
TIME: 2:30 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Honourable Peter Fox (Kildonan): Presenting Petitions; Reading and Receiving 
Petitions. 

PRESENTING REPORTS BY STANDING AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Mem ber for St. Vital . 
MR. D. JAMES WALDING: M r. Speaker, I beg to present the First Report of the Committee on 

Private Bills. 
MR. CLERK: Your Committee met on Thursday, Apri l 21 , 1 977, to consider matters referred. 
Your Committee has considered B i l ls :  
(No.  31) - An Act to amend An Act respecti ng the Holding of Real Property i n  Man itoba by The 

Manitoba and Northwestern Ontario Command and Branches of The Canadian Legion of British 
Empire Service League, 

(No. 38) - An Act to amend An Act to i ncorporate "Winn ipeg B ib le  I nstitute and Col lege of 
Theology", 

(No. 46)- An Act to amend An Act to incorporate "The Community of the Sisters of the Holy 
Names of Jesus and Mary", 

And has agreed to report the same w ithout amendment. 
Your Comm ittee recommends that the time for receiving Petitions for Private Bil ls by the House 

be extended to the 5th day of May, 1 977, and that the time for receiving Private B i l ls by the House be 
extended to the 1 2th day of May, 1 977. 

Your Committee also recommends that the fees paid with respect to the following Bi l ls be 
refunded less the costs of printing: 

(No. 31 ) - An Act to amend An Act respecting the Holding of Real Property in Man itoba by The 
Man itoba and Northwestern Ontario Comm and and Branches of The Canad ian Legion of British 
Emp i re Service League, 

(No. 38) - An Act to amend An Act to incorporate "Winnipeg Bib le  Institute and Col lege of 
Theology", 

(No. 46) - An Act to amend An Act to incorporate "The Commun ity of the Sisters of the Holy 
Names of Jesus and Mary". 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber for St. Vita l .  
MR. WALDING: M r. Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Giml i ,  that the 

report of the Committee be received. MOTION presented and carried. 
MR. WALDING: Mr.  Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Giml i  that the t ime 

for Receiving Petitions for Private Bi l ls be extended to the 5th day of May, 1 977 and that the time for 
receiving Private B i l ls by the House be extended to the 1 2th day of May, 1 977. 

MOTION presented and carried. 
MR. WALDING: M r. Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for G iml i ,  thatthe fees 

paid with respect to the fol lowing bi l ls be refunded less the cost of print ing: No. 31, No. 38 and No. 46. 
MOTION presented and carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: M i n isterial Statements and Tab l ing of Reports; Notices of Motion; Introduction of 

Bi l ls .  

ORAL QUESTIONS 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for R iver Heights . 
MR. SIDNEY SPIVAK: M r. Speaker, my question is to the Min ister of Corrections. I wonder if he 

can inform the House whether inmates of custod ial  i nstitutions run by the province or run by the 
Federal Government are in receipt of Property Tax Credit Rebate Programs and Cost of Living 
Reduction Programs. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Corrections. 
HONOURABLE J. R. (Bud) BOYCE (Winnipeg Centre): In some instances, M r. Speaker, they are 

in both i nstitutions, federal and provincial .  
MR. SPIVAK: Wel l ,  I wonder if the M i n ister can ind icate the justification for them receiving 

Property Tax Credit Programs. 
MR. BOYCE: I 'm sorry, I d idn 't hear the fi rst part of your question . 
MR. SPIVAK: Wel l ,  I wonder if the M inister is in a position to ind icate the justification for the 

receipt of Property Tax Credit Programs or Cost of Living Reduction Programs. 
MR. BOYCE: That is a difficult question to answer, Mr. Speaker. I cou ld  best answer it, perhaps, in 

suggesting my recommendation is that we review the Income Tax Act to see if it is possible to exclude 
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them. 
MR. SPIVAK: Wel l ,  I wonder if the M i n ister would confirm that discussions have taken place w ith 

the Federal Government to try and correct an abuse of the present system. 
MR. SOYCE: Well,  there's an assumption i n  the member's question that it is an abuse, Mr. 

Speaker. Really, this actually comes under the I ncome Tax Act and I would rather that the M i nister of 
Finance or the Fi rst M in ister answer i t  because there are many nuances to this q uestion. 

MR. SPIVAK: Wel l ,  I wonder if the M in ister would confirm the fact that the Federal Government 
and the Provincial Govern ment have d iscussed abuses in  connection with the Property Tax and Cost 
of Living Tax Rebate Programs. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F irst M in ister. 
HONOURABLE EDWARD SCHREYER, Premier (Rossmere): Yes, M r. Speaker, I I can confirtn 

that within recent months the Min ister of F inance, of the Province of Manitoba, has been in 
communication with the Income Tax Adm i n istration of Canada w ith a view to ascertain the basis for 
any Property Tax Cred it Rebate. I bel ieve that he has communicated to them the proposition that 
there is not a basis for it. However, he does not have, at least did not have as of several days ago, a 
defin itive ind ication of intent, and it may requ ire legislation here to change that. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Robl in .  
MR. J .  WALLY McKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, I have a question to  the  Honourable the  F irst M i n ister. l t  

relates to the announcement he made last n ight  regard ing the  gas tax to  pay for Autopac. I wonder i f  
he has met w ith the trucking i ndustry i n  the  province regard ing such a tax. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First M i nister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, there wi l l  be ample opportun ity to do just that because what I 

i nd icated yesterday was not i n  the nature of an announcement but rather an i ndication of future 
probable intent. l t  is a matter wh ich certainly deserves the attention of all those citizens who want to 
th ink about ways and means of making more rational provisions in the future to pay for services and 
in a way that is more compatible with the energy conservation eth ic. 

MR. McKENZIE: M r. Speaker, I wonder, then , would the Fi rst M i n ister advise the House if he is 
prepared to study the problem of the rural residents of this province who must drive many extra m i les 
to carry out thei r  normal d uties and responsib i l ities of every day l ivel ihood.  

MR. SCHREYER: Well precisely, Mr.  Speaker, and that is why this is not being done i mmediately 
or overn ight. There are powerful rational arguments and factors which certainly favour that 
approach . There are, however, certain realities wh ich might, in  that context, be anomalous and that is 
why I am inviting consideraton and future d i scussion on the matter. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Lakeside. 
MR. HARRY J. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, I d i rect a question to the F i rst M i n ister. Will the Fi rst M i n ister 

be taking up with the federal authorities , at the resumed energy talks that are going to be taking place 
shortly , the question of providing for Manitoba homeowners the same kind of a federal support 
program vis-a-vis i nsulation, as is being currently offered to the Atlantic provinces? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F irst M i n ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Yes, Mr. Speaker, that has been done. In fact, the i n itiative has al ready been 

taken. There has been some communication at the officials' level. There has been communication as 
between the Min ister, the Man itoba Energy Cou nci l  and h is counterpart. The Minister of Finance wi l l  
have some message in  that regard tomorrow and I th ink my honourable friend should look forward to 
that part of the budget with anticipation. 

MR. ENNS: A supplementary q uestion, Mr .  Speaker. Would the First M i n ister entertain  the 
thought of putting this case forward to the federal authorities, add ing to it the suggestion contained 
in a resolution currently being debated in this Chamber, namely that of taking off the sales tax on 
insu lation materials? 

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, my honourable friend really could better ask that question on 
Monday or Tuesday next I would th ink .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for St .  Vital . 
MR. WALDING: Mr.  Speaker, my question is for the M i n ister reporting for the Man itoba 

Telephone System.  Can the Minister i nform the House whether he has authorized the Man itoba 
Telephone System to conduct a search for i l legal electronic devices following the recent burg lary at 
656 Broadway? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister for Co-operatives. 
HONOURABLE RENE TOUPIN (Springfield): No, I haven't, Mr. Speaker. I haven't been requested 

to do so. If the request is made we'l l  look at it .  
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fl in Flon .  
MR. THOMAS BARROW: I d i rect my q uestion to the Fi rst M i n ister, Mr.  Speaker. -(lnterjection)

No. Is it true that Jack Horner is so frustrated, d isgusted and fed-up with the power-hungry, 
uneth ical, politically immoral Conservatives, he has crossed the floor to join Otto Lang on that side of 
the House? 
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POINT OF ORDER 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Morris. 
MR. WARNER H. JORGENSON: I rise on a point of order. Surely, Sir, I don't have to rem ind you 

but it seems that I a lmost always have to, that a question l i ke that which does not relate to any 
jurisd iction insofar as this Leg islature is concerned , is out of order. The honourable member should 
have been cal led out of order before he even half-repeated that question. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F irst M in ister on the same Point of Order. 
MR. SCHREYER: M r. Speaker, the Po int of Order raised by the Honourable Member for Morris I 

bel ieve is correct. Noth ing that has happened in the last twenty-four  hours with respect to M r. Horner 
comes with in the adm in istrative purview of this government. But I can't help but say, Sir,  in 
concluding on this Point of Order, that what the Honourable Member for Flin Flan has asked me, the 
thought has occu rred to me. 

MR. SPEAKER: Before we get away from the Point of Order, the Chair is prepared to rule that if it is 
going to be over-shouted by the members of the Assembly, then there is no point in  the Chair 
participating in cal l ing for order. 

The Honourable Member for River Heights. 
MR. SPIVAK: My question is to the M i n ister of Finance. I wonder i f  he can i nd icate whether it's the 

government's position that the property tax rebate g iven to those who are in  jails and other 
institutions of the province, are paid for or considered as part of a notional rent that the resident pays 
to the province. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of F inance. 
HONOURABLE SAUL A. MILLER {Seven Oaks): Mr. Speaker, i f  the question relates to inmates 

and penal institutions, no. They pay no rent, and therefore, there is no property tax credit. 
MR. SPIVAK: Again ,  I'm sorry the M i nister of Finance was not present at the f irst questioning. I 

bel ieve it is acknowledged that there has been some d iscussion . . .  - ( Interjection) -
MR. MILLER: I ' l l  repeat my answer. I said there is no property tax credit payable to anyone in a 

penal institution .  
MR. SPIVAK: Wel l ,  I wonder i f  the M i n ister o f  Finance w i l l  confirm the fact that the Federal 

Government has had d iscussions with the Provincial Government with respect to the whole question 
of property tax rebates and cost-of-l iving rebate programs being paid to inmates of penitentiaries 
and jai ls. 

MR. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, let us separate the two matters. There are two tax credit schemes. One 
is the property tax credit, which is a reflection of the rents paid, if any. - (Interjection) - Rent or 
taxes. In  the case of someone who is incarcerated i n  a penal institution ,  if he has paid rent or property 
taxes prior to, or in that fiscal year, he may be entitled to the portion , as any other citizen. For the 
months or weeks that he is i ncarcerated, then of course there would be no tax credit at all. That's 
point one. 

The other is the cost-of-l iv ing tax cred it, and I think that's real ly whatthe member is talking about. 
This is being d iscussed with the Federal Government, and the problem is not just for Man itoba. 
Ontario is also facing the same problem . And whether or not any resolution can be found for this is 
not clear because it is not a s imple matter. lt requ i res a great deal of investigation by the federal 
people to see whether an answer can be found. 

MR. SPIVAK: Wel l ,  then, I wonder if the Min ister can confirm that some inmates of penal 
institutions in  Man itoba are receiving cost-of-l iving credits even though they spent the fu l l  year in  the 
penal institut ion . 

MR. MILLER: M r. Speaker, that may well  be. And as I i ndicated , this is a matter which is being 
d iscussed with the Federal Government, but it's not something that just appl ies to Man itoba. lt 
appl ies to all provinces where they have tax credit schemes of which there are a number. it's very, 
very d ifficult to control because the address g iven cou ld be any address outside. lt could be a family, 
where the tax cred it is appl ied for on behalf of the wife or the ch i ldren.  So it i sn't all that simple. it also 
cou ld be somebody who is not be in for a fu l l  year, but for a partial year. These are just some of the 
numerous technical problems that the Federal Government said had to be resolved before they can 
ever hope to cope with separating this kind of appl ication from an income tax form. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Robl i n .  
MR. J. WALLY McKENZIE: M r. Speaker, I have a q uestion to the Honourable the Highways 

Minister. I wonder can the Min ister provide the members of the House with a copy of the legislation or 
the regu lations which he  and the government have assumed now, the right to erect metric h ighway 
signs across the province. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Highways. 
HONOURABLE PETER BURTNIAK {Dauphin): M r. Speaker, I am sorry, I am not sure whether I 

got the g ist of the question . Perhaps the honourable member should repeat it again so I can follow it. 
MR. McKENZIE: M r. Speaker, I asked the Min ister if he could provide the members of the House or 
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the opposition with cop ies of the legislation or the regu lations wh ich have given the Min ister the right 
to erect metric h ighway signs across the province. 

MR. BURTNIAK: Mr. Speaker, I think I understand what the question is now. I th ink it is a l ittle 
different than what the honourable member said the first time, but nevertheless, I bel ieve - not I 
bel ieve, I know - and I th ink the honourable member knows that sometime ago there was an 
agreement s igned pretty well ,  or agreed to, maybe it wasn't signed, a verbal agreement or whatever it 
was, that all provinces in  Canada, along w ith the Federal Government, w i l l  go into metrication at 
some given time. Now that does not only apply to Highways, i t  appl ies to a l l  departments, to all 
people in  al l walks of l ife, so that as far as the H ighways Department is concerned, it is no d ifferent 
than any other department. 

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, am I to assume that the M i nister wi l l  provide the Opposition with a 
copy of the legislation or the regu lations under which these signs have been erected? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Rad isson . 
MR. HARRY SHAFRANKSY: M r. Spe1;1.ker, my q uestion is not going to be what the Opposition 

wanted me to ask . . . 
MR. SPEAKER: Question p lease. 
MR. SHAFRANKSY: . . .  Mr .  Speaker, I have a q uestion to the M i n ister of Agricu lture, to the 

Acting M inister of Agricu lture' and this fol lows along the l ine of the questions asked by the 
Honourable Member for Souris in regard to who contacted the people in Texas fort he Hydro auction 
sale. Cou ld the M inister tel l  the House who contacted the foreigners who bought the farm from the 
Honourable Mem ber for Morris? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Leader of the Opposition state h is point of order. 
MR. STERLING LYON (Souris-Killarney}: On a point of order. I bel ieve that the honourable 

member in q uestion is referring to the Honouraple Member for Morris. He is trying to be funny, wh ich 
he is, without trying,  and real ly that kind of th ing, Mr. Speaker, if I may say so, should be cal led out of 
order i mmed iately. The point of order is, M r. Speaker, that the kind of nonsense that the Chair seems 
to permit of the Honourable Member for Radisson is not permitted for any other members and I th ink 
it is t ime it stopped. - ( lnterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. The Honourable Min ister of Labour. 
HONOURABLE RUSSELL PAULLEY (Transcona}: On a point of personal privi lege, Mr. Speaker, 

and as a member of this Assembly, I suggest that you take into consideration the proriety of the 
inference raised by the Leader of the Opposition that you are not conducting yourself in accordance 
with the Ru les of this House and giving privi leges to some and not to others. Surely my honourable 
friend . . . .  

A MEMBER: Read the record. 
MR. PAULLEY: Read the record . I have read your record over this short t ime here . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. 
MR. PAULLEY: . . .  and you won't be here for a hel l  of a lot longer. Apart from that, Mr. Speaker,

( l nterjections)-
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. PAULLEY: I am glad my honourable friend added the word "too," inferring that he is a 

d isgrace. I reject it, but, M r. Speaker, it is h istoric in this House that a l l  members have privi leges, and 
among those privileges is not one to l isten to the utterances of the Leader of the Opposition d irected 
to the one we chose to be the Leader of this House. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable the First M i n ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the Min ister of Ag riculture, the Acting 

Min ister of Ag riculture replying to the question, I would s imply say that I am not aware, in fact I am 
confident, that there is nothing untoward insofar as the sale of any land, by any honourable member 
to anyone, does not violate any of the laws of the land and I don't qu ite see the connection. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Bi rtle-Russel l .  
MR. HARRY E. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have a question I would l i ke to d i rect to the 

Attorney-General .  I wou ld l i ke to ask the Attorney-General if the recommendations by the Solicitor 
General of Canada in the b i l l  deal ing with wi re-tapping and the increased use of wi re-tapping in  
Canada meet with the approval of  the  Attorney-General of  th is province? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-Genera l .  
MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, I have not had the opportun ity yet to review the draft b i l l .  I've not 

received it from the Sol icitor-General .  I expect to be receiving some draft of the b i l l  shortly, so that at 
this time it is premature for me to comment on it. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for B i rtle-Russel l. 
MR. GRAHAM: Mr.  Speaker, I have a question then for the M i n ister of Consumer Affairs, 

Communications M inister responsible for Manitoba Telephone. In the investigation he is carrying 
out on the recent break-in to 656 Broadway, can he ind icate how many bugg ing devices have been 
missing? 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable M i n ister for Co-operative and Consumer Affairs. 
MR. TOUPIN: M r. Speaker, as usual the honourable member wasn't l isten ing.  I indicated that I 

had not received a request and if I d i d ,  we'd look i nto the matter. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 
MR. ENNS: M r. Speaker, I d i rect a question to the Fi rst M i n ister. I want to ask the Fi rst M i n ister if  

the recent action on the part of the Li beral Prime M i n ister of th is country, a person that the First 
Min ister has often expressed a considerable amount of adm i ration for, has in any way changed in the 
manner in which the Prime Min ister lu red and hoodwinked a country boy and fel l ow rancher l ike Jack 
Horn er, by devious and underhanded and sneaky and total ly unfair and manipulative way that sparks 
and smacks of all kinds of unprincip led and underhanded ways . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Would the honourable member get to the question? 
MR. ENNS: M r. Speaker, I 'm just getting into my q uestion. I 'm just getting into my question. l now 

want to ask the F irst M in ister whether h is opin ion of his great col league the F irst M in ister of this 
country has in any way changed. 

A MEMBER: Would you mind repeating the question? 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F irst M in ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr.  Speaker, it's . . .  - ( l nterjection)
A MEMBER: I agree. I agree. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Portage La Prairie. 
GORDON E. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, I bel ieve it's the custom of this House, when the Speaker 

allows a question ,  that the courtesy be g iven for an answer to that question. 
MR. SPEAKER: Thank you. The Honourable F irst M i nister. 
MR. SCHREVER: Mr. Speaker, Sir ,  I was not i nsisting on the right to reply, but since the 

Honourable Member for Portage has intervened it affords me an opportun ity to say simply this, that 
it's a free country. The Member for Crowfoot, Jack Horner, has made his decision. I cannot pretend to 
know the details. I do not really have anything to say on the matter except that it is my personal 
opin ion, S i r, that perhaps it is a l i ttle surpris ing in the l ight of Mr. Horner's previous polit ical views, but 
that I regard h is change as being at least to some degree, some i mprovement. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Mem ber for V i rden. 
MR, MORRIS McGREGOR: Mr. Speaker, I would l ike to d i rect this question to the M i n ister of 

Tourism and Recreation . The question is ,  when wi l l  Series 5 be approved, or if they are to be 
approved , or announced? Because there are many commun ities wanting to p lan now and they are 
asking dai ly, the question,  is there going to be this series avai lable to those communities? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister for Continuing Education. 
HONOURABLE BEN HANUSCHAK: The Series 5 Capital Grants, Mr. Speaker, for construction of 

recreation faci l ities is under consideration by my department and it's my hope to bring a 
recommendation to Cabinet shortly for its consideration, and I wou ld hope that a decision wou ld be 
made with in  the next week or two. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for M i nnedosa. 
MR. DAVID BLAKE: M r. Speaker, just a supplementary to the question of the Honourable Member 

for Virden . Would it be in  order for the mun icipal ities that are anticipating one of these projects to 
have their app l ications prepared and subm itted for Series 5? 

· 

MR. HANUSCHAK: M r. Speaker, this is based on submissions already received. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Ste. Rose. 
MR. A. R. (Pete) ADAM: Mr. Speaker, I have a serious question.  My question is for the M in ister of 

Finance. I would l ike to ask h i m  if  the Min ister intends to introdu ce a provincial tax on canned drinks 
such as the Province of Ontario has introduced that would tax Man itobans travel l i ng to Ontario, if 
they consumed and took canned drinks with them and also that they would be charged with a fine in  
Ontario. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Finance. 
MR. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, if  I was to answer at all it would be an indication of what may or may not 

be in the Budget and therefore I will not answer at a l l .  
MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Mem ber for Portage La Prairie. 
MR. G. JOHNSTON: M r. Speaker, I d i rect my question to the Honourable the Min ister of 

Agriculture. A few moments ago in open ing my mai l  I received an invitation to the official open ing of 
the Prai rie Agricu ltura l  Mach i nery I nstitute i n  Portage, and if I'm al lowed to preface my question , Mr.  
Speaker, the Min isters of Agricu ltu re of Man itoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta wi l l  be in attendance. I 
wonder if the Min ister, and I say also by way of exp lanation,  the invitation came from some source in  
Portage La Prai rie, I presume it's the people i nvolved in  the Institute. So my question to the M inister 
is: would he publ ic ize and also invite all the members of th is House to attend the open ing of this 
h istoric occasion? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Agriculture. 
HONOURABLE SAMUEL USKIW (Lac du Bonnet): Mr. Speaker, it's obviously open to anyone 
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who wishes to attend the open ing ceremon ies. I 'm not sure whether it conf l icts with the sitt ing of the 
House, but if it does I would presume that would present some problem, but it is an open i nvitation . 
I 'm advised that other members have received those invitations, Mr. Speaker, but I have no hesitation 
in inviting honou rable members opposite. If  they f ind it convenient to attend I invite them to do so. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Rad isson. 
MR. SHAFRANSKY: Mr. Speaker, I was going to ask a simi lar question on that invitation ,  and to 

thank the Min ister for h is consideration in providing such an opportune time as 2:30 of April 28th . My 
question, Mr.  Speaker, is to the F irst M i n ister. Can he indicate if he has received any apology from the 
Leader of the Official Opposition, namely his charges that Man itoba Hydro has wasted some $605 
m i l l ion of the taxpayers' money? 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader. 
HONOURABLE SIDNEY GREEN (lnkster): M r. Speaker, I wish to proceed with the Resolution 

stand ing at the top of Page 3 of the Order Paper in  the name of the F irst Minister. 

RESOLUTION - SILVER JUBILEE OF HER MAJESTY QUEEN ELIZABETH 11 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First M in ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition, 

that an Humble Address in  the following words be presented to Her Majesty on the occasion of the 
Twenty-Fifth Ann iversary of Her Majesty's Reign.  

To Her Most Gracious Sovereign :  
We, the Members of the Leg islative Assembly o f  Man itoba in Session assembled ,  

beg to offer o u r  heartfelt congratulations on the happy completion o f  the twenty-fifth of 
the transforming years of Your  Majesty's i l l ustrious reign .  

Having had the  great p leasure and honour of  several visits from Your  Majesty, from 
the Prince Ph i l ip ,  Duke of Ed inburgh,  as wel l as from other members of the Royal Fami ly 
dur ing the period of your reign, we cal l to m ind that Your Majesty has visited many parts 
of this great province, and has had opportunity to meet a broad and representative 
number of our people.  We have happy memories of You and Your fami ly being among 
us, and especially of the ease and grace in  which you have made the Monarchy, Your 
Royal Person and Your Family well  and affectionately known to us a l l .  

Because of  th is  l iv ing knowledge and also because we are deeply aware of  the 
Crown as the centre of loyalty and of unity for our province and for our country we wish 
to assure you of our abiding loyalty and affection. You may be confident of the prayers 
of us a l l  for the welfare of Your Majesty and of the Members of the Royal Family now and 
for the coming years, in  which we pray you may very long reign over us in  peace, 
serenity and gracious service to a l l  Your peoples. 

MOTION presented . .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable First M in ister. 
MR. SHCREYER: M r. Speaker, the Reso lution embodies the essence of the thought which I am 

sure we wou ld a l l  want to express on this occasion ,  nevertheless, it behooves me to take some few 
extra moments of the time of this Assembly to elaborate on the said subject matter. 

lt wou ld be indeed true, Sir ,  to say that the reign of Her Majesty, Queen El izabeth 11, could be 
described as long , peacefu l ,  serene, g racious and excellent. During her incumbency as Reigning 
Monarch, the world has changed a great deal ;  the Commonwealth has changed a great deal and it 
may be that in  our own m i nds we may think that the particu lar contemporary circumstances are 
rather difficult and problematic inasmuch as we have been buffetted by inflation and by rising 
expectations and , if one were to g lean a l l  one's impressions only from the media,  one would th ink that 
we l ived in perilous t imes indeed. And in a way, we do. 

But, in retrospect, S i r, the last twenty-five years of recent history have been among the more 
peacefu l  in th is century and for a long t ime. The scientific and technolog ical advances working for 
the benefit of mankind have been as impressive - indeed , more so - than in periods prior to this. 
Material l iving standards have improved greatly and we have had peace. Not a perfect peace, but a 
peace which has been of greater stabi l ity than in almost any other time in m odern h istory. Therefore, 
it is certainly appropriate that we take time from an otherwise hectic and busy schedule in this House 
deal ing with all manner of cu rrent specific matters to look back for a quarter century in retrospect 
and attempt to gain some perspective in our m inds of where we are at. 

Insofar as Her Majesty herself is concerned , she indeed has been a force for stabi l ity in the 
modern democratic state in the Commonwealth . That is not to say that some parts of the 
Commonwealth have not broken off and are in turmoi l  but, insofar as the older daughters of the 
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Commonwealth are concerned, of which Canada is one, the period of the last twenty-five years have 
been one in wh ich I th i n k  increasing -· not decreasing - but increasing numbers of people 
acknowledge that there is more than mere symbol ism; that there is more than mere appearance 
attached to the Crown and to the Monarchy; that i ndeed any substitute human institution to replace 
the Monarchy wou ld,  S i r, be equally expensive - at least as expensive - and i t  would not have any 
more, indeed, Sir ,  I would suggest less of a basis for attracting the loyalty and devotion ofthe citizens 
of that State than does our  present constitutional Monarchy arrangement. l t  has served us wel l .  1 
know that with those who are more - or who l i ke to th ink that they are more avant-garde i n  terms of 
pol itical institutions and pol itical economy, polit ical science, that there is some more modern and 
more democratic form of Head of State, but I would suggest that the experience of h istory 
demonstrates that, i ndeed , our arrangement is as good as any that has yet been devised and is so 
meritorious that it deserves to be enduring and worthy of our continued devotion and support. 

In order then that we attem pt to give more pervasive specific concrete attention to the fact that this 
is, indeed, the Si lver Jubi lee, the Reign of Her Majesty, E l izabeth 1 1, the Province of Man itoba, 
through the Government of Man itoba, on behalf - I hope I can say of all of us - is pleased to 
announce the establ ishment of a series of sen ior secondary student scholarships or awards. The 
Government of Man itoba is deeply aware of the Crown as the centre of loyalty and un ity for our 
province and we feel it is entirely appropriate to announce today, The Queen Elizabeth 1 1  S i lver 
Jubi lee Students Award. 

lt is again ,  we hope, Sir ,  a l ittle more than symbol ism because we are announcing 60 such awards 
of $1 ,000 each to relate to each of the school d ivisions that exist in our province. The award wi l l  be 
given to students who have maintained above average records in the i r  studies and who have shown 
exceptional merit in academic or vocational studies or in  physical education. They are being 
announced, therefore, in conjunction w ith the passage by the Chamber of a message of loyalty and 
affection to Her Majesty The Queen. The bases for selection are a matter of detail which 1 wou ld be 
pleased to go into but I do not think it is necessary or appropriate just now. 

By and large, they relate to students in senior h igh schools enrol led in academic and also in 
vocational studies and we hope that it w i l l  work out approximately on the basis of one award per 1 ,000 
sen ior secondary students. The selection process wi l l  i nvolve those in the school divisions, 
superintendents, principals, and notices of th is are being sent to these people and to the private 
schools of the p rovince. 

I hope there w i l l  be - I am sure there w i l l  be - concrete recogn ition and recol lection then of the 
Si lver Jub i lee on the part of all of us, certain ly on the part of those 60 or so young people who wi l l  
benefit and we hope continue to carry forward , in  the years ahead, attach ment to democratic 
institutions, to constitutional Monarchy and devotion to the The Queen and her successors. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
MR. STERLING R. LYON ( Souris-Killarney ) : M r. Speaker, I am pleased to associate myself and 

the members of my party with the solicitous words that have been used to d raw this message to Her 
Majesty The Queen and to second the Motion proposed just now by the Fi rst M i n ister. 

May I say at the outset that we join with h im in acknowledging the propriety and the desirabil ity of 
the scholarsh ip  program which the First M in ister has just announced to mark this signal occasion in 
the l ife of The Queen and i ndeed in the l ife of our country. We share, with h im,  the hope that the 
recipients of the scholarships w i l l  carry in their hearts and in  their m inds loyal affection to Her 
Majesty and we know as wel l ,  of course, that it is precisely this kind of ind icator that Her Majesty The 
Queen much prefers to carry hope and to carry assistance to young people throughout the 
Commonwealth . lt is the continuation of a kind of program that has been uti l ized before on occasion 
of Royal visits to s ignify the loyalty and the affection of Her Majesty's Subjects in Man itoba, and I 
th ink it is altogether appropriate and proper that the Premier has made the announcement now and 
we share with him in  support for that program . 

This too, S i r, is one of those happy although rare occasions when the whole House m ay unite, 
with partisan d ifferences put to one side, to acknowledge and to rejoice in the common fealty to the 
Head of State in the person of our beloved Queen El izabeth 11. I th ink it is worthy of note that Her 
Majesty The Queen is only the th i rd Reign i ng Monarch s ince 1 837 who has achieved the Si lver 
Jubi lee whi lst upon the Throne. There are even some of us in this Chamber, M r. Speaker, who, as 
youngsters, can remem ber the Si lver Jubi lee of her d istingu ished Grandfather, King George V, back 
in 1 936. What a festive occasion it was at that time when smal l  medal l ions were passed around and a 
day of hol iday was g iven to a l l  the students throughout Man itoba - a recom mendation and a 
suggestion which I hope wi l l  fal l  upon favourable ears with the M in ister of Education - and it was a 
matter of provincial and nat ional celebration that we should have enjoyed the benefit of the reign of 
her Grandfather for twenty-five years; and that even more so now, S i r, that we have had the benefit of 
the serenity and the k ind and the wise advice and gu idance that The Queen of Canada, Elizabeth 1 1, 
has so freely g iven to her people over the past twenty-five years. 

I suppose a l l  of us would wish for her that she would have a reign of the length of that of Queen 
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Victoria who was Queen when Canada came into being and who remained the Queen of this country 
for some thirty or more years afterwards unt i l  her death . 

So, our Monarchs present to us on these Si lver Jubi lees, the kinds of occasions when we can al l  
jo in together and pay the kind of tribute wh ich, whi le always I know in our hearts and i n  our m i nds, is 
probably not as often articu lated as it should be. So my first words wou ld be to join with the First 
Minister in  words of tribute to Her Majesty and the Royal Family for the example which they set for a l l  
of  us ;  for  the ded ication;  for  the extremely hard work; and for the commitment to the very arduous 

· task of Monarchy which she has g iven without attempting in any way to save herself from arduous 
tours throughout the Commonwealth , and many, many weeks away from her home and from her 
family,  a l l  i n  her capacity as Head of State of the various countries throughout our Commonwealth . 
She, without making invidious comparisons, Sir, can be said I th ink,  to be one of the most 
d istingu ished monarchs that this Commonwealth and th is country has had in  a very d istinguished 
l ine of royal predecessors. And they are not only, Si r, a royal family. They are a real family,  a human 
fam i ly to whom we can relate in very personal terms. Whi le taking pride in the singu lar position wh ich 
Her Majesty holds as the Head of our Government, we also take very personal pride in her role as a 
mother, as a wife, and as the mother of the successor in due course, His Royal Highness, the Prince of 
Wales. They are our royal family.  I th ink it is appropriate that we do have that proprietary sense in  
which we regard the Queen and H is Royal Highness, the Duke of Ed inburgh,  and al l  the members of 
the fami ly. it's a true man ifestation,  t would say, Sir, of the love and affection that we feel for them in a 
personal sense. 

This is also an occasion, Si r, when we can reflect with, I think,  some joy, and we can reflect w ith 
some pride upon the u n ique ro le of the Monarchy, to wh ich the First M i n ister has referred, as the 
Head of our State. She is above and beyond the partisan, the day-to-day turmoil of government; she 
stands above it very serenely, and she is the continuum of order with in our society. Governments 
come and governments go, F irst M i n isters and Cabinets and leaders of the opposition and members 
of Parl iament and members of Legislative Assem bl ies come and go, but the Monarchy and the Head 
of State remains intact, f irm, and always there to provide that cont inuum that is so necessary in a 
stable democracy. But I know, as the Fi rst M in ister has said ,  that this institution, particularly to an 
outsider or to a person who l ives in a republ ic,  in this day and age is considered I suppose, to be 
somewhat of an anachronism. Here we are i n  very turbulent times in the last q uarte r of the Twentieth 
Century, and yet the Queen provides that kind of stabi l ity as a l iving representative of an institution, 
the origins of wh ich go back beyond the m ists of history to the pre-Norman days, and that the 
constitutional monarchy Constitutional Monarchy has evolved down throug h  the centuries to its 
present completely com patib le role with parl iamentary democracy is indeed no accident of h istory. lt 
is precisely because of this evolutionary process through trial and error that we have been b lessed 
with the kind of representative democracy that we have in th is country, which is the envy of most 
nations around the world. And let it be said and let it be repeated , and repeated again and again ,  that 
the Monarchy is an integral part of that parliamentary democracy which we enjoy in  th is country. 

Fathers of Confederation back in  Queen V ictoria's time thought about the Monarchy, as whether 
or not this institution cou ld be transplated and carried on in our country. And if one reads the 
excellent d issertation that has been prepared by Dr. Frank McKinnon,  The Crown in  Canada, the 
story that is told in there about the evol ution of the Monarchy in relation to our country is a 
fascinating one indeed . I take the t ime of the House, Mr.  Speaker, to read only one brief paragraph 
wherein he describes what was motivating Sir  John A. Macdonald at the t ime of Confederation . I 
quote from Page 30 where he says: "The Fathers of Confederation examined carefu l ly the Crown , 
and decided that it wou ld continue to work in Canada." (And in parenthesis, I say, "What a wise 
decision that was!") " I  bel ieve," declared Sir John A. Macdonald on the monarchical principle, "that it  
is of the utmost importance to have that principle recogn ized so that we shall  have a sovereign who is 
placed above the reg ion of party, to whom al l  parties look up,  who is not elevated by the action of one 
party nor depressed by the action of another, and who is the common head and sovereign of a l l." And 
his co-Confederation ist, the great French-Canad ian statesman, Sir Georges Etienne Cartier, said 
that, "In this country, we should have a distinct form of government, the characteristic of wh ich 
would be to possess the monarchical element." And I th ink  his fol lowing words are particularly 
appropriate for this day when we're concerned about matters in Canada relating to national u n ity. 
Here's what Georges Cartier said at the t ime of Confederation . "Respecting French-speaking 
Canad ians," he asserted , "if they have their institutions, their language and their rel igion intacttoday, 
it was precisely because of their adherence to the B ritish Crown."  Words that carry wisdom, I suggest 
today, as we consider a situation in Canada arising from decisions and from the documents and from 
b i l ls that were passed at the Confederation time. 

Wel l ,  the Monarchy , as the First M in ister has said, from that decision in 1 867, it has worked and it 
has worked well and it wil l  continue to work. And governments, as I have said, wil t continue to come 
and go; and crises wi l l  be faced and overcome; and the faces and the manners and the parties wi l l  
disappear and wi l l  have their points of  g lory and their points of  depression and so on; but  the Head of 
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State, the Monarchy, remains und isturbed, r ising serenely over a l l .  
Under the constitutional u m brel la of the Crown,  we have here something that is un ique for the rest 

of Canada, an emotional and a psychological symbol which sustains and gives vitality to the peace, 
the order and the democratic institutions of this country. lt is, as Frank McKinnon has said, "a 
practical, working institution."  i t  wou ld satisfy all of the tests that any pragmatist wou ld wish to attach 
to it. lt is effective and ,  M r. Speaker, it does meet the ult imate test: the Monarchy works. And that is 
why we have it, in add ition to the love and the affection that we have for the person who is our Head of 
State. The Crown is the symbol of government. lt remains throughout any d iff iculties that we have as 
a country, and it is in tune with human nature. lt is a constant remi nder to us - and particu larly to us 
who are involved in active pol itics - that pol it ics is real ly only only a part of l ife, and that som e times, 
not a very important part of l ife; that the whole spectrum of l ife is much more i mportant than just the 
pol itical activities that go on in the country. And the Queen and her person,  and by the example that 
she sets to the members of her fami ly make us constantly aware of that fact, that pol itics is not a l l
important. And it prevents us, may I say, S i r, from time to time, from taking ourselves too seriously. ! 
know it always encourages the voters of a democracy such as Canada to make sure that the 
pol iticians don't take themselves too seriously because there is much more to l ife than just what goes 
on in the po l itical sphere. The pageantry of the Monarchy, the mystic that is attached to i t - all of 
these are necessary pal l iatives, necessary th ings that are total ly in tune with human nature. And 
they're good . We need them. And we hope that they wi l l  be continued ,  as the F irst M in ister said, for as 
long as any of us care to look into the future. 

The Monarchy as wel l g ives us a sense of comm u nity. it's not any more a colonial institution ,  if 
ever it was that. The Monarchy real ly g ives us a sense of commun ity with in  the Commonwealth, a 
sense of commun ity with in a province such as our own, wh ich has d iverse peoples from al l  parts of 
the world. lt gives us a common centre around which we can un ite and feel that national sense of 
commun ity that we must feel if we are to be a nation . Our people have many backgrounds in  th is 
Province of Man itoba where no one group is a majority. Our people of many backgrounds have come 
here under the monarch ical institution and have adopted that institution ,  have adopted the loyalty to 
the Queen as part of thei r  being and part of their way of l i fe in Man itoba. 

To the Crown, to the Queen , as our Head of State, .we owe much.  So today we do have many 
feel ings of heart and mind as we join in  paying tribute to a noble, and to an endearing Monarch, a 
Queen in the h ighest sense of that word . We w ish her many more years of a long and serene reign 
with satisfaction in her role as Queen of Canada, and all of us, I know, join fu l ly  in  the prayer, "May 
God b less Queen El izabeth." 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Portage la Prairie. 
MR. G. JOHNSTON: M r. Speaker, it g ives me g reat p leasure to join with the Premier and the 

Leader of the Official Opposition in  associating the Liberal Party of Man itoba with the resolution 
presented. 

lt may be said,  I suppose, that in some periods in the past there was not that g reat an affection for 
the Monarchy, and I th ink now that the s ituation that came about through the Boston Tea Party in the 
Un ited States, where that great country decided to break away. But I th i nk that in recent years, and 
this is where our  present Q ueen has played a great part, that there has been a modernizing and an 
openi ng up  of the Monarchy as we know it today as compared to what it was some years ago. 

1 th ink that we can take great pride in the fact that people such as the Canad ians who are fortunate 
to have played a role in ,  fi rst of a l l  the British Empire and then the Com monwealth, that the transition 
to a completely free country, from a colon ial status, was able to take p lace in  the peacefu l  and mostly 
harmonious manner in which it was accomp l ished , so that free men and women in all parts of the 
world, if they so wish , can remain a part of the Commonwealth as free men and women and as equal 
partners without any d iscri m ination of race, colou r or creed. And I th i n k  we owe something to the 
modern Monarchy which is represented by our gracious Queen and we should remind our younger 
people, as they come up and take part in  this great process of parl iamentary democracy, that it was 
able to happen in the manner that it d id ,  in the way that other countries, mostly who have become 
completely free from the colonial system ,  have mostly patterned thei r democratic process on the 
British parliamentary system .  And I say again, M r. Speaker, we in the L iberal Party of Man itoba take 
pride and are very happy to join in putt ing this motion forward. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Rad isson.  
MR. SHAFRANKSY: M r. Speaker, I w ish to participate i n  th is debate in offering congratulations to 

Her Majesty Queen El izabeth 11, and I ,  too, agree with a l l  the sentiments that have been expressed by 
the Leader of the Opposition and my leader, the F irst M in ister, but I wish to register my one point of 
disapproval on a matter of principle, as a Social Democrat, the congratulations which are being 
extended to her husband , the Duke of Ed inburg h ,  who took it upon h imself to become pol itical. I w ish 
to register my position on this, that I d isapprove of any congratu latory remarks being expressed to 
the Duke of Ed inburg h ,  namely because of his stand in recent months in  which he decided to get into 
the polit ical arena. I have had adm i ration for Her Majesty Queen El izabeth 11, her family, and for the 

2173 



Thursday, April 21, 1977 

Duke unti l  recent months when he chose to become pol itical. I wish to, at this time, register my 
disapproval of him. Thank you. 

· 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Swan River. 
MR. JAMES H. BIL TON: Mr. Speaker, it is somewhat hard to fol low the powerfu l words that have 

been said this afternoon in respect to Her Majesty. I feel ,  however, that the message that the First 
Min ister put forward is a fitting message, Mr. Speaker, going forward, as it wi l l  go forward, on her 5 1 st 
birthday, and on the occasion of her 25th anniversary of her ascension to the Throne. 

I join wholehearted ly, Mr.  Speaker, with the Fi rst Min ister and with my Leader, and I bel ieve that 
the 50 or 60 student awards, named for Her Majesty, is a very, very gracious act and will be received 
with pleasure and certain ly commemorate this occasion. 

But, Mr.  Speaker, if I may continue for a moment or two, the H u mble Address, Mr. Speaker, makes 
mention of the interest of Her Majesty and members of the Royal Fami ly ,  and the people of our 
beloved province, and certainly of our nation . Well do I remember, Mr .  Speaker, the visit of Her 
Majesty, Prince Phi l ip ,  Prince Charles and Princess An ne to Swan River during the celebration of our 
province's 1 00th ann iversay of the entry into Confederation. The Royal Fami ly, Mr. Speaker, paused 
on that occasion to visit the senior citizens' residence where many pioneers of the val ley now cal l  
home. Many of those people, Mr.  Speaker, including war veterans, left Britain d u ring the latter part of 
the last century. The affection and the loyalty that was shown on both sides was an experience and a 
memory treasu red by us a l l .  Th is example,  Mr .  Speaker, was repeated in a l l  corners of the province, 
including amongst our Indian and Eskimo brethren and com m u nities. 

Mr. Speaker, I have l ived through the reigns of five Monarchs, Edward V I I ,  George V, Edward V I I I ,  
George VI and o f  course our present Queen. Mr. Speaker, much has happened in those years, the two 
World Wars, the world depression and now inflation. Science has brought forward that horrible 
weapon, Mr. Speaker, the atomic bomb that threatens the whole world. M r. Speaker, fam ines, wars 
and rumour of wars are daily news. Through it a l l  Her Majesty and members of her i mmediate fami ly 
are a beacon of hope and an example to us a l l  in fami ly togetherness. 

lt shou ld be mentioned, too, as it already has, Mr. Speaker, that during that period of conversion 
the British Empire has become the Commonwealth of 34 nations, which in themselves are supreme to 
this day, with the Crown Her Majesty wears symbolic of our un iversal un ity. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of Britain are renowned throughout the world for their devotion to the 
Monarchy and the historic pageantry, that must, of necessity be displayed on occasion, is someth ing 
to behold.  This, Mr. Speaker, I bel ieve maintains their respect for the past and incorporates the efforts 
of the British people, in a l l  walks of l ife, who over the centuries have left their shores to make their 
respective contributions toward the stabi l ity and well-being of mankind in a l l  lands throughout the 
world .  

Who wi l l  argue, M r. Speaker, that the absence of the strong voice of Britain's statesmen are sorely 
missed at the d ip lomatic conference tables throughout the world. 

Mr .  Speaker, it is good that once a year Her Majesty at Christmastime, through the miracle of 
television and rad io' speaks to 800 m i l l ion people throughout the world, continuing the effort 
commenced by her grandfather, George V, over 40 years ago.  May Her Majesty continue, Mr.  
Speaker, to defend the faith , and by her example spearhead world harmony so necessary for the wel l
being of mankind regardless of language, colour, creed or national background. 

Mr.  Speaker, I conclude with adding to the words of my Leader when he said, "God save the 
Queen ." I say, may Her Majesty long reign over us. Thank you very much.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Labour. 
MR. PAULLEY: M r. Speaker, I l istened with a great deal of interest to the remarks of my Leader, 

the Prime Min ister of the Province of Man itoba, when he paid tribute to Her Majesty, the Queen, and 
to her fam ily. And I want to compl iment him for what he said because it was touching to me, who 
happens to be of British ancestry. I also l istened with a great deal of interest to the remarks of the 
Leader of the Opposition and I want to congratulate him too, as he went through the h istorical 
background of a trad ition that most of us hold dear. I compliment the Member for Portage la Prairie 
for the remarks that he made on behalf of the Liberal Party of Man itoba. But I felt, Mr. Speaker, that as 
the Dean of this Assembly and one who has announced that he wi l l  soon be leaving this august 
Assembly, that it only would be fitting and proper for me, on this auspicious occasion, to say a word 
or two. 

I really don't know, Mr. Speaker, whether I am the only member of this Assembly who is the proud 
possessor of the Queen's Coronation Medal . lt could well be. I want to say, Si r, to you and to the 
members of this Assembly there is no piece of metal coloured with , I believe, a red and b lack ribbon,  
that I honour more than the medal that was presented to me as the Mayor of  my community back in 
1 952 when Her Royal Highness was crowned Q ueen of this great nation of ours. 

During my l ife, M r. Speaker, as a publ ic representative, as Mayor, and as a representative of this 
Assembly, I have had many an occasion to pay tribute to Her Majesty and to her Consort for the job 
that they are doing on behalf of the democratic process wh ich seems, on occasion , in fact being 
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eradicated in this un iverse of ours. I 've been proud of those moments. 
I'm proud as a member of the Angl ican faith , to know that here we have the Defender of the Faith , a 

person who is tru ly cogn izant of her responsib i l it ies.  How proud I was, Mr .  Speaker, as I am sure 
every other member who had the opportunity during the centenn ial  celebrations we held in 1 970, that 
we, as Man itobans, of all pol itical faiths, of al l creeds and all rel ig ions were able to embrace these 
people from across the pond , the Queen of Canada, and Prince Ph i l ip .  

I want to  say, M r. Speaker, that I was proud of  the fact that my Prem ier and friend asked me if I 
wou ld accompany Her Majesty to the horse races at Assin i boia Downs. If I have any fau lt to find with 
the Queen of Canada, she gave me a bum steer as to what horse race I should put my two dol lars on 
and the next time I go to Westminster I am going to try and col lect that two dol lars. I wou ldn't have 
real ly minded, Mr. Speaker, if it had come second or th i rd - I  bet on the nose - but it came about the 
second from the last, out of a twelve-horse race. 

However, just prior to that, Mr. Speaker, prior to going to Assin iboia Downs, how proud I was to 
accompany her son and heir,  Prince Charles, in Deer Lodge Hospital to see the affection that the old
timers, the veterans of our World Wars, how proud they were of their connection with our Royal 
Fam ily. 

So I say, Mr.  Speaker, I think it is fitt ing for me, as the Dean of this House, to just say these few 
words in passing.  I note with a great deal of interest, as an old g randpa - I'm cal led many other old 
things as well  from time to t ime - but I note, Mr .  Speaker, with great interest that our beloved Queen 
wi l l  become, soon,  a g randma and I wou ld not attribute to her the same phraseology of an old 
grandma as attributed to me as an old grandpa. But I am sure, Sir, that all would join w ith me in 
wish ing to her and to Princess Anne, as wel l ,  Godspeed as they develop their fam i ly as this great 
nation of Canada has developed. 

Mr. Speaker, we can be truly proud of the heritage that is ours and we can be tru ly proud of the 
contribution that Her Majesty and Her Fam i ly have made to the wel l-being of this g reat nation of 
Canada. 

MOTION presented and carried. (GOD SAVE THE QUEEN) 

ADJOURNED DEBATES - SECOND READING 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader. 
MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, I wish to now proceed with the Adjourned Debates on Second Read ing 

in  the order in which they appear on the Order Paper. 
MR. SPEAKER: Thank you. B i l l  No. 5 adjourned read ing.  The Honourable Member for B i rtle-

Russel l .  
MR. GHAM: Stand, M r. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: B i l l  No. 1 4, the Honourable Member for Wolseley. 
MR. ROBERT G. WILSON: Stand ,  M r. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: B i l l  No. 28, the Honourable Member for Rh ineland. 
MR. ARNOLD BROWN: We're prepared to let this bi l l  go to committee, Mr. Speaker. 
QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: B i l l  No. 39, the Honourable Member for G l adstone. 
MR. JAMES R. FERGUSON: Stand, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: B i l l  No. 56, the Honourable Leader of the Opposit ion. 
MR. LYON: Stand ,  M r. Speaker. 

B ILL (NO. 57) - AN ACT TO AMEND THE MANITOBA TELEPHONE ACT 
MR. SPEAKER: Bi l l  No. 57, the Honourable Mem ber for Fort Garry. 
MR. L.R. ( Bud ) SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, I wish to make some comments on B i l l  57 at this t ime 

and I wish to say, S i r, that I want to work from notes. They are my own notes compi led in  consu ltation 
with a number of persons interested in the legislation and compi led from my own reading of the b i l l  
itself. But  I do want to  work from notes rather than just extemporaneously, Sir, because I th ink you' l l  
agree the  leg islation covers a h igh ly techn ical subject and a h igh ly techn ical topic and i f  I attempt to 
deal with it in an extemporaneous fashion I am afraid that some ofthe technical aspects wou ld not be 
properly conveyed or described . 

· 

Sir,  there are d isturbing aspects and ram ifications to this leg islation although I don't share qu ite 
the hysteria toward it that was expressed in this House earl ier this week by the Member for Fort 
Rouge. 

The fundamenta l  pr inciple of the b i l l  put forward to the House by the M i n ister during his 
introduction of the b i l l  last week for second read ing,  is the provision of orderly development of 
interconnection of telecommun ication term inal equ ipment to the pub l ic switch network of the 
Man itoba Telephone System, a system that is owned by the people of this province. 

The princip le embodies the necessity of taking into account the wants and needs of consumers 
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and, at the same time, the necessity of protecting the techn ical and financial integrity of the 
Telephone System and its subscribers. 

Wel l ,  that's an honou rable objective, M r. Speaker, an honourable principle, and it's one which 
stated in  those terms commands support rather than opposition . The trouble is, Sir, it's a motherhood 
principle, l iRe the pr inciple embodied, for examp le, in  the Workplace Safety and Health Act, and in so 
much of the leg islation introduced by this government. You get beyond the principle and you run into 
some pretty specific trouble,  trouble that nobody wants and that a l l  too often this government either 
fai ls to anticipate or else attempts to bury under a mound of rhetoric. The result is that we wind up 
with poor unfai r, and often unworkable leg islation. Motherhood, afteral l ,  Mr. Speaker, is a beautiful 
thing provided it is not the result of forcible rape, provided it does not resu lt in  the death oft he mother 
in  the process of ch i ldbirth and provided that the progeny are not unwelcome. I don't suggest there's 
anyth ing in this b i l l  ordering either, on forci ble rape or on death, but, S ir ,  there are certai n ly aspects 
of it that are very very unwelcome' in fact more than unwelcome, unacceptable. 

So I merely point out that although the principle of this proposed leg islation is adm i rable in the 
abstract, Sir,  that doesn't necessarily make it a good b i l l .  As a matter of fact, notwithstand ing the very 
impressive statement of the Min ister on Apri l  1 3th in introducing the measure for second read ing,  B i l l  
57 is a bad b i l l .  T h e  Min ister's sp!')ech was good. The b i l l  i s  bad . Even at cursory examination , it's a 
shoddy and a dangerous piece of work. lt is poorly thought out. lt is poorly d rafted . lt is shot fu l l  of 
intentions that are potentia l ly very dangerous to civi l  l i berties and it raises many more questions than 
it answers. 

If we g ive it second read ing on this side of the House, M r. Speaker, and we wi l l ,  it wi l l  be only 
because we are in favou r  of motherhood i n  the abstract. And , I want to put the Minister on warning,  
beyond any doubt in h is  own mind r ight now,  that it won't get th ird read ing support from us un less it is 
substantially amended d u ring Committee stage, and unti l  we're satisfied that the motherhood being 
proposed here is not to be ach ieved crudely and forcibly. 

M r. Speaker, this b i l l  is bad legislation that requ i res crucial amendment before it can be fu l ly 
acceptable to Man itobans because it goes too far. Whi le purporting accord ing to the M i nister's 
open ing statement, to safeguard the wants and needs of consumers and protect the financial 
integ rity of MTS subscribers, it r ides roughshod, Sir, over many rights and it opens the door to 
individual inequ ities that can be simply intolerable in  a free society. 

Has the Min ister considered, for example, that under this leg islation a suppl ier of telecommunica
tion devices, properly authorized , who keeps those devices near a telephone shall  be conclusively 
deemed, in the words of the b i l l ,  to have connected those devices to the telecommunication 
equ ipment of MTS and shal l ,  therefore, be g u i lty of an offence? 

Has the Min ister considered , that where under the existing legislation, the present Man itoba 
Telephone Act, a judge cou ld draw certain conclusions, in  the absence of any other explanations, the 
proposed leg islation before us instructs him that he must in future draw a preordained conclusion , 
even if there are other exp lanations or possib i l ities relative to the p lacing and location of 
telecommunication devices. Has the M i n ister considered that under th is legislation a purchaser of a 
properly authorized telecommunication device cou ld find himself pun ished by the telephone 
company and have h is telephone service cut off, possibly for good , when in  fact he is innocent of any 
offence against the act? This cou ld happen in  certain  ci rcumstances, M r. Speaker. l t  could happen to 
a purchaser of a device, which had once been used , unknown to h im ,  in a manner that was in 
contravention of the leg islation . That's right in here in  B i l l  57. Has the M i n ister considered the 
runaway power that this legislation wou ld place in  the hands of the Manitoba Telephone System? 

He told us in h is introductory remarks, S ir ,  that the Man itoba Publ ic Uti l ities Board wi l l  be "an 
impartial interface between the Telephone System and the consumer," that the Board wi l l  protect the 
techn ical interest of the publ ic ly-owned switch network whi le protecting the consumer against 
investing in substandard merchand ise; that the Board , not the Telephone System, w i l l  ru le on a 
consumer's right to connect up equ ipment not offered by the Telephone System ;  that the Board wi l l  
guarantee Man itobans "an independent mode of  arbitration . "  

Wel l ,  that seems pretty fai r, S i r .  l t  would be  fair i f ,  i n  fact, that were the  way things wou ld be .  The 
truth is, Mr.  Speaker, the Public Ut i l ities Board won't have any clout at all .  The show in  the 
telecommun ications field right across Manitoba wil l  be run by the Man itoba Telephone System and 
that doesn't mean the people of Man itoba who own the system , and it doesn't mean the m idd le
management employees of the system who, accord ing to current widespread reports, are 
considerably demoral ized at the present t ime, and in a number of ind ividual cases somewhat nervous 
in the service. I cite, among other evidence, a recent CBC Winn ipeg morning news commentary, to 
support that contention . 

MTS does not mean,  in this case as I 've said ,  Mr.  Speaker, either the people of Man itoba, or  
midd le-management personnel .  MTS in  th is instance, in B i l l  57 ,  means the top echelon management 
of the systern who run their own show their own way these days, who answer to no one, not the 
Legislature, not to Telecommunications Branch of the Department of Consumer and Corporate 
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Affairs, not even the Min ister h imself. The Legislat ion says, Sir ,  that the equ ipment that we are talking 
about here, telecommun ications equ ipment, devices or contrivances, in the words of the B i l l ,  
capable of  transmitting or receiving messages, and record ing messages, m ust be  authorized by 
being included in the Man itoba Telephone System's tariff, as approved by the Publ ic Util ities Board. 

Wel l ,  that may appear a harmless and even a desirable condition , Mr. Speaker, but there are some 
traps in it' traps which support what I said a moment ago about the Publ ic Uti l ities Board's role being 
mere window-dressing in  this exercise, and the Man itoba Telephone System's having al l  the clout 
and holding all the cards. MTS can prevent the use of some sorts of equ ipment very eas i ly and the 
Publ ic Util ities Board won't have even as much as a whisper of a say in the matter. All MTS has to do is 
s imply refrain from putting those types of eq ui pment in its tariff, thus the top echelon decision
makers at MTS have absolute i ron-clad power over what telecommun ication equ ipment wi l l  be 
permitted to o perate in the Province of Manitoba and what w i l l  be prevented from operating. 

Wel l ,  Sir ,  this is the Man itoba version of the old principle of d ivine right of Kings, refined and 
perfected in the executive su ite on Empress Street. M r. Speaker, if I may be permitted an aside, the 
Plantagenets and Tudors would gasp in adm i ration. Consider it a very i mportant fact that 
telecommunication equ ipment does not just mean telephone equ ipment, or even answer-record 
devices. lt includes cable television equ i pment, computers, data processors facsimile un its and 
many more items of that nature and k ind.  Now, the telephone system doesn't supply equ ipment in  
these soph isticated areas of  electronics and communication,  nor  should it. lt doesn't even supply 
anything in  the area of answer-record devices that have advanced much beyond the Rube Goldberg 
stage. lt is suppl iers in the private sector who del iver the modern products of contemporary 
technology in these product categories, and that means that consumers of these products, users of 
them, have to have authorization under B i l l  57 before they can interconnect to the Telecom
munications equ ipment of the Man itoba Telephone System ,  and the authorization of these products, 
these devices, comes through thei r  inclusion in the Telephone System's tariff, as approved by the 
Publ ic Uti l ities Board. But, the Telephone System doesn't have to go before the Public Uti l ities Board 
on matters related to anything other than specific telephone subscriber service. The Board has no 
power to regu late or adjud icate in competitive fields, only in  those fields where there is no 
competition in rates. 

Thus, under this proposed legislation, Mr. Speaker, the Telephone System wi l l  be free to charge 
cable television operators, computer firms, data processors, and many other telecommunications 
equ ipment users, anyth ing it wishes to charge them, subject to no review or, if it wishes, in fact to shut 
them out of Man itoba altogether. I suggest this is too much absolute and arbitrary power, too 
dangerous a weapon to be vested i n  the bureaucrats of the Telephone System. 

And I recogn ize what the Min ister is saying about revenue being lost to the uti l ity today through 
the use of unauthorized equ ipment interconnected to the pub l ic switch network, but this is a greater 
evi l  that is being proposed here, Sir. There are other ways to defense ourselves against the loss of that 
revenue. 

We have no quarrel ,  Mr.  Speaker, with the M i nister's desire to get a handle on that unauthorized 
equipment to wh ich he has referred, to protect the publ ic switch network from the technical damage 
that can result from the use of some such equ ipment, to ensure the greatest protection of legitimate 
sources of revenue for MTS and take whatever steps are reasonable to ensure against a syphoning 
off of potential revenues for the system that can help keep telephone subscriber rates at their current 
reasonable level. 

We certa in ly support the Min ister's objective of ensuring that all telecommunication devices 
interconnected to the publ ic  network shal l  meet a rigid certification standard before being 
authorized for use, but to pursue those objectives, Sir ,  by taking some of the steps he proposes in this 
b i l l  is to demean the objectives themselves. lt is going much,  m uch too far. The Min ister is proposing 
to do all these things for us, to protect us from evi l ,  by g iving us a special kind of a palace guard in the 
telecommunications field and that guard wi l l  be in the persons of the sen ior decision makers at MTS. 
Wel l ,  I ask the M i n ister, M r. Speaker, who protects us against the palace g uard? Palace guards have a 
way of usurping and taking onto themselves too much power and authority and becoming a threat to 
the very th ings they're supposed to be guard ing.  We don't need the Manitoba Telephone System 
runn ing the telecommunications industry in this p rovince. Let them run the telephone business. 
Where do they get these delusions of grandeur about running the telecommunications industry for 
al l  Man itobans and runn ing half the people in  the industry out of the province? 

The M i n ister cou ld take a positive step, Mr. Speaker, and remove this threat of an al l-powerful 
telephone system,  or  at least reduce it somewhat, if he were to structure his legislation in  such a way 
as to enable a regu latory body, such as the Publ ic Uti l ities Board, to o rder MTS to quote a tariff for the 
connection of any type of equ ipment. That way the person wish ing to connect the equ ipment wou ld 
at least be guaranteed a hearing and MTS would have to justify its position to someone other than 
itself. The way the B i l l  reads, there's no such right for the user, there's no such requirement imposed 
upon the Man itoba Telephone System. 
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The Min ister says he wants to ensure that persons attach ing telecommunication devices to the 
MTS network should not be al lowed to freeload, but should pay their fai r  share of the costs of 
supplying and maintain ing that network. That again is perfectly fai r  ahd we concur with that position, 
Sir. But the question is this, who determ ines what is a fai r  share? As I 've attempted to point out, for 
many users of many types of equ ipment, the sole arbiter on that question wi l l  be MTS itself, and a fai r  
share levied wi l l  be just as  fai r, or  just as  unfair ,  as  MTS wishes to make i t .  That sort of  unregu lated 
power is unacceptable to us, Sir ,  both from the point of view of ind ividual r ights, and the point of v iew 
of business and industry that has to compete for survival on a competitive North American continent. 

In  the case of con nection of equ ipment operated by computer services, or  data processors, for 
example, MTS wi l l  strike a tariff, but it w i l l  s imply f i le that tariff with the Publ ic  Uti l ities Board and that 
wi l l  be the end of tl1e matter. There wi l l  be no evaluation of the tariff, no review. MTS won't have to 
answer for it to anybody, to any higher authority, because here we're in the competitive area that I 
referred to a moment ago where the Board has no mandate to review .  Many compan ies in those 
fields, in fact, have a strong case, I th ink ,  S i r, for chal lenging the legal ity and the constitutionality of 
the leg islation .  And many suppl iers of a wide range of less soph isticated equ ipment, such as 
telephone answering and record ing devices have a s imi lar case. The as you know, Sir ,  calls on 
suppl iers and d istributors of such equ i pment, not suppl ied by the Telephone System itself, to notify 
MTS with in  ten days after del ivery of such equ ipment, of the nature of the equ i pment and the name 
and add ress of the person who acqu i red it. 

Wel l ,  I have a natural repugnancy toward that kind of snooper law' and my col leagues do too. But 
quite apart from that, S i r, there is the very practical q uestion of its constitutional ity. Consider the fact 
that many of the suppl iers and d istributors we're talking about here, particularly in the computer and 
data processing fields, are not residents of Man itoba at al l  but l ive in  other parts of Canada and North 
America. How does this M i n ister th ink he can i mpose such authority and regu lation on them? This 
sort of control and regu lation is not perm issible and not being attempted by any government 
anywhere in  North America that I know of. That last question, however, Sir ,  i s  not my primary 
concern with respect to B i l l  57. it's a very important one and it again reflects the faulty d raft ing, the 
sloppiness and shodd iness and the dangers of th is B i l l ,  but it's not my primary concern. authority in  
the field of  telecommun ications in  th is  province, a h igh ly sensitive field , Mr. Speaker, need I point 
out. When it comes to the connection of equ ipment, other than equ i pment suppl ied by MTS itself, its 
officers, that is the Man itoba Telephone System's officers w i l l  say what the Tariff shal l be, and even 
whether the equ ipment shal l  be considered for inclusion in a tariff. When it comes to d isconnection 
of equ ipment on al leged grounds of contravention of the legislation , MTS or the Publ ic Uti l ities 
Board may order that disconnection,  - not MTS and the Publ ic Uti l ities Board, MTS or the Publ ic 
Util ities Board , - so that effectively m eans MTS. The Publ ic Uti l ities Board wi l l  f ind itself 
emasculated in this whole area, M r. Speaker, as impotent as the legendary royal eunuch 

Under this legislation the Board is effectively going to be window dressing for the real action, and 
the real action is going to take place in the back room, and there in the back room the Man itoba 
Telephone System wi l l  make the rules of the game, use its own deck of cards and be the dealer, and 
there's no appeal under the leg islation if you're in the game and you lose. -( Interjection)- Yes, my 
col league, the Mem ber for Morris suggests, M r. Speaker, we've played in those games before and we 
don't l i ke them, and we don't bel ieve that the people of Man itoba l i ke them . And, we don't believe that 
the Min ister is aware that this is the kind of thing that's been put into this leg islat ion by those in the top 
echelon of the Man itoba Telephone System, and other sen ior bureaucrats who not only are advising 
him, and in  fact may not even be advising h im ,  but who are misadvising him and m isd i recting h im .  

The content of  the b i l l  before us, the  ram ifications of  it, are at  wide variance, S i r, with that bland 
innocence of the representations made by those top echelon MTS representatives in recent months, 
and 1 refer to representations made by them before the Man itoba Publ ic Ut i l ities Board and the Publ ic  
Util ities Comm ittee of this Legislature. I th ink it is not too strong to suggest, Sir, that MTS fooled 
everybody in those representations, m isled wou ld I th ink not be too strong a term. In those 
representations, the System's officers assured the publ ic that they weren't asking for anything out of 
the ord inary in the way of new legislat ion. A l l  they wanted was a harm less l ittle b i l l  that would help to 
bring orderl iness to the growing practice of attachment of "foreign" telephones to the MTS network 
- and I use the term "foreign" in quotation marks to refer to anyth ing in the nature of telephones that 
is not bought th rough the Telephone System itself. Wel l ,  that was the sooth ing impression their q u iet 
words were calcu lated to convey, Mr. Speaker, but they deceived us - as I might say, some of us but 
not sufficient of us, suspected at the time. Some harmless l ittle b i l l .  lt is about as harmless as armed 
holdup.  lt underscores the very serious need for action now under this M i n ister to define the l im its of 
authority of the Man itoba Telephone System and to tell the Man itoba Telephone System what those 
areas are in which it is to be accountable to the people of Man itoba. 

There are two final considerations, S i r, which I th ink deserve mention at this point just before I 
conclude my remarks. The Min ister's position in this subject has been represented in a way that I feel 
has been harmfu l to some reputable suppl iers in the private sector. l t  has raised the spectre of a huge 
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shadowy army of some kind of users of interconnected telecommun ications devices out there in the 
province general ly who are ripping-off the Man itoba Te lephone System of a m i l l ion do l lars in 
revenue through the unauthorized instal lation of devices that are also unauthorized and that, in  many 
cases, are techn ica l ly sub-standard and, in  most cases if not a l l  cases, uncertified. This vast, 
shapeless army is soon going to feel the weight of the law - users and suppl iers al i ke.  

Wel l ,  i n  fact, Mr .  Speaker, it is important to note that the greatest d iversion or siphoning-off of 
potential revenues that the M in ister talks about accrues from the relatively widespread practice in  
one area and that is the use of  "foreign" telephones, telephones that are purchased and installed by
Man itobans other than through the Manitoba Telephone System.  The M in ister's position - or at 
least the way it has been represented - has cast a shadow over, and I th ink done a d isservice to those 
private sector suppl iers of such items as telephone answering devices who demand certification of 
their products, who have always operated rigid ly w ith in the requirements of the present Man itoba 
Telephone Act and who, in fact, from my personal knowledge, maintain very c lose l iaison with MTS 
officials. Unfortunately, there has been a broad net cast out in the field of telecommunications 
equ ipment and services in connection with the presentation of this leg islation, Mr. Speaker, and it 
has caught many persons in  it in  terms of i mpression at the level of the general pub l ic who do not 
deserve to be caught in  it. As I suggest, some of those persons are private sector suppl iers who, for 
years, have worked d i l igently and conscientiously as taxpayers and supporting citizens of this 
society deal ing in f irst-class, h ighly certified equ ipment and working at al l  times in close concert with 
the Man itoba Telephone System and with in  the ambit of the Telephone Act. 

There is an area where there is a great amount of revenue being siphoned off and that is that area 
of foreign telephone attachments. But to get at that, the M i n ister has taken a posture and that posture 
has been represented widely that reflects upon these entrepreneurs and suppl iers in the private 
sector to whom I have referred who have always operated d i l igently and conscientiously within the 
law and in  the service of their customers. So, I th ink that is an unfortunate spi l l-over from the 
leg islation and the manner in which it has been presented up to this point. I th ink that d istinction 
should be made for the record, Mr. Speaker. 

My concluding comment at this juncture, Sir, would s imply be to d raw your attention and that of 
the House to the question of the eth ics that are involved here as the Man itoba Telephone System 
seems to pursue deeper and deeper incursions into wider and wider areas of activity. 

MTS is hungry for add itional sources of revenue. l t  wants to pay for its huge capital programs and 
its experiments in the field of telecommunication exotics. At the same time, it wants to keep its home 
subscriber rates low in the field of pure telephone service. So it hopes to pay for those exotic 
programs, not by going to the average home telephone subscriber which wou ld  be pol itically unwise 
to say the least, but by moving into positions where it can demand big revenues from other sources, 
from the business and industrial sector, large and smal l ,  from the cable television field, from the 
computer and data processing field and it is going to that sector, large and smal l ,  and I include the 
small shop suppl iers of telephone answering services and devices, it is going to that sector to meet its 
own capital requ i rements. l t  is decid ing u pon its own spending program and then demanding that 
persons in that sector to wh ich I have referred stand up and subsid ize the MTS program. And MTS 
doesn't have to answer to anybody whi le doing it. 

Wel l ,  Sir, that is a n ice deal.  That is a n ice poker game. That is a n ice hand to hold but it is not 
acceptab le to members of this party and I suggest it is not acceptable to the people of Man itoba. 

The Man itoba Telephone System ,  S i r, is a publ ic  uti l ity and a common carrier. lt is responsible for 
providing Its basic service at the lowest viable rate and one must question the ethics - I can't 
question the legal ity but I do seriously q uestion the ethics - of operating at a non-viable rate and 
moving arbitrari ly into other activities in  order to p ick up  the d ifference. If the home subscriber rate is 
non-viable with MTS getting into trouble,  going into debt, can't support its capital expansion, capital 
growth and exotic equ ipment programs, then it should be looking at that particular area of activity 
and it should be looking at its home subscriber rate and should either be cutting back on those 
expansive and expensive experiments or it should be doing someth ing about the subscriber rate. I 
don't want subscriber rates to go up;  I appreciate the pol it ical position ; I can assure you that my 
position,  were I in the role that the M i n ister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs is in ,  would be the 
same with respect to subscriber rates. Nobody wants to take the unpopu lar step of raising those rates 
but MTS as a common carrier and a pub l ic uti l ity has got the responsib i l ity I have referred to to make 
sure that it is del ivering that service at a viable rate and if the activities that it is involved in cannot be 
supported on a revenue-generating bas is where the uti l ity is operating in the black ink  rather than the 
red ink, then it has to have a look at both s ides of its operation. it has to have a look at what it is doing 
in expend ing in that exotic area and what it is charg ing in the home subscriber service area. If it 
doesn't want to increase home subscriber rates , then cut back in the money it is pouring into exotic 
capital programs and adjust its d ifficu lties that way. If it wants to get into the field of supplying 
telephone answering devices and insta l l ing a l l  that equ i pment in every home, store or business office 
that wants any such, let it get into an area of technology that is at least competitive with the kinds of 

2179 



Thursday, April 21, 1977 

products that are com ing out of the private sector today. 
The reason most people go to private suppl iers for telephone answering devices and in fact the 

reason many of them go to private suppl iers for ind ividual ized telephones is because the equ ipment, 
the product equ ipment coming out of the Telephone System is  in no way competitive, either in  style 
or performance. Certainly in the field of telephone answering devices there is simply no comparison, 
Sir. As I said a few moments ago, the Telephone System is at the Rube Goldberg stage of 
development in  that f ield.  If  they want to find new sources of revenue, then let them u pgrade 
themselves in that kind of area of the market and let them offer services in that area ofthe market. Let 
them not invade those sectors that are rightfu l ly supportive of the economy of this province and 
impose regu lations and impose tariffs and impose authority for which they have to answer to no one 
and to which Man itobans genera l ly, and businesses in  a competitive situation in  this province have to 
kneel and pay obeisance or get out. 

Sir, I leave those comments and those criticisms with you ,  S i r, and with members of this Chamber 
and with the M in ister at this stage of assessment and exam ination of B i l l  No. 57. 

As I said earl ier in my remarks, it is a motherhood principle that one is hard put to oppose. 
Unfortunately, we cannot take the position eas i ly and I have not recommended to my colleagues that 
we oppose the b i l l  at this stage because, on the basis of the princip le the Min ister spelled out and on 
the basis of the principle I articulated in the in itial stages of my remarks, one has to offer support at 
this stage of debate. But it is a poor, a shabby, and a dangerous p iece of legislation. lt wi l l  need 
complete revamping and review and thorough going amendment before we wi l l  consider offering 
support at the final stage of the leg islative process in this Chamber. 

The essential thing we want to leave on the record for the Min ister to address h imself to is this 
h igh ly unacceptab le, h igh ly dangerous tendency of the b i l l ,  and of many other measures that are 
being considered by this government at the present time, to g ive the Man itoba Telephone System 
free wheel and free rein to run this province i n  terms of telecommunications in any way it l ikes. We're 
not going to sit st i l l  for that, Sir, and we w i l l  demonstrate that in Committee and on th ird read ing.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for St .  Vita l .  
MR. WALDING: M r. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Giml i ,  that 

the debate be adjourned. 
MOTION presented and carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader. 
MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable the Member for F l in  Flon, that Mr.  

Speaker do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into a Comm ittee to consider of the 
Supply to be g ranted to Her Majesty. 

MOTION presented and carried and the House resolved itself into a Committee of Supply with the 
Honou rable Member for Logan in the Chair. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Morris. 
MR. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, I th ink i t  wou ld be hard ly usefu l to go into two committees at th is 

stage since it takes at least a half an hour for honourable gentlemen opposite to get two members i n  
the House in  order to form a quoru m .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader. 
MR. GREEN: M r. Speaker, I wish the honourable member had left it with the observation that we 

should stay in one committee and I won't debate the other. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Logan. 
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COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY 

ESTIMATES - CONTINUING EDUCATION 
MR. CHAIRMAN, Mr. William Jenkins (Logan): I would refer honourable members to Page 1 6  of 

thei r  Estimates Book. Resol ution 41 (f) New Programs ( 1 ) Salaries $81 ,700.00. The Honourable 
Member for B randon West. 

MR. EDWARD McGILL: M r. Chairman, in the few minutes that are avai lable to the comm ittee, I 
wou ld l i ke to refer to the information that was g iven to us at the last sitting of the committee by the 
Min ister l ist ing some of the new cou rses that were under consideration, the new programs wh ich fel l 
under this item. One of them mentioned was Adult Corrections. I th ink,  Mr. Chairman, the committee 
wou ld be interested in knowing something of the nature of the plann ing in this particular program. I 
can appreciate that there wi l l  be a growing demand for personnel in the corrections field. 

There are a number of institutions that are in  the plan n i ng stage, some we have heard about in 
recent days, the Federal Pen itentiary, and also some corrections faci l ities in  the Westman area that 
have been announced as imminent for a number of years. I gather, M r. Chairman, the purpose of this 
program wou ld be to provide in the commun ity col leges, a form of tra in ing that wou ld equ i p  
personnel to serve on t h e  staff o f  correctional institutions in  Man itoba a n d  elsewhere, I presume. 
Does the plan n ing include courses for inmates of correctional institutions? Has the M i n ister made 
some decision as to the location of these courses? Wi l l  they be offered by all of the community 
col leges or is it the intention to centralize this type of program in one of the col leges? These are a few 
of the thoughts and the questions that occur to us in respect to the adult corrections program which 
the M i n ister has mentioned . 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable M i n ister of Continu ing Education.  
MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Chairman, this wi l l  not include a train ing program for i nmates of 

correctional institutions. lt wi l l  be designed primari ly for the tra in ing of adult correctional officers, 
that is adu lt corrections staff, and it wou l d  be a certificate pre-employment course to prepare 
ind ividuals to work with adu lts in  a correctional envi ronment. The course wi l l  be structured in a 
manner to fac i l itate participation in specific sections by persons a lready employed in the field .  

The objectives of the cou rse wi l l  be  to  provide preparatory train ing for persons who wish to  enter 
this career field and to provide upgrad ing train ing for persons a l ready emp loyed in th is field but who 
lack some phases of formal train ing .  

Last year there was a report prepared by the Min istry of  Corrective and Rehabi l itative Services 
which identified a need for pre-employment train ing in this fie ld .  Forty to fifty percent of the staff 
employed in adult corrections are expected to ret ire with i n  the next five years and trained 
replacements wi l l  be needed . At present there is no train ing in Man itoba which meets this need. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order. Could we just have a l ittle bit less noise and babble because it is very hard 
for the Chair to hear what the Honourable M inister is saying. The Honourable M i n ister of Continu ing 
Education. 

MR. HANUSCHAK: I 'm sorry. I wasn't certain,  M r. Chairman, to whom the verb "babble" referred 
to. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I wasn't referring to the Honourable M i n ister. 
MR. HANUSCHAK: Train ing in th is field wi l l  offer fresh employment opportun ities for 

d isadvantaged and m inority groups. The hope is that the u ltimate beneficiaries of this course w i l l  be 
society due to improved rehabi l itative services for persons under corrective custody and the persons 
receiving these services. The immed iate beneficiaries w i l l  be members of d isadvantaged and 
minority groups who represent a promising source of trainees for such a program, and other 
ind ividuals interested in employment in  this field. And this program,  it is being p lanned that it wi l l  
operate out  of  Assin iboine Community Col lege. 

MR. McGILL: M r. Chai rman , is it contem plated that un iversities wi l l  participate, in any way, in this 
program? Is there any sharing of instructional personnel or any type of support in  the teaching area 
that is going to come from the un iversities, in th is train ing? 

MR. HANUSCHAK: No, Mr.  Chairman, I think we wi l l  be able to draw upon the resources already 
exist ing within our community col leges, and particu larly Assin iboine Community Col lege, to provide 
the type of train ing program that is envisaged , is necessary, for this particular purpose. 

MR. McGILL: A final question. Is there a start-up date now, in m ind?  What is the projection for the 
starting up of this program for adult corrections? 

MR. HANUSCHAK: No, Mr.  Chairman, as I had ind icated yesterday dur ing our Estimates debate, 
that the appropriation for this item is to do the necessary exploratory work and prel i m inary work for 
the design of these programs and at this point in time there has not been a start-up date establ ished 
for this program. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Resolution 41 (f) New Programs: Salaries $81 ,700-pass; (f) (2) Other 

2181 



Thursday, April 21, 1977 

Expenditures-pass; Resolution 41 {g) Train i ng Improvement Program: ( 1 )  Salaries $96,000-pass; 
(2) Other Expend itures $60,400-pass; Resolution 41 resolved that there be granted to Her Majesty a 
sum not exceed ing $26,706,1 00-pass. 

Resolution 42 Un iversities Grants Comm ission . Resolution 42 - $94,433,600. The Honourable 
Member tor B randon West. 

MR. McGILL: M r. Chai rman , I recal l ,  during the d iscussion of the Estimates last year, that we 
asked a number of questions and made the suggestion that this item,  this single l ine item of $94 
mi l l ion,  wou ld be much more intel l ig ib le to us if it were broken down into the g rants provided to the 
various un iversities. That generated a debate on the position of the department in respect to the total 
amount of money that was provided to the Un iversities Grants Commission and the complete 
authority of the Grants Commission then to d isperse the grants to the un iversities and to St. Bon iface 
Col lege. 

Mr. Chairman , I bel ieve that that information now is publ ic knowledge. I bel ieve that it became 
publ ic early in February; the amounts that had been granted by the commission to each of the 
universities and St. Bon i face Col lege. 

Again ,  I wonder why it was not poss ible to provide th is detai l  for the information of the Comm ittee 
to enable us to see at a g lance what percentage of this total budget has been proportioned to the 
Un iversity of Man itoba, to the Un iversity of Winn ipeg, and to the U n iversity of Brandon, and St. 
Boniface Col lege. 

I have no doubt the Min ister wil l  agai n reply that there is an area here that is total ly the 
responsib i l ity of the Grants Commission and that he chooses not to present any of the decisions and 
the dispersals that are made by that comm ission .  

We did however, last year, after repeated requests, get some breakdown of  th is  figu re. I th ink the 
Min ister gave us an amount tor the adm in istrative cost of the Un iversities Grants Commission ,  and 
then an add itional amount covering the total grants. That, at least, was available and, again,  i t  m ight 
have been shown this year under this amount. 

But, Mr. Chairman , I know the M in ister wi l l  respond again to our request to have some more detai l  
on this figure. And it he has those figures avai lable now, s ince they were publ icly presented early in  
February, perhaps they can be put  on the record for  the use of  th is  Committee and tor Hansard . 

In considering this appropriation it would be a t ime that the Min ister m ight again define the duties 
of the Un iversities Grants Commission to enable us to understand whether there has been any 
change in  the role of the Grants Commission over the past several years. One gathers that the Grants 
Commission now speaks more d i rectly on behalf of the government to the un iversities than perhaps 
was formerly done. That change in the role, subtle as it may be, probably resulted from the problems 
that arose during the past four or five years at the Un iversity of Man itoba, perhaps in  their budget 
problems, at B randon Un iversity ' possibly during their periods of d ifficulty attempting to operate 
under the establ ished g rants formula .  

M r. Chairman , i t  seems to be the i mpression,  from examin ing what is going on at  the un iversities 
and noting the comments that are made from time to time about the relationsh ip  between the 
university, the commission, and the government, it seems to be a somewhat three-cornered 
arrangement here and it is never completely clear whether the M in ister and the department, in certain 
areas, would deal d i rectly with a un iversity or i f  they wou ld take the position that all matters relating 
to the un iversities and the college wou ld be represented and spoken tor by the Grants Comm ission. 

1 am th inking of such things that have come up recently as the publ ic d iscussion of admission 
requ i rements at the un iversity. Some statements have been made by the President of the Un iversity 
of Man itoba that they m ig ht, indeed , have to look at the admission requ i rements and poss ib ly 
institute some form of evaluation . I 'm wondering if a matter of that type would be dealt with d i rectly 
by the President, or  the Board of Governors of the Un iversity of Man itoba, and the M i n ister of 
Continu ing Education . 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, p lease. The hour being 4:30 Private Members' Hour in accordance with 
our House Rule 1 9(2) I 'm interrupting it for Private Members' Hour and shal l return to the Chair at 8 
p.m . this even ing .  
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PRIVATE MEMBERS' HOUR 

PUBLIC BILLS 
MR. SPEAKER: O rder,  p lease. The f irst item Private Members' Hour, Publ ic  B i l ls, B i l l  No. 9 ,  the 

Honourable Member for F l in  Flon. 
MR. BARROW: Stand. 
MR. SPEAKER: Bil l  No.  1 7, the Honourable Member for F l in  Flon.  
MR. BARROW: Stand .  
MR. SPEAKER: B i l l  No. 41 , the Honourable M in ister of M ines. 
MR. GREEN: Stand.  

BILL (NO. 49} - AN ACT TO AMEND THE LIQUOR CONTROL ACT 
MR. SPEAKER: B i l l  No. 49, the Honourable Mem ber for Brandon West. 
MR. McGILL: M r. Speaker, I d id want to make some comments on this b i l l  and they wi l l  be fairly 

brief and they' l l  be perhaps even briefer than I had i ntended if I am u nable to find my notes. I 'm sure I 
have the number correctly; it's B i l l  49. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Liquor Control Act. 
MR. McGILL: Yes, it wou ld have made it even easier for me if they had numbered it B i l l 1 9, that 

wou ld seem to be more appropriate. 
The Member from La Verendrye, who presented this b i l l ,  I th ink had in m i nd not attempting to 

provide a total answer to a very d ifficult and complex problem , he was presenting an amendment to a 
restriction wh ich now exists in the statutes, to provide a m i n imum age at which people in our society 
can legal ly purchase alcohol ic spi rits and can legally buy alcohol at a d istributor or in a restaurant or 
another l icensed prem ise. 

I was real ly moved to respond in  this debate by the comments made by the Honourable Member 
for St. Matthews the other day who expressed his objection to any kind of restriction to the morals of 
people. And he said that he wou ld prefer that there be no age l im it; that dr inking would  be a m atter of 
personal decision and that we should just el im in ate it altogether, and that anyone who suggests that 
there should be a min imum,  or some age at which this is permissab le, is s imply supporting a kind of 
prohibition that the u ltimate objective would be to have a comp lete withdrawal and a complete 
prohibition to the use of alcohol .  

And then a l i ttle later in  his remarks the Honourable Member for St .  Matthews mentioned that if he 
ever had a student who came to h is  class and was d ru n k  he would toss h im out and he would never 
come back to that class. 

This is a rather curious contrad iction, Mr. Speaker, that the Honourable Member for St. Matthews 
makes. He suggests, on the one hand,  that there should be no restrictions and,  on the other hand , he 
is prepared to turf out any youngster who came along and who had made a mistake, and perhaps for 
the fi rst t ime had consumed someth ing that he d idn't really understand and h is actions were then 
objectionable to the teacher. 

I suppose under a no-restriction rule that the Honourable Mem ber for St. Matthews wou ld 
propose; it conjures up  rather an unusual sort of scene with the honourable member at the door of his 
classroom in the morn ing with his breathalizer and checking the todd lers through into the 
classroom .  I 'm sure that the Honou rable Member for St. Matthews would be too honest a person and 
too fair to make a summary decision as to whether one of h is students was drunk or not, and to eject 
h im for the classroom . But again the fact that he wouldn't have h im in the classroom real ly,  I th ink ,  
exposes h is  argument as being somewhat porous, the fact that he treats the consumption of alcohol 
in  our society as a matter entirely of personal morals. l t  doesn't happen to me a matter entirely for the 
ind ividual to decide because it happens to be one of the areas in wh ich there is an effect upon society 
at large. Alcohol ,  l ike other d rugs, changes behavioural patterns in most people that consume them , 
and thei r pattern of behaviour is l i kely to become d ifficult for other members of society to adjust to, as 
the amount of alcohol consumed is increased. 

And so what we are trying to do, and what soc iety has tried to do up to this point, is to determine 
some m in imum age at  which we can expect some reasonable judgment to be exercised by the young 
person who is consum ing alcohol. 

If  it were simply a matter of censorship ,  as the member suggests, then there would be some 
val id ity in h is argument that it wou ld be a matter of personal preference, but in those areas where a 
decision to do or not to do can have an effect upon the wel l-being,  and even the safety of other 
members of society, then it is important to have statutes and restrictions. And we have demonstrated 
this in many other areas of our  social l i fe. I assume the Member for St. Matthews would be satisfied 
that there should be a min imum age for obtain ing a d river's l icence, because if there is no min imum 
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age then the society at large is placed i n  a d ifficult position and the safety of many people would be 
affected. 

Nevertheless, we have chosen, arbitrari ly perhaps, a min imum age of 1 6  and some wou ld argue 
that it should be h igher, but in  the case of a h igher age l im it, it wou ld mean that there might be some 
economic loss to people who needed to have the abi l ity to d rive a car in  order to pursue thei r 
l ivel ihood . So perhaps we have, by trial and error, and perhaps cutting it as closely as we can, chosen 
an age of 1 6  at which a person in society, having passed the tests, w i l l  be l icensed. But it again,  is an 
age chosen with some regard for society at large. 

In  the field of aviation , pi lot l icences are issued to people who reach the age of 17, and I assume 
the Member for St. Matthews thinks that restriction is reasonable, he would probably not want to be a 
passenger in an a i rp lane flown by a person of more tender years, in view of perhaps he would 
consider his lack of maturity and his lack of j udgment at that younger age. 

So there are a series of restrictions in our society that are imposed because of a need to protect, 
not the ind ividual h imself so much, but the people with whom he interacts in his everyday l ife. And 
that's why I think it is rather important to have some m in imum age at which young people may be 
permitted to legal ly purchase and consume alcohol .  I agree entirely that the member is adopting the 
proper kind of education for h is fami ly when he i ntroduces them to the complexities of alcohol in h is 
own home. I suggest that that kind of educat ion is the k ind that wi l l  have the most lasting efuect u pon 
the young people. But unfortunately, not a l l  homes would provide that kind of training, and 
unfortunately, many of our young people don't have the advantage of having an orderly home l ife in 
which they cou ld have this kind of instruction. But real ly, i f  the member rejects the amend ing of the 
age l im it to go from 18 to 1 9, he is then really turn ing and shutting off the effective control and 
education wh ich he is using in  h is  home when the young person in  h is fam i ly is sti l l  probably in the 
school .  And in a sense, then, he is transferring that responsibi l ity from his own domestic scene to the 
classroom where the teacher now has to . . . because the young man in grade 1 1  or  grade 12 can, on 
his own,  and without any consent or gu idance from h is parents, make his own purchases and 
consume alcohol on his own decisions. That, then becomes the d ifficulty in  the school system . 

Again ,  we say that we're not going to, by any means, meet the problem here or succeed in solving 
it completely. What we are going to do is extend,  perhaps, the educational program that the Member 
for St. Matthews and others have in the i r  own homes, and g ive them another year in wh ich they wil l  be 
under the gu idance of thei r home. And then presumably, when they leave secondary school, if they 
are on schedu le, they w i l l  then face a new world of decisions in post-secondary or wherever they go 
in the world of business, and assume this new authority at that time. 

M r. Speaker, I th ink i t  does provide, at least, an improvement upon the present regu lation.  We are 
searching again.  Many people who have been contacted and who have d iscussed th is matter th ink it 
should go back to age 21 . Wel l ,  perhaps they're right. Perhaps we need to try an amendment of the 
Act as it is now being presented by the Member for La Verendrye, and see if there isn't some 
improvement in the present problems that are arising every day in the effort of young people to adjust 
to a very d ifficult kind of d rug,  one that has provided probably more problems than good in the world 
up to this po int. But people are cont inu ing to try to f ind a sol ution that will enable people to use 
alcohol at their own choice, and at the same t ime, to g ive enough protection and guidance to young 
people to bring them in  thei r l ives to a stage of maturity that enab les them to make reasonable 
decisions. No one, I th ink,  can argue that a person is not more mature at age 19 than at age 1 8. 

The Member for· St. Matthews frequently quotes from phi losophers. I th ink he used Aristotle 
which the Hansard reports as a big "C" Conservative. I am sure the Member for St. Matthews had him 
a smal l  "c" conservative. He usual ly, i n  his arguments, manages to quote from one of the 
phi losophers. I wou ld commend to h im P lutarch who had someth ing to say about the teaching of 
young people. He suggested that we should be ru led by time, the wisest counselor of al l .  Now if for no 
other reason,  then the passage of time and the maturity and knowledge and growth that it brings, this 
bi l l  I think is worthy of serious consideration. 

There are other areas of leg islation that m ight have to be considered, Mr.  Speaker. One area in  
which some progress could be  made wou ld  be  in  the  area of identification . lt has brought to  my 
attention that in California and I presume i n  other j ur isdictions, a d river's l icence with a p icture on the 
d river's l icence is a very useful  document in  which to provide identification . lt seems unfai r  under the 
present law that the operators of l iquor d ispensing establ ishments should be responsible when 
people, by improper means, manage to gain access to the establ ishment and to the consumption of 
alcohol and have m isrepresented their age. If they do, indeed by whatever means, manage to 
misrepresent themselves and obtain service, then under our present laws, the holder of the l iquor 
l icence is responsib le .  If  that kind of law is to persist, i t  would do much to improve their abil ity to not 
serve people who are not e l ig ible under the law, by having a form of identification that cou ld be easily 
produced . 

M r. Speaker, these are a few of the thoughts I have. I regard the b i l l  as not an answer, in a major 
way, to a very serious and major prob lem in  our society. But an answer which provides an 
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amendment wh ich goes in my view in the right d i rection , because wh i le  it increases the m in imum 
age, it doesn't do any economic damage to the l ife of  the person or the people concerned. We can 
argue about other age l im its that by p lacing them too h igh ,  we may prevent certain economic benefits 
from occurring . I see no loss of any economic benefits to any one in society by raising the m in imum 
age at  wh ich alcoho l  may be purchased or consumed . I commend the people who say that tra in ing 
should begin  in the home. I suggest that if this b i l l  is passed , that tra in ing m ight be extended by one 
year. I feel that the school system itself wou Id benefit from having the 1 8-year-olds considered as too 
young under the law to purchase and consume alcohol during the period when many of them are sti l l  
i n  the school system .  Thank you . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of Pub l ic Works. 
HONOURABLE RUSSELL DOERN: Well ,  M r. Speaker, I th ink that although we are not really 

arguing about very much,  the "wets" being those who are for dr inking at 1 8, and the "drys" being 
those who are for 1 9, I have to ally myself with the "wets" in this part icu lar debate. 1 say that, Mr. 
Speaker, as one who is h i mself a very moderate d rinker and does not favour the widespread or the 
heavy use of alcohol  or  any other d rugs. I am one of those who, from the moment I entered th is 
Legislature, supported the notion of voting at 1 8. And my central argument in  that regard is as 
fol lows: That I bel ieve that a person is capable of making a rational decision at age 1 8. That is the very 
basis- - ( lnterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. 
MR. DOERN: . . .  the very basis of my argument for voting ,  and it is the very basis for of my 

argument in favour of d rink ing at 1 8. 
Some of us seem to th ink that h igher is better, that they could go for 20 or 21 or 31 or 41 or 51 , so 

that by going for 1 9  they are moderates. My col league q uotes Aristotle, l ike some of the ph i losophers 
on this s ide. There are three in a row right here- the Min ister of Corrections, myself, and the Member 
for St. Matthews are all professional,  or at least semi-professional ph i losophers. And Aristotle talked 
about the golden mead . And some people think that if  you take an extreme position, then you move a 
l ittle to the left or a l ittle to the right, that therefore you are moderate; that instead of going to 21 or 31 , 
by going to 19 ,  that's a compromising posit ion,  it's an intermediate position .  lt isn't an intermediate 
position because nobody is talking about lowering the voting age or the d rinking age .  No one is 
saying the log ic that they should. The Member for La Verendrye should be pushing for raising the 
voting age. He shouldn't just be push ing for raising the d ri n king age. He should be demanding that 
the voting age be increased as wel l .  Because obviously, if people are not capable on h is account of 
making a decision on drink ing,  they surely, Mr. Speaker, aren't capable of casting an i ntell igent 
bal lot. So I say that we're deal ing here w ith parts or fragments of a broader p icture. If we are not 
talking about lowering ,  we're either talk ing about staying or raising . Those are the only two positions. 
And I say that this gentle increase of a year looks to be reasonable, but in  effect, has some serious 
ramifications that have to be explored . 

Mr. Speaker, I say that I would share w ith probably a l l  members here a concern for d ri n king,  in the 
sense of a concern about young people dr inking,  the same as a concern for anybody drinking. But 
the solution is not to just change the age at which one is e l ig ib le for a d ri n k. The solution is in 
education ,  No.  1 ,  and in  enforcement of our present laws, No. 2. Raising the age really accompl ishes 
very l ittle. One of the d isadvantages we a l l  have in speaking in a debate is that the debate goes on and 
on and on. Some of our arguments are picked up by co l leagues, and therefore it seems that one is 
simply repeating what has been said before. But I understand that my colleague, the Member for St.  
Matthews, talked about proh ib it ion. And that is the logic. I f  it's better to go to 1 9, it's even better to go 
to 20. And if it's better at 20, it is even better at 2 1 .  And u ltimately, what we should do is to have 
complete prohibition and nobody wi l l  dr ink any more. That's the log ic.  We al l  know that it just doesn't 
work. As the Member for R iver Heights used to say, it doesn't hold water. Or it won't wash. Those are 
his words. 

M r. Speaker, I don 't know why the mem ber chose 1 8  as opposed to 1 8  and a half' or  1 9.1 . He cou ld 
just as wel l  have p icked those particu lar numbers. M r. Speaker, a l l  of us I th ink, in  this debate, have to 
draw on our own experience. I wou ld l ike to relate some of m ine as a high school student g rowing up  
in  the north end of W inn ipeg around Mountain Avenue, in  that particu lar area around Mountain and 
McGregor in the early Fifties. lt w i l l  come as a shock to some of the members here that there was a lot 
of people in  those days, 25 years ago, who drank, and they were under age ;  that it was very common, 
Mr. Speaker, for h igh school students in  the Fifties - and I on ly quote from my experiences - to 
drink at age 1 5  and 1 6. lt was quite common for people to dr ink on weekends or to dr ink at parties, or 
to dr ink at home or to dr ink at wedd ings. lt was very common . And the legal age was 21 . So these 
people were d rinking at five and six years under the legal age. And even worse, you couldn't even go 
into a night c lub or so in those days because there was no such thing as d ri n king in  n ight c lubs. Of 
course we all know that what happened was people brought bottles in, bought the mix, poured a 
drink under the table and drank it. And eventually people said this was rid iculous and they decided to 
update or change the l iquor laws. 
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The Member for Fort Rouge and I once participated i n  a debate at M i les Mac, and I got qu ite a kick 
out of his comments at that t ime because I related stories about some of the tougher people i n  my 
area who wou ld buy a bottle of wine for 90 cents and then three or fou r  or five young teenagers wou Id 
drink this bottle and they' l l  al l  get h igh .  The Member for Fort Rouge, who is also a northender - I 
don't know if that's north River Heights or what - but he said that he used to drink too when he was i n  
the north end. H e  used t o  knock around some pretty tough areas and they used t o  d rink g i n .  H e  didn't 
explain whether it was gin and ton ic or g in  fizz. I never d id  understand what they used for m ixes. But it 
was obviously pretty high class dr inking.  - ( Interjections) -

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. DOERN: Mr. Speaker, I'm having some trouble here because I was trying to shed some l ight 

on the issue. So I s imply say this from my experience, and I think that the honourable members, if 
they go back to their own, wil l  recal l  that from the time of anyone i n  this Chamber, there has been 
drinking in Man itoba i l legal ly, if you l ike, at age 1 5  and 1 6  from their experience on. And if the 
drinking age is 18 or 21 , it won't matter, Mr. Speaker. There w i l l  sti l l  be people who wi l l  dr ink at that 
age because it seems that it is common for young people to f irst become interested in l iquor at that 
particular age. I have spoken to many young people and asked thei r opin ions on this particular issue 
and asked them about habits; asked them about how many students were staggering i nto the beer 
parlour at noon hour, and staggering i nto school and staggering into their c lasses. The answer is that 
in effect, there is very l ittle of this.  So I can only report to you what I am told .  Now, maybe you are 
getting d ifferent information, but I can tel l  you that I deduce that this alcohol problem raised by the 
Member for La Verendrye, supported by other people and so on , is in  fact h ighly exaggerated . I ,  
myself and about eight o r  n ine other col leagues o n  th is side of the House taught school ,  and I th ink 
most of us can d raw on our experience i n  terms of what went on in our times as teachers, etc. And I 
have to emphasize that we have heard a lot of quotes in this Chamber and in the press about the fact 
that the school trustees voted for raising the drinking age. Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, that is true, but the 
teachers - I say if anyone is close to the students after the parents, and sometimes on some issues 
the teachers are closer to the students than their own parents, because they happen have to know 
what is going on, sometimes more so. Sometimes students are very successful  at pul l ing the wool 
over their parents eyes and less successful in regard to the teachers who work wih with them day in 
and day out at  the school .  The teachers, at  their convention, at  the annual MTS convention, I am 
quoting from March 30th i n  the Free Press. I hope my colleagues won't reject my source on this 
occasion . -( lnterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. 
MR. DOERN: "The teachers d iverged ," the quote says, "from the trustees on raising the Manitoba 

drinking age to 20, from 1 8, rejecting a proposal about 2 to 1 ." And they went on - ( lnterjection)
Wel l ,  I th ink that is sufficient. 

Mr. Speaker, I wou ld not fault  anyone in this Chamber for supporting a raise to 19 because I think 
that their intentions are good. I th ink that thei r concern is well p laced . They are concerned about 
people drinking underage who are going to do damage to themselves, and that is a legitimate 
concern. But I say that the solution is wrong, that the solution of raising a drinking age is not the right 
solution. The so lution is fi rst of all in  education about d rug and alcohol abuse. l f you want to solve the 
problem, let's cal l  for more of that. Enforcement is  the other part. I understand that i n  some l iquor 
commissions, and I intend to relay this to my colleague, in  some l iquor commissions people 
underage are being served . There is not a careful  enough checking going on in  some of the retai l  
outlets in  this particular city and maybe i n  the beverage rooms, etc. There is not enough parental 
g uidance. That has probably always been true. lt is probably true today. lt wi l l  be true tomorrow and 
true in the past. And also, Mr. Speaker, when you talk about drinking and the concern about driving 
automobi les under the influence of alcohol ,  that again is a matter of enforcement. That is  for the 
pol ice and that is a matter of education as wel l .  

S o  1 say in conclusion that I a m  one of the those who has confidence in  o u r  young people and I 
think that we shou ld not demonstrate our lack of faith in them or adopt measures that wi l l  do very l ittle 
to tackle a serious problem. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I wou ld say, as I support it, voting at 1 8, I th ink it 
is only logical to support drink ing at 1 8  because I believe that you ng people do, in  fact, have the 
rational abi l ity to make the right decision at that age. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Logan. 
MR. WILLIAM JENKINS: Thank you ,  Mr. Speaker. l n  rising to take part i n  this debate, I fi rst want to 

put my position qu ite plainly,  that I am opposed to the proposed amendment to The Liquor Act as it 
has been submitted to this House by the Honourable Member for La Verendrye. 

Mr. Speaker, I voted as a member of this Chamber for the age of majority at the age of 1 8. I also 
voted in this House for the change in The Liquor Control Commission Act for the age of d rinking to be 
at the age of majority. You know we can come about with qu ite a paradox by the proposed 
amendment to the leg islation that the Honourable Member for La Verendrye is proposing. You know 
it is also possible in this province to be elected to pol itical office at the age of 1 8, that means to be 
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elected as a member of this Legislative Assembly. 
A MEMBER: Show me one. 
MR. JENKINS: Order please. I am sorry. - ( Interjections)- I beg the honourable members' 

pardon but it is sometimes hard to d ivorce yourself from being where you are, Mr. Speaker, or where 
the Clerk of the House is, where I spend most of the day when this House is in Session, so when I get 
someone interjecting I react, and I do apolog ize to the honourable member. lt is not my authority 
right now to cal l  h i m  to order. I leave that in your capable hands, M r. Speaker. 

But to get back to what I was saying,  it is possible for someone, even though the Honourable 
Member for Point Doug I as says, "Show me one. " Wel l ,  we had, I bel ieve at the t ime that the voting was 
at the age of 21 , I bel ieve the F irst M in ister of this House was elected. So it is not outside the realm of 
possib i l ity that somewhere, some time in the future, we w i l l  have an 1 8-year-old elected to th is 
Assembly. I hope that they do because I th ink that is why we changed the legislation . 

Now how lud icrous could we have, a mem ber of this Assembly ,  and you , M r. Speaker, when you 
invite us over to have your visit and you are supplying us with l i bations, you would have to make sure 
that this honourable member was served with noth ing stronger than sarsapar i l la  because it wou ld be 
your responsib i l ity as the host. I th ink that is a r idiculous position to put you or to put anyone else i n .  

Now it may b e  o f  interest t o  some o f  the members that when th is leg islation changing the age of 
dr inking to the age of 1 8, where I work I had an apprentice who had turned 1 8  just shortly before the 
Act came into force and he worked with me in the car department and I said to h i m  that day, I said, 
"Th is is the day of the leg islat ion. You are now 1 8 years old. l t  has come into effect. I g uess you wil l  be 
going to the pub."  And he said yes, he was. So he went and the next day he came back. I thought 
perhaps he m ight have a big hangover or something,  but lo and behold he was as fresh as a daisy. And 
I said ,  "Wel l ,  how many beers or whatnot did you have last n ight?" He says, "Wel l ,  I ordered two 
glasses of beer and I d rank a g lass and a q uarter."  I said, "How long d id you stay?" "Oh," he said ,  " I  
stayed unti l  the pub closed ."  He said ,  " I  stayed because l l i ke to hear the music." Not that he was there 
to dr ink a whole mount of alcohol .  

You know it is very well and good to say, "At what age has a person d iscretion?" I n  some people 
they have no d iscretion at the age of 1 01 .  They should not be served alcohol .  But you know when we 
get this sort of leg islat ion, which I th ink the Honourable M i nister of Publ ic  Works said  is a sort of a 
wishy-washy th ing , it's going to 19 .  I th ink the Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie has already 
said that he figu res 20; he may even move that if th is b i l l  gets to Law Amendments. Someone else 
probably w i l l  say 21 . You know it rem inds me of the enfranchisement of women in Britain ,  when I 
bel ieve it was brought in under a Tory government. And they d idn't even say the age of 21 for women, 
they said the age of 30 or over. That was the enfranchisement as they saw it. lt was a un iversal 
franchise, but for males at 21 and females at 30. Thank God they got rid of that. 

And if I may also speak about the British Is les , they have had on their leg islation for many years -
1 know it was there when I was there during the war - 1 8-year-olds cou ld dr ink i n  publ ic houses and 
they sti l l  do. 

You know if we are going to start and set up second-class citizens, this is what we are going to do 
with this type of leg islation. Why are you going to have some people being able to do certai n  things at 
a certain age? The leg islation as we have it now, the age of majority is 1 8; the age to be able to dr ink 
legal ly is 1 8. And I d ispute very much that this leg islation could even be in  confl ict with our human 
rights legislation . You know Section 3.3 of the Human R ights leg islation is headed "Discrim ination in 
Publ ic Places." Now, I think beer parlors or cocktai l  lounges, restaurants, even the Liquor 
Commission,  it says as fol lows: "No person shall  deny to any person or class of persons any 
accommodation , service or fac i l ity customari ly avai lable to the publ ic or (b) d iscrimate against any 
person or class of persons with respect to any accommodation,  service or fac i l ity customarily 
avai lable to the pub l ic un less reasonable cause exists for the den ial or d iscri m ination ."  

And 3.2 says, "Th ings that do not constitute reasonable cause for the purposes of Subsection 1 .  
(a) The race, national ity, calor, sex, age" - and I bel ieve now that they are talking about age i n  its 
context as the leg is lation that we are having the proposal here to change. Now, I th ink that the 
changing of the age of dr ink ing from 18 to 1 9 - and perhaps the Honourable Member fo r M i nnedosa 
who seemed to have qu ite a head here last week, restrictions on dr inking for h is age might have been 
in order. And so the age of discretion of when a person should dr ink may not be 1 8, 1 9, maybe 49, 59, 
maybe 1 01 .  

Now the honou rable member who introduced this amendment to the Liquor Act stated that young 
people have been the cause of many accidents because of dr ink.  Well if he is that concerned, why 
doesn't he also bring in a change to the H ighway Traffic Act, that the age of driving should be 1 9, 
maybe it should be 21 , maybe it should be 31 . 

Again ,  Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I th ink that this is d iscrimination ; this is making for second
class citizens in this province; that if someone wants to change the age of majority, the age of 
dr inking;  the age of driving automobi les and various other things, then they should bring them in but 
just to go p iecemeal p icking at this, this I th i n k  is absolutely rid icu lous. I th i n k, as the Honourable 
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Member for St. Matthews said the other day, a study has been done, I bel ieve, in the Provinces of 
Man itoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta and it has been proven that the lowering of t he drinking age has 
not increased relatively to that amount because of d rinking and d riving at that age. There are many 
young people, there are many young people in  our society who are just as mature at 18 as some 
people are at the age of 40. -(Interjection)- I 'm not p icking anybody out anywhere in this House. 

But thousands and hundreds of thousands of our young people went and served this country at 
the age of 18 and some even younger and I bel ieve when we had the debate on the age of majority ' 
that was pointed out. Al l  one has to do is to go overto those war grave cemeteries and see some of the 
ages of some of these young people that were there at a mature age, who took their part in  the 
defence of this country and I can think of one at a war g rave cemetery that I visited in Normandy in the 
year 1 960 at a p lace cal led Boulogne-sur-Mer, a trooper blue from the C ity of Winnipeg, aged 1 8  
years. You cou ld g o  a l l  through that war grave cemetery and you wou ld see hundreds and hundreds 
of them, 1 8, 1 9, some even younger. 

I th ink that our young people have proved that they have been as responsible in their dr inking 
habits at the age of 18 as I 've seen some of the adu lts who are much older than 18 and the way that 
they have behaved in our society. 

I think that the only way that you are going to combat excessive dr inking and alcoholism is by 
education and treatment, we have to treat it as a d isease. But to say that we are going to go to total 
prohibition, what do you want to go back to, the bathtub g i n  days and AI Capone of the Un ited 
States? lt certa in ly d idn 't work there; there was more people than ever d rinking.  lt may have been a lot 
cheaper but it su re as hel l  k i l led a lot of people. Some of the stuff that they d rank was certainly not fit 
for human consumption .  -(I nterjection)- Wel l ,  the Honourable Member for Portage La Prairie says 
he makes his own . I imagine the RCMP would be very interested in knowing if you are making 
d isti l led alcohol .  If you are making wines and beers, I understand that you can get a permit for that. 

But again ,  before I sit down, M r. Speaker, I th ink this amendment to the bi l l ,  if the honourable 
member had the courage of h is convictions, he wou ld have also fi led in this House a change in  the 
age of the Act of Majority, a change in  the age that people can cast bal lots, changing the age at wh ich 
people can d rive automobi les.  And let's make them a l l  un iform. 

And so , Mr. Speaker, I guess I don't have to tel l you or members of th is Assembly how I am going 
to vote on this amendment to the Liquor Contro l Act. I have no desire to see it go to Committee. I feel 
that we have had this argument five or six years ago when we made the change and I have seen no 
great abuse. I th ink,  as the Honourable M i n ister of Publ ic Works stated , the people who are closest to 
see what these kids are doing at the ages of 1 6, 1 7 ,  18 ,  19 ,  within our schoo ls and with in  our society, 
are perhaps the people who are in the school d ivisions, the people who teach them, the people who 
are in the classroom and they have tu rned it down. I have had no great phone cal ls from any of my 
constituents saying that they want the age of dr ink ing raised to 1 9  in the Province of Man itoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. LLOYD AXWORTHY: M r. Speaker, I have just a few words to say on the subject. I should say 

that I feel at a great d isadvantage in  this debate after having l istened and watched the two previous 
speakers. I real ize, perhaps for the f irst t ime, what a sign ificant advantage it is to be on the 
government side of the House and the immense power that one can contro l .  The Min ister of Publ ic 
Works was able to, because of h is variety of solar l ight machines up there, to orchestrate the l ighting 
to emphasize a point that he wanted to make and then the Member for Logan was able to acquire that 
abi l ity to completely sti l l  an interjection s imply by the stature of authority that he brings to bear 
because of offices assigned to h im .  it's very d ifficult  when you have noth ing but your own resources, 
Mr. Speaker, to try to make your case but I wou ld  say that I th ink many of the arguments made by the 
two previous speakers wou ld certa in ly conform with my own th inking about it. 

I simply think - as much as it hurts me to say it sometimes - the fact is that on this particular 
matter, I bel ieve that the poi nts of view put forward by the Min ister of Pu bl ic  Works and certainly most 
forcefu l ly by the Member for Logan , are real ly in deep agreement with my own because I feel that this 
particular amendment, as it is proposed , carries with it a certain degree of i l logic and also a degree of 
inequ ity and I rea l ly would oppose it on both those grounds. 

As I l istened to the arguments being presented by the Member for La Verendrye and by others 
supporting the b i l l ,  it appeared to me that the basic purpose was they felt that there were too many 
kids showing up too d runk in  too many c lassrooms and that the way to el iminate the problem was to 
raise the age by one year so that, presumably, people in  the schools wou ldn't be bedeviled by that 
particular problem. 

lt comes to mind,  M r. Speaker, an article I just read a couple of n ights ago, written by two doctors 
who deal with the e lderly at Deer Lodge Hospital who i nd icated that there is an increasingly serious 
problem with alcohol ism amongst those above 65 and that th is is having very serious repercussions 
in senior citizens homes and in  nursing homes. Now to carry the log ic  of the Member for La 
Verendrye's point of view through as to what he's doing now, I suppose we should cut off the drinking 
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age at 65 in order to save the disruption and i nequ ity of people at that end of the spectrum .  Now the 
fact of the matter is that the same log ic prevai ls .  Now, I wou ldn't recommend one or the other. What I 
am simply saying is that they're trying to use the same rational ity on one problem but avoiding it on 
the other. The fact of the matter is that if the purpose is to try to cope with a problem of alcohol ism or 
excessive dr inking or d isruption caused by alcohol i n  the schools by raising the d rinking age, then I 
suppose the same answer would apply for the large number of elderly people. 

I suppose you cou ld take the same argument and say that the many hours lost in  the workplace 
and the factories due to alcohol ism should also then be adm in istered by the same kind of law. The 
fact is  that in every age sector, in  every institut ion in our society, whether it is the school or a factory 
or a sen ior c itizens home or the university or the Man itoba Leg islature or wherever it may be, the 
problem of alcohol is one that is a serious social problem; it is abused by certain people with in it and it 
has noth ing to do with age; it has noth ing to do w ith education; it has noth ing to do with background. 
Alcohol is someth ing that strikes a l l  people in  a l l  kinds of brackets and to single out one group for 
special treatment by saying that all of a sudden, you are no longer capable of making your m ind up 
for yourself, I th ink real ly it is a d iscrim inatory Act, and it leaves all the other kinds of problems alone. 
lt leaves alone the problem of alcohol ism in  the workplace and in the un iversities and in  the pol itical 
institutions and in the civi l  service. 

Mr. Speaker, there was a report presented here, I bel ieve, was it last year that the M i n ister of 
Labour presented the report talking about - pardon me, I th ink  it was the MGEA who presented a 
paper on the serious problems of alcohol ism i n  the Man itoba Publ ic Service and the number of hours 
lost due to that. Now are we going to apply some strictures about what Man itoba Publ ic Servants can 
do at lunch hour, they can't go sort of to the Fort Garry Hotel and have a Du bonnet or whatever they 
drink at noon hours? Whatever the reason is, by provid ing prohib itive laws, what it means is that 
you're trying to solve the prob lem of a minority, and a serious problem of a m inority, but at the same 
time taking away the rights of a large number of majorities. And I th ink that's what we're saying to 1 8  
year olds. 

We may have made a decision general ly in  society that 18 is the age at wh ich the judgment of an 
adult can be made. I th ink the Member for Brand on West was correct when he said that society and its 
representatives, as we are, have to make a decision at some point in time - when do we decide that 
an individual is now at an age where he or she is capable of decid i ng for themselves? ' We have made 
that decision across the board . We say to the person ,  you can get martri married at 18 without 
parental consent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to carry the log ic of the Mem ber for La Verendrye's position through, again we 
have seen statistics produced by Health and Social Development of an immense number of marriage 
breakdowns, the h igh incidence of d ivorce, the number of ch i ldren who are affected by it. I suppose 
we cou ld say one of the reasons is because we are letting kids get married too early. Should we raise 
the age of marriage without parental consent to 21 now? I mean , the same th ing can be suppl ied .  I 
suppose a lot of people cou ld say there's a lot of pol itical m istakes going on and maybe we could 
attribute that to somehow the age of 1 8. But the fact of the matter is, it just points out that there is a 
basic strain of i l logic being created in the argument that you're not going to solve the problem in any 
way, shape or form by rais ing the age l i m it .  

I th ink the unfortunate part about th is debate and sometimes how it's couched, and the M i n ister of 
Publ ic Works made a m istake I th ink sort of sayi ng there's a group of the wets and the drys. I don't 
think it has anything to do with that. I th ink the real issue is that, as I 've heard everyone speak in th is 
House or read their comments in Hansard , everyone has expressed a concern about the problem of 
alcohol ism in our society and I don't th ink that s imp ly by voting against this amendment somehow 
ind icates that we're for more permissiveness or more d rink ing or anyth ing else. lt has nothing to do 
with that. it's s imply that this is the wrong answer to that problem. it's not the way to approach it. 

And , if there is an answer to it, then I wou ld have suggested as I went back a day or so ago and 
looked at the debates that occu rred when the M i n ister of Corrections was debating the Alcoholism 
Foundation, it wasn't nearly as serious or as i nvolved , or as comprehensive as this one is ,  and yet that 
is the p lace where we should really have been zeroing in on what is the basic sort of problem of 
alcohol ism in our province, and how do we approach it. 

But it may be that raising the age l im it has a certain  kind of publ ic attention qual ity to it so that it 
focuses the issue, and to that extent I say that perhaps the amendment has been worthwh i le because 
at least it  has brought members out of their chai rs to tal k  about the issue, which they weren't prepared 
to talk about when the Estimates of the Alchol ism Foundation were being examined. At least to that 
extent people are now saying,  okay, what is the answer to it. I th ink that may be a much more serious 
issue that we should be d i recting ou rselves towards and asking ourselves if we are taking the kind of 
measures in the province, not just in  educating people, but also assu ring that the regu lations against 
abuse are properly being honoured wh ich has noth ing to do with age. 

Again I wou ld suggest, M r. Speaker, a study done for the government by a Professor Wichern at 
the Un iversity of Man itoba on the operations of the Liquor Control Commission ind icated that there 
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was almost v i rtual ly no inspection going on i n  a l l  kinds of beverage rooms in the City of Winn ipeg. I 
th ink there is something l ike th ree or four  inspectors for the whole city. Well it simply means that the 
question of enforcement of the laws are being neg lected. At the same time the Liquor Control 
Commission is making m i l l ions of dol lars in profits. I would suggest that if we're real ly looking at a 
way of contro l l ing excessive dr inking,  we should be ensuring that people sitt ing in beverage rooms 
honour the laws, which says there are certai n things you can do in the beverage rooms, or  in a 
cabaret, or in a cocktai l  lounge and accord ing to that report, most of those are being broken in large 
numbers because there isn't proper inspection going on and the owners of the parlours get very lax in 
the admin istration of the law. And we're s imply saying,  on the one hand here's the Control 
Commission making large amounts of money, but putting very l ittle back into the enforcement side 
of it and that has something to do with the i ncidence of dr inking,  but again it's not a total answer. 

I wou ld say, M r. Speaker, that there is also another question that we have to face on this one, and 
that is this. We've been concentrating on the problems of alcohol as it affects young people. What we 
should also be talking about, particu larly as it pertains to this measure, is the responsib i l ities that we 
want to hand to young people at a certain  age. What does this measure do to, all of a sudden, to 
i nd icate the leg islators of this province, if the measure passed , no longer have confidence that people 
at the age of 1 8  can make a number of decisions in thei r own area. In effect we are really saying we 
consider them to be as a class of peop le, i rresponsib le, or not being able to be responsible for thei r 
actions. 

Al l we're s imply addressing ourselves to is a m inority of peop le, of young people, just as a m inority 
of people at the age of 30 and a minority of people at the age of 45 and at 60 aren't able to an hand le 
the problem, or handle it in an abusive way. And I wou ld say that is the way in which shou ld deal w ith 
it. Let's find out what it is that is bothering that m inority, and what can be done to try to control the 
problem in that arena, not trying to provide an across-the-board b lanket regulation that affects 
everyone at 1 8. And as other members have pointed out, to say that in effect, a l l  the other rights that 
we have apportioned because one is 1 8, we are going to take one other away because for some 
reason or other we feel that that is going to be the so lution of the problem of alcoholism. 

M r. Speaker, I can't real ly buy that logic. Furthermore, i f  this House d id buy that logic, it would 
mean then in  effect we wou ld  be sett ing up  a system of inequ ity. We wou ld be providing an unequal 
system. We wou ld be saying to the large m ajor ity of people who are 1 8, who we say that in a l l  other 
respects we consider you to be adu lts, but you are not adult  enough to handle a d rink.  I just simply 
think that wou ld be wrong.  

If  there are problems, Mr. Speaker, I wou ld  suggest the school trustees are worried about then let 
them look after the problem in thei r own schools. There are things you can do in the schools. They 
can tel l  kids that come in who have had too much to dr ink to go home. They can talk to their parents. 
They can deal with the problem as it is in the school itself, instead of passing it back here. 

If  it's a problem that there are abuses in the use of the beverage rooms, then let's make sure that 
the laws are honoured and enforced, strictly and fai rly, but let's g ive the Inspection Branch of the 
Liquor Control Comm ission the abi l ity to make the enforcement of those laws. If  it's a matter of not 
being able to tel l  the d ifference between an 1 8  or 1 9, then I think other members have suggested the 
use of ID cards with pictures on them . Fine, let's do these kinds of things. Let's address the problem, 
but not add ress it from the poi nt of view where we are going to end up  taking away a basic right of 
those who are 18 and s imply denying them a certain basic confidence that we have in  their 
responsibi l ity and the i r  abi l ity to make decisions in a whole range of other areas which we consider to 
be i mportant - voting,  marriage, d riving, employment, and everyth ing,  paying taxes, a l l  the rest of it .  
We're saying in th is one area, we don't th ink that you can match up.  That would simply be a very 
wrong way to approach the problem, Mr .  Speaker, and I th ink that we would have to end u p  
rescind ing that when the time comes. 

MR. SPEAKER: I'm afraid the Honourable Member from V i rden wi l l  have to wait t i l l  another day. 
The hour being 5:30, I am now leaving the Chair ,  and the House wi l l  reconvene at 8:00 p.m.  in 

Committee of Supply. 
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