the case may be , but these people are quite welcome to come and hunt but there 's  no 
way that ducks and geese have got to have a little bit of time to settle down . I have hunted all 
my life and I know that even one day gives them a chanc e to settle down in lots of cases in the big 
grass marsh. If a flock of geese leaves the marsh there may be ten cars follow it and regard
less of what the hunting laws may be, there 'll be two or three of those occupants of the cars will 
try to flush the birds, scare them, and they don 't get any opportunity to settle down to feed and, 
as I said again, here again we have a resource that is to be harvested.  

I can •t  altogether go along with the Member for Ste . Rose that the fact is here we have an_ 
organization by the name of Ducks Unlimited that are putting considerable funds into the raising 
of wild fowl in Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta and they are putting their money into it; they 
are supporting a cause , and I think that they're getting very good value for their money . In the 
majority of cases we 're finding that the birds in Manitoba are not mature until the early part of 
November and I don 't feel that the game birds especially , or the upland game birds, will stand 
the pressure that could be brought to bear if you're going to have seven-day hunting . The fact 
also remains that most of the land south of the 53rd parallel is controlled by private individuals .  
They will not tolerate the fact that someone i s  coming fooling out there on Sunday morning, and 
shooting at the birds , and shooting at the deer, and whatever the case may be . They may be 
holding a picnic , have a family gathering, or whatever the case may be, but it just won't fit . 

And I do go along with the Member for Rupertsland - he ' s  not here tonight - but I do go 
along with the fact that what he has in mind is big game hunting north of the 53rd parallel and 
I wouldn't altogether go along and disagree with him. If this is what the people want up there, 
if this is what the guides want, and it will be tolerated, I certainly have no objection to it what
ever . But I do feel that in this part of Manitoba that all you 're going to do is establish again a 
feeling amongst the people that do own the land that they 're not going to be bothered by somebody 
coming in there at 6 :00 o'clock, or 5 :00 o'clock, on Sunday morning and saying, can we hunt out 
in your field . It's just not going to work . 

Again we have the Member from Rupertsland saying that fishing was allowed, which is an 
altogether different thing . When you 're out on the rivers fishing you 're not disturbing anyone . 
You are enjoying yourself, if you want to catch a fish fine , if you want to drive down the river 
with your boat and keep your line in the boat it 's still quite all right . But again, Mr . Epeaker, 
I don't think that south of the 53rd parallel that there is no way that I feel that I could support 
this bill and I 'm quite sure that in my area which is a very heavily hunted area that it would do 
anything except stir up the animosity of the landholders against the general public . And I think 
that the status quo as it stands would certainly do much more than this bill would, and con
sequently , Mr . Speaker , I see no way that I could support this bill . Thank you . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Wellington . 
MR . PHIUP M ,  PETURSSON (Wellington):  Mr. - Speaker , I would like to join in briefly on 

this debate because I ,  like the last speaker , am opposed to Sunday hunting, particularly in the 
southern part of the province .  There seems to be an inclination on the part of some to show far 
too much consideration to hunters ,  extend to them privileges that they themselves may seek, 
and ignore the well-being of other people who are not hunting over whose properties they go . I 
was talking to a man up in the constituency of the honourable member who proposes the bill on 
more than one occasion - he has a farm up there . He is strongly opposed to the opening up of 
game hunting or any kind of hunting on Sunday s .  And he was pointing out to me that that whole 
stretch of lake between Highway No . 59 and Lake Winnipeg is pretty much cottage country where 
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(MR .  PE TURSSO N c o nt 'd.) . . . . .  peo ple c ome to e njo y the ple asures o f  bei ng down there 

in the lake and i n  an are a  th at is ver y ne ar to bei ng ,  in some places , bei ng wi lder ness . If th at 
part o f  the cou ntr y for i nst ance is to be i nv ade d  b y  hu nters the n the pe ace and quiet th at m any 

o f  the peo ple e njo y o n  a weeke nd wi ll be destro ye d . 

This past weeke nd as an i nst ance at the place kno wn as Su nset Be ach , there were me n ,  or 
bo ys ,  or you ng adu lts , out with ri fles shooti ng squirre ls and th at w as i n  a bui lt -u p  are a ,  bui lt 
u p  summer are a .  

This m an suggeste d to me further -he s ays th at hu nti ng shou ld not o nly be b anne d  i n  such 
are as as th at but the regu latio ns ag ai nst hu nti ng i n  the Gr and Be ach Park are a shou ld be exte nd

e d  all the w ay o n  dow n to Be aco ni a or Patrici a  Be ach , as an i ndic atio n o f  wh at be aches are there 
i f  there shou ld be any here who are not fami li ar with th at part o f  the lake , there 's Patrici a  

Be ach , there 's Be aco ni a,  there 's Is land Lake , there 's Alam de l 's Cove , there 's Lakeshore 
Heights , the B als am Bay, Su nset Be ach and Gr and Mar ais. There are t wo ro ads th at ru n al

most par alle l to o ne another , the ro ad th at fo llow s the shore li ne c o nnecti ng these be aches , an d 
Highw ay No . 59,  and the y are se par ate d b y  ab out t wo mi les . There 's a regu latio n I un derst and 

th at is alre ady writte n i nto legis latio n eve n now th at there be no firi ng o f  gu ns ne arer to a high 
w ay th an o ne mi le ,  or th at no fir ing o f  gu ns withi n a mi le o f  a highw ay. These ro ads ,  Highw ay 

No . 59 and the ro ad th at c o nnects these summer resorts , are se par ate d b y  t wo mi les and this 

m an s ai d  jo king ly ,  he s ai d  th at i f  any m an were to st and at a poi nt o ne mi le from the Highw ay 
No . 59 he wou ld also be approxim ate ly a mi le from the other ro ad and the o nly directio n he cou ld 

shoot w ou ld be str aight u p  i nto the air .  

Hu nters h ave not alw ays sho wn themse lves t o  be too c o nsi der ate o f  other peo ple . And I h ave 
h ad some ex perie nce o f  th at .  I h ave a cott age just across the sectio n line from Su nset Be ach , I 

h ave a --(Inter jectio n) -- Par do n ? Plutocr at ,  is right . It 's a be auti ful cott age . --(Inter jectio n)-
! like it . It 's nothi ng e labor ate , but I like it. I h ave a sm all 12 foot alumi num bo at and I le ave 

the thi ng out there tur ne d  over and ch ai ne d  to a tree . It 's bee n sto le n  t wice , but I 've m anage d 
to recover it e ach time , but it not o nly h as bee n sto le n  but g unshot ho les bu llets h ave bee n fire d 

i nto th at c anoe , i nto th at bo at r ather , o f  c ourse c alli ng for re pairs . Gu ns h ave also bee n fire d 
whether b y  desig n or b y  acci de nt i nto a t ank th at I h ave o n  a st an d  to co llect r ainw ater , and also 
i n  a drum st andi ng o n  the grou nd, also to c o llect r ai n  w ater . --(Inter jectio n)-- I c an 't he ar 

him. How far is wh at ?  I 'm sorr y I c an 't he ar you . --(Inter jectio n)-- Oh , yes !  So you h ave 
su ffere d the s ame di fficu lties . And I t ake it for gr ante d th at these me n goi ng arou nd with gu ns 

must h ave bee n hu nters. Wh at other re aso n w ou ld there be w alki ng arou nd through the w oo ds 
with a gu n .  Th at adds to m y  lac k  o f  s ym path y  for them . O n  o ne occ asio n m y  c ott age w as 
broke n i nto and amo ng other thi ngs a pair o f  hi p w aders were t ake n aw ay , and I im ag ine th at 
the y w ou ld h ave -whoever took them w ou ld h ave bee n w anti ng to use them i n  tr am pi ng through 
the m arshes retrievi ng ducks or geese , or any other w ater g ame th at the y m ay h ave shot dow n. 

These are some o f  the th ings which e ncour age me to wish to vote ag ai nst the bi ll and h ave 
it tur ne d  b ack , or tu rne d  dow n ,  or de fe ate d e ntire ly and just writte n o ff. I h ave litt le s ym path y 

for hu nters u nti l the time comes th at the y c an disci pli ne themse lves and show th at the y are 
worth y o f  bei ng g ive n the ki nd o f  c o nsi der atio n th at there is bei ng aske d for i n  this bi ll . 

There 's a humourous recor d playe d at o ne time -oh , prob ab ly it sti ll is about -we ll there 
were a number o f  humourous so ngs and o ne o f  them w as about hu nters and the descri ptio n o f  
the b ag th at he m anage d to get o n  o ne hu nti ng ex pe ditio n. It co nsiste d o f  seve n hu nters , t wo 
g ame w ar de ns and a cow , and th at 's approxim ate ly wh at m any hu nters are c apab le o f  doi ng not 
recog ni zi ng g ame whe n the y see it , or o f  mist aking any m CJITeme nt amo ng the trees or ree ds for 
somethi ng th at the y shou ld shoot at . The y ki ll o ne another , and I w ou ldn't w ant to be accessor y 

to th at ki nd o f  m ayhem , you might c all it , or th at kind o f  mur der . The y  c all it fun; I fi nd for 
m yse lf perso nally litt le fu n i n  it , and I know th at there are m any others who t ake the s ame po 
sitio n .  

MR .  S PE AK ER :  The Ho nour ab le Member for Assi niboi a. 
MR. PATR ICK : Mr . S pe aker , I wi ll not be lo ng . I wi ll just t ake a few mi nutes . Whi le I 

h ave not any stro ng c o nvictio ns o ne w ay or the other , I do su pport the bi ll . I th ink it does h ave 
some - I  be lieve it h as some merit. Perh aps not i n  souther n Manitob a ,  but it cert ainly h as i n  

northe rn Manitob a. The Member for Ste . Rose t alke d about not too m any Manitob ans hu nti ng 

u p  north , and he m ay be correct , bec ause not too m any perh aps c an affor d to fly i n , or t ake the 
time to go b y  tr ai n , or tr ave l for a c ou ple o f  days bec ause it is ex pe nsive . Whi le o n  the other 
h and we do fi nd i f  you t alk to peo ple i n  The Pas , you t alk to m any peo ple th at are hu nti ng moose 
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(MR . PATRICK cont 'd . )  . . . . .  or elk further north , you'll find that almost 90 percent of 
the hunters in that area are from out of the province or from the United States . So in my opinion 
this would perhaps to some extent make it more favourable for our local people to take the ad
vantage of the time . 

The second point I was somewhat concerned with, the honourable member that just spoke , 
he said that many hunters,  or some hunters were , I think he said many hunters were inconsider
ate . I disagree with that completely . I 've talked to some people while on the committee hear
ings in respect to - that we travelled this last winter , and I talked to some people and I asked 
where did the problem come from the hunters , and the answers that I got were - many of them 
were local , they were not people travelling from the city . But as far as the game itself is con
cerned, I would say that the members from the Game and Fish Association , from the Wildlife 
Associations,  from the Skeet Shoot Clubs,  I think have done more , have done much more for 
preservation of wildlife animals ,  of wildlife as such, than perhaps any government has done in 
Canada.  I think they have done a tremendous amount for conservation; they have fought con
tinually for habitat; they have called for protection of certain species,  and eventually the govern
ments would take action and prevent such specie s .  These are the people that are concerned . 
They do take an active part and they're concerned for the wildlife and the wild animals as well . 
I know that the Ducks Unlimited have been doing a tremendous job as well as many of their wild
life associations . So I disagree that the hunters are to blame for much of the damages done . 
It 's  probably done by some young people going out the first time on a hunt --(Interjection)--

MR . SPEAKER : Order . 
MR . PATRICK: Mr . Speaker , I said by some young people and --(Interjection)-- I don 't .  

believe that anyone 50 years of age would shoot at a boat that 's  tied up to a tree , not even a 
moveble object . But I know that in the State of South Dakota , where there is probably the great
est influx of hunters in the whole United States ,  into that State around Aberdeen which is the 
capital pheasant country, and they have Sunday hunting, and I 've talked to many farmers and 
they don 't object to Sunday hunting at all . However,  I will say that under no conditions any 
hunter can enter anyone's property because it ' s  private property, and this should be observed . 
I think every hunter should not go on anyone 's  property without a permission . So I think this 
would perhaps answer many of the objections that we have , or hear, let anyone indiscriminately 
enter somebody' s  property and hunts ,  I don 't think even if the property is not fenced, he should 
not go in that property unless he gets permission . I know that some of the members,  some of 
the members will say that the person doesn't live there , he lives perhaps three or four or five 
miles away from the property that he farms in conjunction with the other land that he 's  got . 
Well my answer to him would be then he has to travel ten miles , or five , and request per
mission before he enters any property . 

So as I say , Mr . Speaker , I have not any strong convictions one or the other way, however , 
I do favour it . I think it has merit in northern Manitoba. Furthermore, I would like to see the 
bill go to Law Amendments Committee where we can hear perhaps the Manitoba Beef Producers, 
the Farm Union people , and as well as many - the Manitoba Federation , or the members from 
the Game and Fish Associations as well and I 'm sure that we would be able to get some good 
information from these people . I repeat again , Mr.  Speaker , that the members of many of our 
life , wildlife associations , and I would say that perhaps the majority of the hunters belong to 
such associations,  really take conservation seriously , take habitat very seriously, take certain 
species , and as well are most concerned about other men's  property , the farmers'  property . 
You will always find I suppose a rotten apple in the box but this is the same with everything else . 
But, Mr . Speaker , it would be interesting to see the bill go into Law Amendments where we can 
hear representations . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West . The Honourable Member for 
Ste . Rose on a question . 

MR . ADAM: I was wondering, Mr . Speaker, if the last Member for Assiniboia had any 
statistics to prove that the young people are poorer hunters than older people . 

MR . SPEAKER :  The Honourable Member for Assiniboia . Order . 
MR . PATRICK: Mr . Speaker , I can answer it . Perhaps the Honourable Member for Ste . 

Rose wasn 't doing his homework and wasn't listening while I was speaking . I said there may be 
some - there may be some young people, there may be some older people, that do abuse the 
rights and privileges but when we were on the committee ,  municipal committee this winter I 
made it a point of asking as many people as I could at every hearing where the problem arises, 



May 23 , 1972 226 1 

(MR . PATRICK cont 'd . )  . . . . . where do the hunters come from . And I know in northern 
Manitoba and in, I believe , in the eastern part of Manitoba, I was told that it wasn't people from 
the City of Winnipeg and I was told that it was locally where the people got on the farms and 
broke the fences ,  so I hope that answers the honourable mEmber 's  question . 

MR . SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Member for Brandon West . 
MR . McGILL: Mr . Speaker , I 'll be very brief. I think though a few remarks are in order , 

particularly in view of the comments of the Member from Assiniboia who wasn't quite clear on 
his main point . He mentioned various hunting organizations but he gave the impression that 
hunters generally were in favour of a change in the law that would permit Sunday hunting, at 
least that is what I took from his remarks . Mr . Speaker, I think it would be very appropriate 
then at this stage to put on the record the experience and the decisions of the Manitoba Wildlife 
Federation in this connection . 

The Manitoba Wildlife Federation has a membership of 15 , 000 hunters ,  about 8, 000 of the 
members live in the City of Winnipeg, so it ' s  roughly a 50/50 split . Now , Mr . Speaker , this 
resolution in a variety of forms has been coming to the annual meeting of the Manitoba Wildlife 
Federation for a number of years .  It has been placed before the membership for approval in 
many forms and guises in a variety of ways substituting various days for Sunday as a day o'f rest 
and so on . But , Mr . Speaker, I am told that not only has the objection by the hunters themselves 
to this proposal been consistent, but that it has grown over the years, and a recent vote at an 
annual meeting was 150 against the resolution to have Sunday hunting, 10 for . So I think that on 
the - if we are to consider the hunters who are members of these organizations in Manitoba, who 
are very interested in game conservation , in proper game harvesting regulations,  we must con
sider the views that have been expressed annually by the Manitoba Wildlife Federation and they 
are very definitely against Sunday hunting and the objection and the voting against this resolution 
has grown over the years rather than decrease . So, Mr . Speaker , I think if we are to consider 
the feelings and the views of hunters in Manitoba, then we can accept this as indicative of the 
fact that they are not in favour of a bill which would permit hunting on Sunday in Manitoba.  

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General . 
MR . MACKLING: Mr . Speaker , Mr . Speaker . --(Interjection)-- Well I 've only had ten 

minutes , Steve . No, I . . .  take the floor . 
MR"  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Assiniboia.  
MR . PATRICK: Would the member permit a qu(;lstion ? Would he agree that almost less 

than one percent of the vote of all the hunters that voted, wouldn 't be a good representation as 
to, you know, if they were in favour or not, of the 15 , 000 . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West . 
MR . McGILL: Mr . Speaker , I was told by a spokesman of the Manitoba Wildlife Federation 

that they were 99 percent against Sunday hunting. 
MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General . 
MR. MACKLING: Mr . Chairman, I am happy to echo the remarks of the Member from 

Brandon West . I happen to be one of those , and the Honourable Member from Assiniboia him
self is one who loves to indulge in the vocation of hunting. --(Interjection)-- I 'm hearing re
presentations from behind , Mr . Speaker . But you know there 's  a strange ambivalence on the 
part of those who hunt and who fish and who enjoy nature and exploit nature . The strange idio
syncrasy of man, that although they love to harvest and to hunt it's somehow akin to the kindred 
native spirit to hunt. Nevertheless there is a respect and appreciation that is deep and abiding 
in respect to the bounty that we inherit . And I concur with the remarks that the Honourable 
Member from Assiniboia made when he indicated that many of those who enjoy the outdoors and 
hunt form the basis for the greatest of the efforts to conserve our wildlife heritage . And there 
are many in this province and many throughout North America who hunt,  who exercise their 
privileges with care . And it ' s  true , it 's  a paradox and it ' s  an idiosyncrasy of man and how 
many hunters,  how many hunters are thrilled by the bugle of the geese as they head north and 
they look forward with anticipation to the chance when they can go hunting those same birds .  
And yet they cherish and love those birds and i t  is  - i t  is an idiosyncrasy that some who do not 
participate in the outdoors ,  who do not cherish the outdoors fail to understand . --(lnterjection)-
Yes ,  some of them say they still go hunting .  Some go hunting for other things besides four 
legged deer in the outdoors .  

But, Mr . Speaker , those people who belong to the Wildlife Federation , the Game and Fish 
Association - and I 'm one of them - believe in conservation . There are some in this province 
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(MR . MACKLING cont 'd . )  . . . . .  who have spent many many hours , many hundreds of 
dollars in trying to develop much greater habitat, trying to produce new species of outdoor wild
fowl . For example I 'm hearing some rather obscene remarks from behind and I would like to 
just jokingly ignore them, Mr.  Speaker,  but I will turn in wrath upon them if they persist . 

There are people , Mr . Speaker , who have spent countless hours in developing a return to 
wildfowl that we haven't seen in this province in many years, and I refer to the Wild Gobblers 
Association . As a matter of fact the sound of those wild gobblers is much greater music to the 
ears of real conservationists than the gobbling I hear from behind me . And I 'll tell you , Mr . 

Speaker , that the efforts that are made by genuine sportsmen to maintain , preserve and in
crease the stock of wildlife in our province is a tribute to the finest sportsmen that we have . 
There is a genuine concern for the maintenance of our wildlife heritage and those who are really 
concerned about it have indicated their attitude in votes that have been taken at Game and Fish 
Association meetings for many many years, and they are not - as indicated by the Honourable 
Member from Assiniboia - in favour of an extension of hunting to Sunday . There 's  always been 
a minority of sportsmen who have advocated this , but overwhelmingly a majority of sportsmen 
represented in organized game and fish associations have opposed extension of hunting into 
Sunday and they subscribe to the views of the honourable members who have spoken that the 
animals and the wildfowl need a rest . If the hunting pressure is maintained the wildfowl will 
not rest in Manitoba, they will head as quickly as they can to the safety of the south . And the 
same thing can be true , the same thing can be said of other species of wildlife , if they can't 
find any rest during the week then they are going to be harassed to the point where they will not 
be able to be hunted with the same degree of surety as they have been in the past . 

So --(Interjection)-- Well , there 's  the Honourable Member for Morris talking about the 
taxpayers .  Well the Honourable Member from Morris will have his opportunity to participate 
in this  debate and shoot with his little pipsqueek gun at any of the taxpayers that he wants . But 
he is a conservationist I 'm sure , and will certainly echo the sentiments of those of us who really 
do.not believe that it is in the interests of those who believe in conservation of our wildlife heri
tage that there should be any extension of hunting . 

Now the argument that is addressed by the Honourable Member from Rupertsland on this 
question is rather intriguing. He says after all it can be confined to the remote areas where, 
you know, the hunting pressure is  not nearly as great and people go long distances to hunt and 
so on; and they would have to return to the cities and towns and so on , and have to go back again 

if they don't get their wildlife harvested in accordance with the season that' s  appropriate to 
them . Well, that may be very attractive but even in some of these so-called remote areas the 
sportsmen who belong to sports associations have rejected those arguments in the past; and 
really it would be the thin edge of a wedge on the part of those who would then want this same 
extension of hunting throughout the whole of the province . 

So for all of these reasons , Mr . Speaker, and the issue has been debated at great length; 
has been pointed out in various sporting associations,  I ,  too, am opposed to any extension of 
hunting as indicated in the proposed bill . 

MR . SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Swan River . 
MR. BILTON :  Mr . Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Artlmr, that 

debate be adjourned . 
MR. SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried . 
MR . PAULLEY: I wonder, Mr . Speaker , whether it would be convenient to call it 10:00 

o 'clock. 
MR . SPEAKER: Agreed ? (Agreed) The hour being 10 :00 o'clock, the hour of adjournment 

having arrived the House is accordingly adjourned and will stand adjourned until 2 :30 Wednesday 
afternoon . 




