
THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY of MANITOBA 
Friday, April 29, 1977 

TIME: 2:30 p.m. 

BUDGET DEBATE 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Wolseley. 
MR. WILSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Before I closed off I was talking about the Minister of 

Health talking about open government and I sort of wanted to talk about something along the lines of 
the First Minister when he suggested that we were dealing with the big lie strategy. And I wanted to 
talk about the pot calling the kettle black because I had filed an Order for Return in which I demanded 
to know the names of all the members of the government opposite who had relatives and so on, 
working for the government. And the thing was that I was merely trying to point out some of the 
situations. I even talked about the inability of myself to get information on Mincome; the inability of 
myself to find anything about the workings of Legal Aid. All of these things have not certainly been 
open government by members opposite. 

I had talked again because I've been subject in the last several months to what I consider-at least 
I felt that I didn't deserve it- some very strange behaviour towards myself by a number of low-lites 
on the other side. I just felt that it seemed to me that if I could do something, if I was like the rabbit
say a lot of these bloodhounds on the other side chasing a rabbit -then maybe others will win. Other 
members of my party will win in the coming election because the members opposite have spent so 
much time chasing this rabbit. You know, I may not get the Victoria Cross for my efforts but at least 
maybe future families and future young people in this province . . .  -(lnterjection)-

The Member from St. Matthews says I need an education. I do have a university of life degree 
education. I don't need to have a bunch of fancy degrees that don't mean anything when it comes to 
dealing with the working people of this province. I can look forward to the day when every youth in 
this province will have a chance to get a proper education and that's something that our government 
will provide. 

Well, you know members opposite are great people to talk about how much they do for the 
working people but there doesn't seem to have to be any tag day for members opposite. They've 
certainly got a couple of quarter millionaires in their midst. And I get sick and tired of their rhetoric 
about all this nonsense about the poor man. 

Well all right, let's talk about for instance the candidates in the election. I spoke before the break 
on a number of things where I suggested you brought in 64 professionals to fight the last election. I'll 
talk about some of the candidates in the last election and even today's headline in the paper, Friday, 
April 29th. There he is, the Minister of Labour holding up the hands of some guy that's seeking a job 
that's going to pay $18,000 or $19,000 a year. lt says in Public Accounts that the man makes ... He 
says, "Mr. Wilson Parasiuk makes $37,795.50." That information is from the 1975-76 Public Accounts. 
What is he making today? And you're telling me that this fellow is going to give up all this under the 
name of whatever. 

Mr. Harvey Moats in the Public Accounts - again this information is several years old -
$25,575.51, another defeated candidate. Mr. AI Mackling, another defeated candidate, $32,119.64. 
Ms. Samia Friesen $23,201.15 and my good friend, the man who we couldn't even get the information 
out of the Minister of Labour who was quoted as saying he only makes $47 an hour and I asked him if 
that was two and a half times the lowest worker on his staff and he wouldn't answer me. He wouldn't 
answer me for two weeks because it was unbecoming a Minister of the Crown to dare to talk to a 
backbencher on the other side - a pompous attitude. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. WILSON: I'm just saying to the Minister of Tourism who is trying to use up my time, Mr. 

Speaker, and I'm also saying that Mr. Murdock MacKay and I quote from a newspaper article in which 
I provided information based on Public Accounts which totalled no less between Mr. MacKay and his 
firm, $190,550.33. Are you telling me that these people really want to win? Well, that's the kind of thing 
that I'm talking about. That government should have answered that Order for Return. The Minister of 
Corrections answered it because he was one of the few innocent ones on the other side. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order. 
MR. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, one of the tragedies of it is that there's more to this than meets the eye. 

You get the feeling that nobody really cares. You know, nobody really cares. I point to waste after 
waste. I point to the incapability of the Minister of Tourism and nobody does anything. I point crime 
after crime. I point wrongdoing after wrongdoing. 

I forgot to talk about primary priorities that that government should be involving itself in and the 
only thing they did; the former Minister ofTourism saved a museum for myself which I thank him very 
much tor. But he's one of the few people that have listened. He had the courtesy to come out and give 
the accommodation awards as the Minister of Tourism. He was a leader for tourism and he brought it 
from number five down to number three in the earning power. This new Minister thinks about nothing 
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else but canoeing and says, "I don't care if one American ever comes to this province." 
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. WILSON: They are more interested in secondary politicized spending. lt's terrible that we 

have to engage in politicizing every dollar that is spent. 
Well, I want to get a good feeling back and even though all those bloodhounds are chasing me if I 

should lose I'll have a good feeling because of the victory on this side of the House. And proof of that 
is the leader of them is the First Minister. lt's all right for him to stand up and say every second 
sentence is a falsehood and incredible when talking about all the information that I give to this House. 
My own leader has quoted the same statements that I crystal-balled and talked about and I'm sure he 
didn't get the information from me in my election pamphlets. I've got one election pamphlet here that 
the Minister got so upset about. "What has increased faster than the cost of food, the cost of housing 
and the cost of clothing?" And I kept everybody in suspense; I said turn to Page 3. You know what the 
answer was? The cost of Ed Schreyer. 

Well, I quote from the March 14th Winnipeg Free Press and the headline says, "Schreyer Wants to 
Shatter the PCs Big Lie Strategy. Another big lie, " he said, "was the Conservative's Party claim that 
Manitoba Government is spending $50 million on government projects. " 

The following day in Hansard, March 14th, the same day apparently because I guess the Free 
Press got the information the day before, the Minister of Public Works stood up and said, "Yes, we are 
building a computer centre; an environmental lab; a magistrate's court; a provincial garage and an 
Autopac Motor Vehicle Branch." Never mind the buildings in Dauphin and that, but we were talking 
about Winnipeg. And he's going to lose a lot of support in the core area because he hasn't got in that 
$50 million, the $1.7 million he talked about for recreation. He spent it all on buildings and blamed it 
on . . . 

Are any of these projects being held up in giving the extra housing that is needed; to hiring an 
architect that will design a public housing thing so that it won't be a disgrace for people to live in there 
because they are so wellidentified? They stick out like a sore thumb. 

Is there any type of money in that $50 million that goes for people's real needs? And that's when I 
talk about primary priorities. 

So it's all right for the Minister to make mistakes but I've got a new pamphlet I am going to send out 
in the next couple of days. I hope the First Minister stands up and waves it around again because he 
will be found out. Because I am attaching, this time, my own personal hydro bills-my own personal 
ones. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
Just a year and a half ago, the First Minister told us we should use more electricity. He told us that 

we had so much that we could sell the surplus to the U.S.A. He even got the province to buy three 
electric cars. You may remember the photographs in the newspapers . on T.V. of his wife driving one 
of these cars. Now you know the cost $100,000 for these three cars, $22.00 per mile, because they've 
only gone- it's the most expensive U-drive in the history of Canada. 

As for selling surplus hydro to the United States, well it turns out now we have to buy it from them. 
This is just part of the situation that I'm putting out. .. - (Interjection)-I'm sure that your high paid 
organizers from Saskatchewan will find a way to get one of the copies of my material. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. WILSON: To the Minister of Tourism, I can assure him that I have not mentioned him in my 

new pamphlet because I'm saving all that for the Estimates. - (lnterjection)-
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, I will send the Minister a copy. What I have said here is that I have a 

total increase over the years, you can see that the costs have risen a lot in two years, in fact, Hydro 
rates were up 25.1 percent in 1976, 15.4 percent in 1977 for a total increase of 40.5 percent increase. 
Has your income gone up that much? Well, mine hasn't, I believe the newspapers said our income 
went up 5 percent the other day. 

M R. SPEAKER: Order please. Again I'm going to ask for the co-operation of the honourable 
members. When I ask for order I would hope they would co-operate. The Honourable Member for 
Wolseley. Order please. 

MR. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, I have not questioned why the Minister does so much business with 
one travel agency, I haven't said anything about the Minister of Tourism, and I think that if he's 
reading something into my speech then I've obviously hit a sore spot, but I do have some very 
important information to read into the record, and I think this government's record has shown that 
they have no direction for the future of Manitoba. 

And I think that on unemployment, let's talk about unemployment. They have the poorest record 
of job creation in Manitoba, and in Canada for that matter. Last year 100,000 people entered the work 
force, but there was only 2,000 jobs available for them. The NDP claimed that they created 65,000 new 
jobs, but Stats Canada says that they only created 30,000, and again, another discrepancy. But I don't 
use strong terms. 
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I would also like to suggest, and you can all ask questions when I'm finished, that the sorry 
economic picture is sort of an indication of the anti-business stand, it's a feeling you get on the street, 
it really is, you get that feeling on the street. I think that they've driven investment capital out of the 
province. You only have to look, as some members have pointed out, to the causes of having one of 
the few provinces with succession duties still around. Everybody who has already paid taxes on their 
earnings, just because of the envy of members opposite, force them to move out of this province. So 
they go down to Alberta and Vancouver and so on and so forth, whether it's BACM, A & W, Winnipeg 
Supply, whether it's the McAuley Art Collection, or whether we're going to have the owner of Halt 
Renfrew move away because the province is just too expensive to pass away, and it's an expensive 
province to die in, because people pay taxes, and they have something to contribute as leaders of our 
community, and I'd like to see either the tax completely done away with or a least give forgiveness for 
the farm. I can't see taxing the heck out of some guy who wants to pass his farm along. 

I thought that it would be interesting to put on the record that mineral exploration in a time of 
plenty, in a time that we know we've got a fantastic mineral potential, has declined 15 percent last 
year, and I think that that's terrible, and the tax credit scheme, and we just have to look at the sales tax, 
in 1968 was $39 million, this year will it be $198 million. And if you really examine it closely, you find 
that the reductions that this government talks about when they talk about 300 and some odd dollars 
they're giving back everyone, I won't use the strong terms the First Minister uses, but I would suggest, 
it's questionably put, because if you work it out it works out to only $2.08 per household if you 
compare 1968 with today so that's what I'm talking about. "Government expenditures out of control " 
in the headlines here when the Free Press printed that provincial expenditures are triple in eight 
years. Everybody's saying it, and your trying to deny it. 

Well we talk about some other problems, and of course, the member had talked about the 
government mismanagement in the Hydro project which is being debated now, and I think we need a 
demand metering, etc., where a lot of these meter readers give you these estimates all the time, and 
that's annoying a lot of elderly people. 

I really think that the public debt has to be made available so that people can have a look at it. We 
know that in March 31st of 1975, I think that the public debt was about $185 million, the public debit in 
March 31st, 1976 is $423.7 million, and that's almost an increase of 130 percent.lt's going to be one of 
the greates greatest reasons, because the only excuse the members opposite have is they stand up 
and say, we have a a AAA rating, isn't that great, I've got a pocket full of credit cards, if I went out and 
used them all, I'd be broke. Does that mean your going to be proud of borrowing the daylights out of 
the taxpayers of Manitoba? You people are really proud of t he fact that you've got credit cards in your 
pocket, and you're out spending them, and somebody is going to have to pay that debt, and I don't 
see as many young people as I usually do in the gallery, but they're the people that are going to be 
saddled with this debt in years to come. 

Well I wanted to talk about some other things, and one of them was, since he's here, the Minister of 
Tourism. I think that we have to ask a number of questions, and one of them is, when is he going to let 
us know what he's going to do for Tourism? Because every time I pick up an ad in any type of national 
publication, every other ad is inviting people to stop off here, we have a main trunk of fantastic 
tourism dollars, the Trans Canada Highway. We just have to have some imagination to support and 
give some people some information to tell them what's happening in Manitoba, and have more things 
happen here that will have people stay leave some of their money behind. But this Minister no, he's all 
of a sudden having a bunch of parks people take over since the last shake-up, and they want 
everybody to go canoeing. There's a lot of dollars in canoeing. In other words, the only cars that are 
going to stop in Manitoba are those with a canoe on the roof, because this is the new Minister. And 
he's got that state-owned hotel' and the state-owned ship, and that's what he's going to do, he's going 
to fill it. Guess what he's going to fill that hotel with? The poor Minister of Public Works is going to 
find that his accomodations in Gimli are going to be suffering, because guess where the government 
meetings and seminars are going to be held? At the Hecla Island Hotel. -(Interjection)-Oh, he 
doesn't want to look bad. 

All right I challenge the Minister in his Estimates, or even after, to deny that the Renewable 
Resources had a meeting up there,· and they're spending $34.00 a night or whatever it is for those 
rooms, and every one of the staff members up there makes at least $7.00 an hour. -(Interjection) -I 
don't care what they make. The point is that you have a pipeline called the Trans Canada Highway, 
you have resorts that historically, that my mother, and many other of the members opposite mothers 
and fathers went to, Grand Beach, Winnipeg Beach, all these historically successful operations, but 
that's not good enough to improve those places. When are they going to get a hotel at Grand Beach? 
They sure got one pretty fast out in the remote area out in the middle of nowhere -(lnterjection)
Well, all right I've got the information on an Order for Return in which the Minister said his share so 
far, is $3, 785,896.51. That's the cost so far of the Hecla Island Hotel complex, that's just the hotel 
according to this Order for Return. 
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So what I am simply saying is that this Minister has got a job to do.l remember going to a meeting 
of which. the guest .speaker, and the former Minister was there, Mr. John Hunt said, "The tourism 
industry has to have more politicians that care, They have to have politicians who eye tourism, 
especially in hard times, as a thing to bring fresh new dollars into the province." So my position 
against the current Minister of Tourism has not changed. 

I do think that this goverment has- and I won't use the words of the First Minister- has engaged 
in a lot of questionable activity. They go out there, and I call it phoney socialism or window-dressing 
or false advertising would be a better word, and they talk about how they are giving the citizens legal 
aid. What an absolute questionable statement! They get $750,000 from the Federal Government, and 
according to this chart here, the balance in trust as of March 31st, 1975, is $1,353,546.22. They get this 
money from lawyers' trust accounts. In the meantime they don't spend that money on legal aid, so 
why are they holding themselves out? lt hasn't cost the taxpayers of Manitoba any money, and they 
are the champions. Look what we are giving you. Everything is for free. - (Interjection)- Yes, you 
said it's for free. 

MR. SPEAKER: Five minutes. 
MR. WILSON: You've also said, under phoney socialism, you've said under Denticare - you take 

credit for it in your political advertising- you talk about all these wonderful things you are doing but 
upon examination you find they all have a budget, and a very small budget, and they are also 
restricted to little, small areas of the province. So I am telling you, I am warning you members 
opposite, be careful of what you put in your literature because I have got a yellow pencil here and I am 
going to underline it. 

And I think the Attorney-General has some answering to do because of the increase in legal aid. 
I've got an old Hansard here; 1976, which says that the - (Interjection)- Well, I don't know if there is 
an increase in poverty; if there is, it is your fault, the government opposite. lt says the Law Society 
gets $338,447.05. What other professional organization gets that kind of funding from the 
government? You know it is like you are holding a tag game. Why do we have to hold a tag game for 
the lawyers of this province? - (lnterjections)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. WILSON: According to this article by Mr. Matas in the Tribune, we have got legal fees of over 

$2 million in the CFI inquiry. In the meantime there are a number of other laws. The Minister is going 
out and spending over $2 million of taxpayers' money while there is some - (Interjection) - and I'm 
talking about- there is a whole illusion going on - (lnterjection)-

Well, I get really mad when I have to answer to my relatives about misleading headlines that are 
attributed to myself. And when the Member for St. Matthews gets up and calls me a discredit to the 
Legislature after the things that he has been talking about ... 

We talk about the laws of our land. I think that I am putting things on the record here that will make 
this a better place to live in. 

And I've got an article here in which the former Attorney-General said he is going to be 
responsible for enforcing the laws of the province and to protect the integrity of the courts. 

A MEMBER: Hear, hear. 
MR. WILSON: Is that right, hear, hear? Here is another article. Law students say that 80 percent of 

them use marijuana and they are involved in hashish and all the rest of it. Here are the future leaders 
of our community breaking the laws and this Minister has got blinkers on. 

I'm not saying that the Minister is responsible for all the laws. Nobody is perfect, but the point is 
that the leaders of this community have got to turn around and stop putting nonsense in the paper 
they have no intentions to live up to. - (lnterjection)-

Well, you see, because there are priorities again. lt was alright for a bunch of government 
employees to form a co-op and to go out and illegally buy stuff for their own government and so on 
and so forth, and it was brought out by . . . Again people should spend more time in reading the 
Auditor's Report; there is a lot of interesting reading material. Maybe somebody has to take it and go 
through it and pick out the good parts, and then maybe we could get down to something serious. But I 
think that there is a real problem, a real problem with the fact that - (Interjection)- Well, you're not 
getting the leadership and I think that your leader is getting tired. He doesn't seem interested 
because, you know, all these things that are going on in the government opposite, he could stop 
them. You know the captain of a team sometimes has to take a bit of responsibility for what is going 
on. 

I have found that there has been a great deal of co-operation from a Minister like the Minister of 
Public Works. When you sit down to his Estimates and you point things out to him, he gets out and 
does them. I had the Member for Wellington tell me I didn't know anything when I was talking about 
the Legislative Buildings, yet the Minister of Public Works spent $80,000 to fix up the river bank, to 
beautify the Legislative Buildings, and to turn around and carry the people path down there and cut 
down all the bushes in which people were getting knocked over the head and everything. I guarantee 
you, to turn around and - (Interjections)- You laugh, you laugh, but the crime rate in the Legislative 
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Buildings has dropped considerably and the credit must go with the Minister of Public Works for 
listening. You have deaf ears, and that Member for St. Matthews really gets my goat when he won't 
. . .  Well, he says . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable member's time is up. The Honourable Member for 
Radisson. 

MR. WILSON: I'll just be a minute, Mr. Speaker. - (lnterjections)
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Member for Wolseley. 
MR. WILSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. -(lnterjections)-
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. WILSON: Basically, however, that was the good news for the Minister of Public Works. I 

wanted to talk about his inability to keep his promise pertaining to the Gimli Industrial Park. However, 
since my time is up, I won't spend too much more time - (lnterjections)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. WILSON:  Well, he promised us in the 1976 Estimates that he was going to do something 

about reducing the deficit, and this year the deficit is higher. And I think when he gives out 
accommodation with two bedrooms, three bedrooms, and supplies all the light, all the heat, all the 
water, and people can leave their doors open and leave their lights on all night, I think those premises 
should be metered. That is the kind of savings that I am talking about, the $10,000 here, the $20,000 
there. And I think that the Minister of Tourism is doing this province a disservice by demanding all the 
government seminars be held at Hecla Island. I think the Gimli Industrial Park deserves part of the 
action. In fact why not show some responsibility in an election year . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Continuing Education state his point of order. 
MR. HANUSCHAK: Yes, Mr. Speaker. I believe the honourable member had stated that I had 

issued a directive demanding that all seminars be held at a certain place in the Province of Manitoba. I 
would like the honourable member to produce whatever proof he has of my having made that 
statement. 

MR. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, I am suggesting that the Minister of Tourism . . .  maybe the word 
"demanding" is wrong, but knowing his success -(Interjections)-Well, sometimes I use the wrong 
word, as the . . .  Maybe I will retract that and apologize for the word "demanding", but I willsay 
"suggesting " to all government departments that they come up to Hecla Island. 

MR. HANUSCHAK: I would like him to produce whatever evidence he has that I in fact have 
suggested that. 

A MEMBER: Well, maybe that's the wrong word. 
MR. WILSON: Mr. Speaker, I would suggest one only has to examine the record of the number of 

government departments that have used the facilities to date and the numbers that are planning to 
use it in the immediate future and the numbers that will be using it in order that it doesn't appear to 
lose a lot of money. 

I will finish up with this comment, in saying that you will be found out, and I think the materials that 
I read from before . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Health. 
MR. DESJARDINS: My honourable friend is telling us how virtuous he is and he would never 

break the laws. Can he tell me when the P. C. Party will stop using the provincial trade mark in their 
• • •  1 am sure he wouldn't want to break the law of this province. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Wolseley. Order please. 
MR. WILSON: You know there is a humourous side to that, and the humourous side is unknown to 

the Minister of Tourism. He ordered and bought all those buffaloes from none other than Dalton 
Camp's Advertising Agency. 

1 simply say that I see nothing wrong with using the logo as the promotion of Manitoba. I think that 
everyone should be proud of using it. - (lnterjections)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Are you ready for the question? The Honourable Member for 
Pembina. 

MR. HENDERSON: I move, seconded by the Member for Gladstone, that -(lnterjections)
MR� SPEAKER: Order please. Does the Honourable Member for Radisson wish to speak? The 

Honourable Member for Flin Flon has already spoken when he took the adjournment. The 
Honourable Member for . . .  Order please. The Honourable Member for Flin Flon has a question? 

MR. BARROW: Would the honourable member entertain a question? The Party speech where the 
union supported the organizing system NDP, would you deny that lnco, Hudson Bay Mining and 
Smelting and Sherritt-Gordon do not pour unlimited funds into the Conservative campaign and the 
Liberal campaign in an effort to destroy an honest, open, trustworthy government? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Member for Radisson. 
MR. SHAFRANSKY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. First of ali i would like to express my appreciation 
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and a deep admiration for the Budget Address that was made by the Minister of Finance. He knows 
that in the caucus I did not always agree with all of the points that he expresses and I have my ways of 
saying it to him. However, I can say that I was very pleased with the way the people's Budget was 
presented by the people's government in the address that he made last Friday afternoon. 

Mr. Speaker, I once attempted to express my regrets at not seeing the Honourable Member for 
Riel in the House and I was rudely being interrupted by the Opposition, but I do wish to express and 
wish him well, that his recovery will be speedy. Having had a similar situation happen to me not too 
long ago, I know what it is that his wife and family are experiencing and I wish him a speedy recovery. 

This morning I understand, and I would have liked to have had somebody tell me what had 
happened, but I understand that the Honourable Member for Lakeside, whom I admire but I don't 
always agree with, has had some problem and I hope that it is not serious, that he will be here among 
us next Monday, full of fire, vim and vigour and in his usual top form. 

Mr. Speaker, we have just listened to the Honourable lemen on this side, that he epitomizes very 
much what the Conservative Party stands for. What the Honourable Member for Wolseley is saying in 
regard to his party is exactly what the Conservative Party stands for. He is privy to their caucus 
meetings and he knows better than any of us on this side what they discussed, so when he gets up 
here and expresses certain views, I sincerely believe that he expresses the views of that party. The 
other members on that side are too sophisticated, are too sophisticated to express their ideas and the 
feelings that they have. They are too sophisticated and they are able to gloss over, they are able to 
conceal and say nothing. They get up and they state .. . well, they get up and speak at great length, 
use a lot of words, invectives, but not express anything as to what they stand for. They are masters at 
misleading. . 

We've had the example of the Leader of the official Opposition get up time and time again and 
charge and then, in fact, the whole Conservative Party has used the statements of the Leader of the 
official Opposition, that Manitoba Hydro, that the officials in Manitoba Hydro, that the engineering 
staff in Manitoba Hydro advised the Board of Manitoba Hydro and therefore it led to their waste of 
some $605 million of taxpayers' money and to me, Mr. Speaker, those are very libellous statements. 
He charges.....,. they have seen the literature come out to homes, "This is not your Hydro bill, this is a 
statement of waste of $605 million of the taxpayers' wasted money and this is why your hydro bill has 
gone up. " Well, Mr. Speaker, the Leader of the Official Opposition had many an opportunity to ask 
those questions directly to the Chairman of Manitoaba Hydro, a respected man and he had been 
refuted every time. But he does not accept it, he continues impuning the whole integrity of all of the 
people in the Manitoba Hydro, the integrity of the senior staff, including me, yes, and I claim not to 
have any engineering knowledge, but there are some people on that side that claim to have some 
engineering skills. I understand that the Member for St. James is an engineer. The Member for Riel is 
an engineer and therefore should have some ability to understand what has taken place and what has 
happened. This just doesn't seem to make sense to me, Mr. Speaker. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, I should speak to you. You were a member of the board in 1969 to 1970-71. 
I came on shortly after you. Possibly I should ask you at that time if you could tell me whether, in fact, 
Dr. Cass-Beggs was politically motivated when he was asked by this government, whether he used 
political persuasion on those top engineering staff of Manitoba Hydro - Mr. Bateman, Mr. Tom 
Storey, the Chief Engineer. Whether the man, the former Dean of the Faculty of Engineering, Jack 
Hoogstraten, was the man that was politically moved to make the changes. I would like to ask you, Mr. 
Speaker and you can nod whether you agree with me or not, because I was not privy at that particular 
time. But Mr. Speaker, you were a member of that board. Somehow, I feel that your integrity is also 
being impuned. I know that you had no opportunity to express it, but you can express in some mild 
way . . . well, maybe I should not expect to have you answer me directly because it is not proper 
procedure, they tell me, in the House. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I just want to go back again to the speech made by the Honourable Member for 
Wolseley and to reiterate that what he says expresses the position of the Conservative Party and that 
is the kind of spectre we can have if there should ever be a change. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, 1967 I believe it was, there was a leadership contest- the Honourable 
Duff Roblin had resigned as the Premier of the Province of Manitoba to seek other, well he had put in 
a number of years and he felt that he should retire from the political scene in Manitoba . I  believe that 
it was in '67 and I wish to be corrected, that there was a leadership convention in the Conservative 
Party, it was '67 and it took place in the Winnipeg Auditorium. I remember watching television -
some of you people might not have had the interest but I was very much interested to see what was 
happening -and I know there was a man by the name of Sterling Lyon running for the leadership, 
Sterling Lyon. There was a man by the name of Dr. George Johnson running for the leadership of the 
Conservative Party and there was a man by the name of Waiter Weir running for the leadership of the 
Conservative Party. You know, Mr. Speaker, -(Interjection)- was this Stewart McLean? 

A MEMBER: Oh yes, yes. 
MR. SHAFRANSKY: I am sorry there was also a man by the name of Stewart McLean running for 
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the lead?rship of the Conservative Party. Well, Mr. Speaker, what happened in that particular 
leader�hlp? You know, I knew when I heard some of the colleagues opposite tell me something, 
sometimes, you know, sort of the confidential moments and I will not state who. You know that 
Sterling Lyon, they just didn't have any trust in him. He was so far right that if they selected him, that 
was closest to almost Fascism. He was the one that always called us these red-eyed socialists and so 
on, that he was so far right that they could not begin to think of the spectre of having the changes that 
were brought about by Roblin, that in a very short period of time he could undo it. I know Dr. George 
Johnson was too far left, was too far left. In fact, I know, Mr. Speaker, 1 happened to have been 
involved with the New Democratic Party. In fact, Dr. George Johnson was going to run for the CCF 
Party at one time. He was going to be a candidate, but Roblin -and I don't condemn Roblin, the 
Honourable Duff Roblin, former Premier of the province of Manitoba,-did persuade him because 
he was a progressive man. I'll tell you, Mr. Speaker, and I'll admit it to the House, the Honourable Duff 
Roblin when he came into power after the years of the Campbell government, he brought many 
needed social legi�lation. He improved the educational system and I give him credit to this day. I 
know that the stud1es were begun under D.L. Campbell but I just did not have that confidence that 
when D. L. Camp bell wou Id have had that opportunity that he wou Id have continued with some of the 
recommendations of the Michener Report. 

However, I'll give Duff Roblin and his Cabinet ... I know that because I also happen to be aware 
that one Sterling Lyon at that time, he didn't want to be party to any kind of . . . These are socialist 
moves, you know, to improve our educational opportunities for the youth of the province. But I 
remember having to speak to Dr. George Johnson when he was promoting the secondary school 
areas. I was a principal in a school north of Beausejour and since there was no one else I was called 
upon, you know, when he was trying to explain the program and what they were going to do and what 
the secondary school areas was about. I was called upon to introduce Dr. Johnson. lt was a sincere 
pleasure and I certainly promoted those ideas that the Conservatives at that time advocated and did 
bring about. And I give them credit. 

But what happened, Mr. Speaker, up to 1967? . There were a lot of changes made. There was road 
construction. There were things happening and there was a certain amount of pride. But what 
happened after 1967, Mr. Speaker? First of all, the present leader Sterling Lyon, then I believe the 
Attorney-General, -what did they do with him, what did they finally do with him? They turfed him 
out. They rejected him. They looked at Dr. George Johnston and said, "Well, he's too far left. He was 
associated with George Hutton, a very progressive man. He was associated with Duff Roblin, a very 
progressive man."They said, "No' Sterling Lyon was so far to the right, we'll select Waiter Weir."
(Interjection)-Well, Stewart M cLean, he sort of fell in between somewhere there.l don't really know, 
but I know the major players. Waiter Weir was selected because the power group figured they could 
manage Waiter Weir. 

So, in 1969, Waiter Weir called and election, and the rest is history, Mr. Speaker. What happened 
to Sterling Lyon? Just like a little puppy dog, he put his tail between his legs and ran off, he said, 
"That's it, you rejected me in 1967, no way am I going to be involved with this group again. You 
selected a man when you could have had me." So for eight years he cooled his heels and looked in 
every possible way, and I suppose, wasn't too successful. So they began to rem old him. Mr. Speak,er, 
I have a neighbour who had a tire retreaded. I'm not going to mention his name, I said, "If you reject a 
tire, it's been discarded, would you take that tire after it's been lying around for about eight years, 
would you begin to retread it? Would you have any confidence in it? " He said, "Harry, you know, I 
used to retread small tires, but I didn't want to have the responsibility, and I wouldn't do it. I do 
retreading on major, large equipment, where it puts in about five inches or 500 pounds of rubber for 
mining companies and so on, where it is just a matter of the amount of rubber that's put on because 
the tire itself, it's just impossible to break it down." But you need a certain amount of rubber in order 
to be able to have the traction when you're working in underground mines. I know my colleague, the 
Member for Flin Flon, will be aware of these mucking machines and so on and the amount of tires. 

Anyway, what did the Conservative Party do? First of all, they tried to remold him. it's really 
amusing, Mr. Speaker, it's most amusing. After eight years, they called him back and said, "Sterling, 
okay I know that you were rejected in '67, but people perhaps have forgotten. it's ten years. We'll give 
you some money. " By the way, he forgot about that when he was interviewed on John Harvard, he 
forgot about it and had to run back and say, "Oh my goodness, what did I do? "- so that "we'll make a 
new man out of you. " 

A MEMBER: Amnesia, Harry. 
MR. SHAFRANSKY: Is that called amnesia? Well, Mr. Speaker, before the retread was brought 

back, there was another little case, Waiter resigned. All those fellows behind never put any 
confidence in Waiter. He was a good man, but they didn't. In every possible way-that's typical-
they caused him to be very unhappy and so he chose the honourable way and resigned. _ 

There was a challenge again. There was the Honourable Member for River Heiqhts and the 
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Honourable Member for Lakeside. And what positions did they take-the Honourable Member for 
Lakeside , I just wish him well -but I say, what was his position? What is his stance in this House? To 
me, a sort of neo-"Fascist right wihg. What did the people of the Conservative Party do? They were 
wise. They rejected him. They selected Sidney, the Honourable Member for River Heights, and he 
became the leader. But again, that group ... The Honourable Member for River Heights was moving 
too far to the left, so they began to look and they began to stab and began to do all kinds of things and 
forced it. So what was the major decision made? By a mere 27 votes, because those guys in the back, 
except for the Member for Wolseley who felt some obligation, the Member for Arthur, the Member for 
Virden who knew the present Member for Souris-Killarney very well. And they said, "No way. No way 
are we going to. " If there hadn't been that minor little change, if those other fellows were not ready to 
do the Honourable Member for River Heights in . .. -(Interjection)- Yes, but they bought it, 
because this guy was a retread; a new image now. 

What did he do, Mr. Speaker? When he spoke on the Throne Speech? He came around, this man 
who was against any kind of concern for the old, any concern for the sick, any concern-the guy 
who's going around telling the people, "The first thing I'll do when I come into power, Autopac, the 
Manitoba Public Insurance Corporation, it's the first thing that's going to go." What did he do? He 
came around and now is a moderate, moderate man. He looked, he said, "lt's good, it's good. " He's 
going to apply the common sense approach to the whole process of government. He came, he saw it 
was good, and therefore we will continue it, we're just going to apply a little common sense. I would 
think that the common sense came- I have a little souvenir of a wine glass and it says, "Common 
Sense Government - signed Sterling Lyon." I think for a lot of those people, the common sense came 
out of that wine glass, beca!Jse that's the only common sense I've ever seen come from him. He's 
never expressed anything outside of those things that we stated we have done and we will continue to 
do, being a people's government, a people's party. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been almost eight years since the New Democrats, under our leader, the 
Premier, were elected to government, and in this period there have been some dramatic changes 
made to benefit people. I would venture to ask the Honourable Member for Assiniboia that he would 
agree with me. I know he is busy and he is not trying to pay attention. lt could be said not all the 
legislation passed by our government has always been popular. There have been various pieces of 
legislation which have been unpopular. They have been unpopular with me. Human nature being 
what it is, it is impossible to please everyone on every issue we have dealt with. Our eight years in 
government should be examined, Mr. Speaker, and I would say to you gentlemen there and anybody 
else, that it should be examined in its totality. To my knowledge, Mr. Speaker-and I would like to 
have anyone on that side challenge me-we are the only political party which came to power and 
carried out all our election promises, and we will continue to do that, Mr. Speaker. Something that I 
have no confidence because -(Interjection)- You have expressed your party's position and I 
believe you. I believe you, the Honourable Member for Wolseley. The other people are too 
sophisticated, you've expressed very, very well what the Conservative Party stands for. 

Mr. Speaker, we have introduced universal Medicare, Pharmacare- again they said that there 
was going to be some changes. -(Interjection)-Universal Medicare means that it is not put on me 
because if you have some money. lt is available to every individual, every individual in the Province of 
Manitoba and there is no means test required. They don't look to see, " Have you paid your premium? 
Have you paid your premium? Before we can admit you, we will have to make sure that you have paid 
your premium." You know that's what your understanding is. 

Pharmacare, the best in the country; Autopac, the lowest in Canada. In fact, I would venture . .. I 
would say it is the lowest, to my knowledge, in the whole North American continent. There might be 
some conflict in this that Saskatchewan might be better, but having been in ... The people having 
long practice since about 1 944, we introduced it in what year, 1 970. Well, I would expect that they 
would be getting more efficient, but the fact is, with a very short few years, we have been able to do 
what we set out to do, that it is less than 50 percent. the administration cost of the so-called "rugged 
individuals "-those great businessmen, the experts in the field of business -we have been able to 
manage that business with less than 50 percent of what it costs the private. -(lnterjection)
Possibly, you might have had that kind of experience in your job, but I am not aware of that. 
Introduced personal care homes, senior citizen housing second to none, elderly persons home care. 

Mr. Speaker, last night I was at the nominating meeting at Transcona and there was one thing that 
really moved everyone. lt was most unexpected. There was a lady there who, for the first time in all 
her life, was able to get out of . .. she no longer had to stay in the hospital, she no longer had to stay 
where there was immediate medical attention at all hours, she was able to move about like other 
people. She was able to attend that meeting. The Premier just happened to be talking about some of 
the things we moved and this is that the home care - that she was able to have that service and 
having to live in an environment of the house of friends and family, in the environment of her home, 
not in a little cubicle in the hospital away from all her familiar surroundings and so on. Mr. Speaker, 
she came and she just yelled out, "I am an example of that type of person and I wish to express my 
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deep appreciation to this government. " -(Interjection)- Wel l ,  the Minister of Health can take credit, 
but I would say it is the phi losophy of this party - I 'd l ike to tell the Minister of Health - ou r  concern 
for people, and that you have been fortunate to have been given the task of doing that because 
( I nterjection)- sometimes you wonder but I know that you have done a fantastic job. 

M r. Speaker, i n  our short eight years, we have had the elderly persons' Repair Program, 
someth ing that neglected people wondering from day to day - thei r roof is leaki ng, they need new 
windows and so on. They have had many years. I don't know how it is, Mr. Speaker, that they were not 
able to have these thi ngs in mind.  I have some cl ippings here where the Honourable Leader of the 
Official Opposition states, "Wel l ,  those thi ngs are best done by the private sector. " Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, 
under this govern ment, we were able to i ntroduce that program and enabled people to begin to l ive in 
greater comfort; they were able to l ive in pride and l ive in that type of feel i ng that there is a future that 
they can look forward to, that there wasn't a constant despair - what the heck is going to happen to 
them. There was a sense, yes, of security and looked for a long, happy future. 

Mr. Speaker, we i ntroduced the The Consumer Protection Act, something which was long 
lacking; establ ished the Office of Om budsman . Now who, in their  wildest dream, would say to have 
the Office of Ombudsman - and this is one person who can look i nto all aspects of government 
actions and so on and to bring redress. People can come to this gentleman and say, look, the Minister 
of Tourism did something or rather, and they can cause the Minister if he made a mistake and can 
point it out, and he wi l l  be forced to correct it if he had made an error. This is something, Mr. Speaker, 
that a people's government and a concern for people has been able to accomplish. 

The Manitoba Cost-of-Living Tax Credit, those people i n  low i ncome, were able to receive a l ittle 
help. And of course, let us not forget the property tax credit today at $225 and the basic maximum of 
$375.00. That means a lot. 

Mr. Speaker, I don't know if I have enoug h time. I was going to show my - ( Interjection)- Ten 
minutes. Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I have my tax b i l l .  I was j ust going to work on the i ncome tax - and the 
shocker of all shockers - in 1 969, my tax bi l l  was somewhere in the neighbourhood of $390.00. After 
ten years, my property tax, it was a l ittle over, somewhere i n  the neighbourhood of $369.00. Well ,  Mr . 

. Speaker, today, after al most ten years, you know, my tax bi l l  was $759.00take away $225.00; it brings 
it down to about $525.00. Then, I fi l led out my i ncome tax and, lo and behold - you know, I never 
believed it - I get another $65.00. So that brings it down to about $470.00. In nine years, Mr. Speaker, 
nine years. Oh, pardon me. I also f i l led out - you know I never did this before, this Cost of Living - I
filled out the cost of l iving and I get $61.00 on that. So, I 'm back down to around $400.00, Mr. Speaker. 
Now, after some ten years, ten years, and these people talk.  

A MEMBER: Don't push your luck, Harry, don't push your luck. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Sturgeon Creek. 
MR. J. FRANK JOHNSTON: Well ,  Mr. Speaker, then the Honourable Member for Radisson prefers 

to use the property tax rebate on his property tax. I wonder if he would ask the Premier when he puts 
out a piece of l iterature the next ti me, that he not use the property tax rebate on the provincial income
tax. 

. 

MR. SHAFRANSKY: You see, some people rent homes and they are able to use it on their income 
tax. 

A MEMBER: Only some people. 
MR. SHAFRANSKY: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, the l ist that I have g iven about what this government has 

done in a few short years can go on, and on, and on, but I just mentioned a few. If one thing I have 
mentioned has been unpopular with you, Mr. Speaker, or with the opposition, I would l ike you to 
reflect, Mr. Speaker, what are the alternatives? What have they offered? What are the alternatives? 

What are the alternatives, Mr. Speaker? Have you heard anything? The Leader of the Official 
Opposition in his speech on the Throne Speech got up and he said,  he looked at all of these things, " I  
saw; i t  was good; I 'm going t o  continue that's al l .  I was good; I 'm going t o  continue." Now just what on 
earth are they tal king about? But I don't trust them, Mr. Speaker, and I hope certainly, Mr. Speaker, 
that you don't. 

I trust what the Honou rable Member for Riel i ndicated that when he comes, if they should ever 
have the opportunity, the first thing they were going to do when he was Acting House Leader, that 
they are going to remove this i nequitous tax, the property tax. They are going to remove it. I believe 
the Honourable Member for Morris who i ndicated that we have to put i n  some kind of deterrents; 
people want to pay some money. So if you get sick, we have to put some kind of a tax on you so the 
best thing is, don't get sick. I bel ieve that that's what they say, even though the Leader of the Official 
Opposition says that he wou ld not change one wh it. Now, Mr. Speaker, I don't . . .  

MR. F. JOHNSTON: Would the honourable member permit another question? 
MR. SHAFRANSKY: Certai n ly. 
lliiR. F. JOHNSTON: I wonder if the honou rable member would ask the Member for St. Matthews if 

he agrees with reducing the tax on insulation. Does he ag ree with that? I wonder if  the honourable 
member would ask his colleague that question. 
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MR. SHAFRANSKY: Mr. Speaker, that's very easy. I ' l l  tel l  you. The Finance Minister expressed 
that we are going to do it. I expressed my view on that to the Min ister of Finance and if he wants tofind 
out, he can ask the Minister of Finance sometime in  confidence and he wil l  tel l  him because I thi nk my 
words would be classified unparl iamentary, so the Member for Sturgeon Creek can ask the Min ister 
of Finance. 

Mr. Speaker, I have just indicated that the Member for Morris has mentioned the fact that people 
- this idea of having everyone go to the hospital and not worry about work, how your medical bil ls 
are going to be paid for and so on - is no good; the people want to pay and he bel ieves that there 
should be some kind of deterrent. In other words, a tax on the sick people. And I bel ieve that. 

Tell me, Mr. Speaker, I know you're the best person to talk to; you are always very considerate, 
sometimes I wish I had not been so unru ly at times, but I am taking a leaf from your page, M r. Speaker, 
I am taking a leaf from your page and hope to co-operate in the same way and keep my silence when I 
take the Chair, but it wil l  be difficult sometimes. So you wi l l  forgive me, Mr. Speaker, if we have this 
private l ittle conversation. 

I want to tel l  you, Mr. Speaker, would you trust such a man who, at not too long a period of time, 
had indicated that all of these programs that we have introduced or the things that he is going to 
discard and then comes in this House and says, "Well ,  no, they seem to be working. Maybe we'll 
manage it better." How are they goi ng to manage it better? Wel l ,  he bel ieves in  these rugged 
ind ividuals. If I give it to Great West Life or I give it to that g roup, they'll manage it m uch much better, 
you know. I 'm not going to disband it but we' l l  remove the civil servants, those people responsible for 
this House, they' l l  manage it better. I bel ieve that's the way he would work. And can you trust that 
man? Can you ever dream? Can you trust a man, Mr. Speaker, who forgets? I believe that he was 
nominated last night so I wish to congratulate him in spite of the fact that he stated that he was invited 
by the whole executive who later repudiated that statement. -(I nterjection)- The leader. Wel l ,  he 
had a problem but I should cong ratu late him. In spite of that, he did get the nomination. -
( I nterjection)- Wel l ,  I know that. That's . However, what I say that there was some doubt it was borne 
out eventually that, in fact, nobody else ran and the man who was going to run left in disgust with a 
few choice words. There was some indication from the executive that they did not in fact invite h i m  so 
he sort of imposed himself there. -(I nterjection)- Thank you, Ben. 

Mr. Speaker, to quote a famous local politician - I don't know if any of you know this local 
politician This but I know him very well - " government once and all is the best damn government 
this province has ever had. " 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Righways. 
HONOURABLE PETER BURTNIAK (Dauphin}: Wel l ,  Mr.  Speaker, I suppose that after almost a 

week of debate on the Budget, that sometimes statements are made over and over again .  I n  other 
words, they become very repetitious. I think that this is happening - and I want to be fair here - that 
this is happening, not only on the other side of the House but I guess, to some degree, on this side of 
the House as wel l .  I feel that what's good for the one side naturally must be good forthe othe r side as 
wel l .  In other words, what is good for the goose must be good for the gander. 

A MEMBER: Not always. 
MR. BURTNIAK: In the last few days, th is week, since this debate has been progressing, I have 

been paying close attention to the statements that have been made, particularly statements made by 
the members on the other side. When I was not in the House from time to time when some of the 
speakers were on their feet, I have checked back in Hansard and it seems to me that whatever was 
mentioned in the Budget that particularly the Conservative opposition have taken the attitude , that 
sort of "me too" kind of an approach. Regardless of whether or not we are talking about Medicare or 
Pharmacare or senior citizens' homes or property tax rebate or M PlC, whatever, they said, "Me too, 
but . . .  " They said,  "You know, we would do it better. " That is the only kind of criticism and 
suggestions that we have heard in  the last six or seven days in this House, that they would do it better. 

Mr. Speaker, as I check back into history, I find that the present Leader of the Official Opposition, 
the Conservative Party, would l ike to take us back to when the Conservative Party were in  power prior 
to 1 969 when Manitoba had the highest income tax in  Canada, and now we have the fourth lowest. He 
would take us back to the Conservative years when they were i n  power prior to 1 969, when we had the 
highest Medicare premiums in Canada, today we have none. He would l i ke to take us back when they 
were in power prior to 1 969, when we had the third highest sales tax in Canada, today we have the 
lowest. He would l ike to take us back when they were in power, back before 1 969, when they were the 
ones who partici pated in the agreement to give away onetenth of the p rovince's land, and also agreed 
to supply these people, whoever they were, with public money for this development. 

They would also l ike to take us back to the days prior to 1 969, Mr. Speaker, when there were 
virtually no low i ncome housing, no housing for the elderly, in spite of the fact that in that period of 
time there were hues and cries by the general public for this kind of facility. This, Mr. Speaker' is the 
record of the previous government and this is what they were tel l ing us today that th is is how they 
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would do things better if they would ever become the government of this Province of Manitoba. 
I recal l  on Tuesday last - and I notice he's not in  his seattoday this afternoon - but my colleague, 

the Member for Ste. Rose, was very shocked when he discovered that in  the Ste. Rose stituency there 
. were no senior citizens' homes prior to 1 969, and even someti me after. I would also remind the 

honourable member, my col league, that the road situation in the Constituency of Ste. Rose was very 
poor also. There was no road construction virtually of any kind at that time. !t doesn't really surprise 
me, Mr. Speaker, because I bel ieve it was, oh, some two sessions ago or so when it was revealed in 
this House that the way the Prog ressive Conservative Party, when they were in  government, the way 
they used to set their priorities was that they would sit down and take a look as to which 
constituencies they were sure to win; which constituencies they thought that they had a good chance 
of winning, possible ones; and they also looked at the other constituencies where they had no chance 
of winning and in that way they set their priorities accordingly. If we were to recal l ,  Mr.  Speaker, that 
the Constituency of Ste. Rose happened to be a Liberal constituency at that time, which was held by 
our friend, at least my friend , Gi ldas Molgat. 

No wonder there were no such things as any road development in  that area, any senior citizens' 
homes or anythi ng of that nature in  that particular time. But what even makes it more sort of i ronic, is 
the fact that even the Dauphin Constituency which happened to be represented by the Conservative 
member of the Legislature, who for 1 0  or 1 1  years, as a matter of fact for the entire time of the life of 
the Conservative Party, from 1 959 I bel ieve it was to 1 969 inclusive, -(Interjection)- wel l'  1 958 to 
1 969, he too was a member of the government, as a matter of fact was a Minister d u ring all that period 
of time. And I find that even though he was a member of that party and the Minister of the party, he 
wasn't very successful in  achieving too much for the constituency of Dauphin either. 

I found out - wel l ,  I shouldn't say I thought it was a known fact - but that in  1 969, for example, 
when we talk about senior citizens' homes that in Dauphin there were someth ing l ike 30 or 40 units, 
that's al l .  Today, Mr. Speaker, in the few short years we have increased that to 90 units with an 
additional 1 00 units, high rise, due to be started any time now. But that's only Dauphin.  What about 
the comm un ity of Gi lbert Plains? 

They built a senior citizens' faci l ity in Gi lbert Plains a few years ago. J ust a year ago we opened a 
new senior citizens' facil ity in the Vil lage of Ochre River as well as a number in Ste. Rose. But that's 
not al l .  You know' we don't set out priorities in the same manner as the previous adm i n istration. I see 
the Honourable Member for Birtle-Russell is in his seat. I want to tel l h im and I 'm sure he knows, that 
there have been such facilities and others found in his constituency in the last few years. 

The Member for Swan River, the Member for Robl in,  as a matter of fact I 've had the opportun ity to 
official ly open some of those facil ities not very long ago. 

But I don't know, maybe the former Member for Dauphin was sort of chiselled of some of the 
programs that the government had, or maybe there wasn't too many programs to go around , or 
maybe there was a combination of both, I 'm not sure. -(Interjection)-

! bel ieve my colleague, the Member for Radisso, was talking about tax rebates - property tax 
rebates. I ,  too, was qu ite su rprised - maybe I shouldn't have been - but j ust less than a week ago I 
had an opportun ity to meet one of my constituents and I was qu ite surprised - and as I say maybe I 
shouldn't have been, but nevertheless it's very interesting - to find that what he told me about the 
property tax rebate and what it does as far as mun icipal taxes are concerned. He informed me that at 
the present time he is paying lower taxes today than he ever has in his l ife, that's municipal taxes. 

A MEMBER: $2.80. 
MR. BURTNIAK: He told me that he has a home which is 20 or 25 years of age. He doesn't make a 

g reat deal of money a year, a moderate income. He has a wife and a family, and he indicated to me 
that his mun ici pal tax bil l  he received in 1 976 was $370.00. After fil ing his income tax and taking the 
Manitoba Property Tax Credit rebate he now pays a sum total of exactly $20.00. That is all he pays i n  
mun icipal taxes in 1 976. That, I think, Mr. Speaker, i s  quite a lesson.  H e  adm itted to m e  that at n o  time 
were his taxes any lower than they are today. As a matter of fact he also pointed out that d u ring the 
time from 1 965 to the early '70s, during that period of time, his taxes were the highest. 

1 noticed a few days ago that my honourable friend, the Member for Lakeside, and I 'm sorry to see 
that he's not in his seat. I hope that he's all  right. I understand he was i l l  this morning, and I certainly 
hope that he recovers quickly. But anyway, he said and I quote from Page 2492 of Hansard: "We have 
also said, and we wi l l  do as Premier Ben nett is trying to do in British Columbia, introduce the element 
of competition in  Autopac." He fu rther went on to say, "I am paying 80 percent more for Autopac now 
than I have ever paid in  my l ife." Now, I bel ieve, Mr. Speaker, that that is a very very broad statement. it 
doesn't mean anything really, because I have no idea - and I don't think he has either - as to what is 
he com pari ng. 

I ,  very briefly, M r. Speaker, would l ike to just point out to the Honou rable Members of the House 
and see if they wi l l  agree, and I 'm sure they will not, that it is a fact, Autopac payments in Man itoba are 
80 percent higher than they ever were. I wi l l  tel l  you, M r. Speaker, and to the Members of the House, 
as was mentioned a few moments ago, that we are enjoying the lowest premiums anywhere in  
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Canada and, for that matter , perhaps in the North American continent. 
I want to give you a couple of examples when we talk about i nsurance rates for automobiles. I wi l l  

take a single person, 1 9  or 20 years of age, and this  person has a th ree-year accident and conviction
free record. He takes out a $1 00,000 Third Party Liabil ity, $1 00.00 Deductible Col l ision, $25.00 
Deductible Comprehensive, used primari ly for pleasure d riving. This is a 1 975 Ford LTD. This is a 
young person, 1 9  years or 20. What wi l l  his premi ums be in Man itoba as compared to more or less the 
same kind of areas, same population more or less, in other provinces. Let me take the Province of 
Ontario and the Province of Alberta and compare it to simi lar areas in the Province of Manitoba. 

This young person,  agai n ,  $1 00,000 Third Party Liabil ity, $1 00.00 Deductible Coll ision, $25.00 
Deductible Comprehensive. In Thunder Bay it would cost this individual $1 ,509.00. In Kenora, 
Ontario it would cost him $1  ,735.00. In Alberta it would cost h i m  $ 1 ,  1 24.00. In Brandon, Manitoba or 
Dauphin or any such area, it would cost him $220.00. 

On top of it al l ,  Mr. Speaker, in Manitoba, $30.00 Driver's Licence I nsurance Premi um is i ncluded 
i n  that as well as the $1 5.00 per year derived from the two cents per gallon gasoline tax. That is 
incl uded in that price. 

Let us look at a person who is over 25 years of age, taking the same areas, taking the same car, and 
see what that person's prem iu ms would be in the same towns i n  comparison to Man itoba areas. As I 
said, a person 25 years of age, he i nsured his car for $1 00,000 Third Party Liabil ity, $1 00.00 
Deductible Coll ision, $25.00 Deducti ble Comprehensive, 1 975 Ford L TD agai n .  I n  Thunder Bay, 
$368.00; Kenora, Ontario $41 4.00; Conservative Al berta, in Leth bridge, $293.00; in Brandon, 
Man itoba $ 1 91 .00. Agai n ,  M r. Speaker, $1 5.00 is i ncl uded for the Driver's Licence and I nsurance 
Premium as well as the $1 5.00 per year derived from the two cents per gallon gasoline i nsurance. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that isn't all. That isn't al l .  As far as Autopac is concerned, it is not the fact that 
we have the best and the lowest i nsurance prem iums in the country, but there are other benefits that 
sometimes seem to go unnoticed and to me, I think they are very very important to take note of. I 
would hink that the honourable friends, I would suppose they know a lot about insurance - at least 
some of them do - that every insu rance company whether it be a private or a public i nsurance 
company, they have a certain amount of funds, in the m i l l ions I might say, and this is derived by 
certain claims that are not processed. The money has been received but the claims are being 
processed and this runs at times i nto mi l l ions of dol lars. So the insu rance companies, what they do is  
they reinvest this money i nto various things. And one of the n ice thi ngs about the MPIC, our 
government auto i nsurance, is the fact that - and we have said this many times before and it's 
beg inn ing to show now that we were right - this money wil l  be i nvested here in the Province of 
Manitoba. lt wi l l  not go l i ke it used to under the private insurance to the head office somewhere i n  
Minneapolis, Chicago, New York, Toronto or Montreal .  No, this money stays right here for the benefit 
of the people of the Province of Manitoba. 

I, Mr. Speaker, would l i ke to go on record to indicate, to g ive my honourable friends i nd ication of 
how much money has been real ly invested in the short five-year period of time that we have been i n  
the business of public i nsurance. And I might say too that this money hasn't been invested only i n  
New Democratic Party constituences, but a l l  across the Province o f  Manitoba. I n  the fi rst place, i n  
provincial bonds for Manitoba Telephone System, the investment has been $1 1 .5 mi l l ion i nvested 
here in the Province of Manitoba. In Hospital Bonds, and I 'm going to read this for the record - read 
the various hospitals and the amounts: Brandon General Hospital $800,000; Concordia Hospital, 
Winnipeg $400'000; Flin Flon General Hospital $900,000; G i m l i  Hospital District Number 39 $240,000; 
Gladstone $60,000; Hamiota $98,000; Lakeshore General Hospital at Ashern $95,000; Lynn Lake 
Hospital $230'000; Sel kirk $537,500; Minnedosa Hospital $1 92,500; Morden $520,000; Neepawa 
$470,000; Portage la Prairie $575,000; Russell $725,000; St. Anthony's General Hospital at The Pas 
$900,000; and Victoria General Hospital, Wi nnipeg $2 mi l l ion. 

That is not al l .  Then we have Municipal Bonds -(I nterjection)- No, I 've made that statement; it's 
all  over, across the Province of Manitoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. BURTNIAK: Municipal Bonds for the City of Fl in Flon $22,200; Town of Altona $406,400; 

Town of Boissevain $1 1 1  ,000; Town of Deloraine $53,000; Town of Grandview $20,000; Ki l larney 
$41 0,000; Melita $74,000; Morden $986,600; Morris $40,000; Robl i n  $32,000; Russell $267,000; 
Steinbach $540,600; Swan River $35,700; Wi nkler $31 9,800; Wi nnipeg Beach $94,300; Gretna 
$31 ,000; Pi lot Mound $23,300; Shoal Lake $56,000; St. Pierre $49,500.00. 

And as far as the municipal ities: Municipal ity of Cartier $1 5,000; Municipal ity of Ritchot $22, 1 00; 
Municipal ity of Spri ngfield $38,200; Municipality of Tache $35,700; Thompson $57,300; and Leaf 
Rapids Local Government District $3.2 m il l ion .  

Those, Mr. Speaker, are poi nts that I would l i ke to make that are the side benefits from the fact that 
we have had a publ ic  i nsurance corporation, not only because of the fact that they have g iven us the 
best i nsurance and the lowest insurance in the province, but also the benefits that we derive . 

A MEMBER: Our money is working here in Manitoba. 
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MR. BURTNIAK: Exactly. Mr. Speaker, I would also l i ke to mention that I have been in this House 
eight years but I have had the opportunity to be involved in th is pol itical g ame tor over 25 years. As a 
matter of fact, it's closer to 30 years. I would think that one that has been involved in one form or the 
other in  politics certai nly learns certain tricks of the trade as it were. I have been very very interested 
in watching what has been happen ing, particularly to the pol itical leaders in the Province of Manitoba 
and I th ink that as I review the history of our political leaders, particularly after they have been in  
reti rement, that if I were the Leader of  the Conservative Party at  the present time, I would be a little 
shaky because I think the writing is on the wal l .  

I would l ike to tel l  you what - just remi nding my honourable friends opposite - what has really 
been the past history particularly those who have reti red and tried of thei r leaders' to come back. 
History, fi rst of al l ,  has certainly not been kind particularly to the Tory and the Grit leaders that were 
chosen from the past. If you recal l ,  Mr. Speaker, the former Premier, the Honourable Duff Roblin  
came out  of  retirement and made two attempts to get back into politics and failed on both occasions. 
Then of cou rse, I notice my good friend,  the mber for Assiniboia, is the only one here from the Liberal 
g roup and I don't think that he wants to be reminded of what happened in 1 969 when the Liberal Party 
brought out of retirement a gentleman by the name of Bobby Bend,  and remember that "Bend 
Wagon" or "Band Wagon" whatever it was called? The "Bent Wagon," I think that's what it came out 
to be in the last. 

Mr. Speaker, I recall that at that time, in 1 969, and some honourable members can correct me if I 'm 
wrong, that in 1 969' Bobby Bend led the Liberal Party in the Province of Manitoba from 1 9 seats down 
to three. That again was a situation or a history of when people come out from retirement to lead a 
political party. 

But then - I'm coming down now to the present situation - and that's why I say, if I were the 
Leader of the Conservative Party right now, I wo.uld be j ust a l ittle concerned about what the futu re 
may hold tor h im.  -(I nterjection)- My honourable Yes, by the way, my honourable colleague says 
"What happened to Clark?" Not only what happened to Cl ark - I suppose you refer to the fact that 
one Mr. Horn er crossed the floor, but I understand there's about five or six others that are on the way 
also very shortly. That is very very bad news, I think, for the Conservative Party right across Canada. 

To get back to the present leaders, Mr. Speaker, as I say, if I were him I would be a l ittle scared 
because he too came out of retirement and made an attempt to gain a seat in the Federal House as 
recently as, I bel ieve it was 1 974 and didn't qu ite ' make it - he fai led. You know, Mr.  Speaker, sure, so 
now he's the leader, but one of these times with in the next few months, if not sooner, there is going to 
be an election, no doubt, in the Province of Manitoba and I think that at that time, Mr. Speaker, the 
people of Man itoba wil l  make su re that history repeats itself and that the Tory Leader and the 
Conservative Party wil l  soon have another enforced reti rement. I wil l  also say, M r. Speaker, that as far 
as I'm personally concerned and the constituents of Dauphin,  we' l l  make su re that we hasten that 
reti rement. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Pembina. 
MR. HENDERSON: Mr. Speaker, if there are no other speakers, I 'll move seconded by the Member 

for Gladstone that debate be adjourned. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Logan. 
MR. WILLIAM J ENKINS: Than k you, M r. Speaker. In risi ng to take part in  this debate I see that the 

honourable members seem to be in  quite a hu rry to get away, but anyway, Mr. Speaker, I'll rise to take 
part in this debate at this time. 

I first want to cong ratulate the Minister of Finance for his p resentation of the Budget. -
(I nterjection)- He is a fine man. I qu ite agree with the Honourable Minister of Consumer Affai rs. 
Being the Min ister of Finance, Mr. Speaker, at any time in  our history in  any government is not the 
most envious position for any Min ister on the Treasury Bench to hold. I believe it is a tradition in  the 
British House of Commons that on the even ing that the Minister of Finance presents, or the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, I believe he's called in  the British House of Commons receives from Her 
Majesty about two ounces of disti l led l iq uor - I believe it's gin - to bolster him on that evening 
d u ring the presentation of the Budget in the British House of Commons. I often used to joke with my 
friend, the Honourable Member for St. Johns and kid him if the Queen's representative here in the 
province of Manitoba had ever suppl ied this l ibation to h i m ,  but he assures me that it was not 
forthcoming. 

However, Mr. Speaker, to get back to the Budget as we have it presented for us today here, I think 
it's a wonderful thing that the Min ister of Finance in  these trying times that we have , has been able to 
basically present a balanced budget here in the province of Manitoba, especially when we look at two 
of the provinces to the east of us, and I understand that they have al ready called an election in the 
Province of Ontario. They have presented a Budget. I understand news came this afternoon that June 
9th has been announced as Election Day in  the Province of Ontario. But it may be interesting to note, 
Mr. Speaker, when the Budget was brought down by Mr. McKeough ,  the Min ister of Finance in the 
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Province of Ontario -(lnterjection)
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. JENKINS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I don't mind if they chatter away over there. They're not 

going to distract me anyway. And I don't care of they chatter over here either because they're not 
going to distract me. 

I do want to say, Mr. Speaker, that for the second consecutive year, the Ontario Government - the 
Progressive Conservative Government of Ontario - have presented a Budget with a deficit nearly as 
large as the provi ncial Budget of this province. I know my honourable friends wil l  say that there's 
eight mi l l ion of them there but nevertheless over 1 0  percent of thei r total Budget is a deficit. 

You know when we get the Members of the Conservative Party and especially - this is a message 
that comes through loud and clear - don't d iscuss us or talk about us as we were, or even as we are 
today, but what we will be in the future. History hopeful ly teaches us a lesson, but it doesn't seem to 
have taught a lesson to the honourable members of the Opposition I'm not referring to the Liberal 
Party, I 'm referring to the official Opposition in this House. These are the people who have now come 
along and have bought, hol us-bolus, everything that this government has i ntroduced in the field of 
social benefits for the people of ou r province. -(I nterjection)- Oh yes, I am wrong, Mr. Speaker. I 'm 
g lad that the Honourable Member for Stu rgeon Creek rem inded me that the Honourable Member for 
St. Vital who is Acting House Leader for the - not St. Vital,  the Honou rable Member for Riel,- they' re 
neighbouring constituencies. I don't want to do a disservice to my honourable colleague. He stated 
that their  first object when, in reply to a question from the Honourable Member from St. Johns last 
year when they would get in power they'd get rid of this Tax Credit Rebate system that we've set up, 
and we hear about the advertising campaign that goes with these pamphlets that we supposedly sent 
out. 

· 

I 'd l i ke to tell you, M r. Speaker, that I can remember - l think it was in 1 965 - getting in my tax bi l l  
from the City of Wi n n i peg , a nice l ittle note. I bel ieve the Honourable Minister of Health read it into the 
record this morning when he . . .  no,  the l ittle note that he received from the former Premier of this 
province, who I believe by coincidence happened to be also the Minister of Finance at that time or 
Provincial Treasurer, I bel ieve that's what they called it.  And I remember making my application to get 
this $50 rebate and lo and behold , I got a $50 rebate. You know, Mr. Speaker, when I looked at that 
cheque it was made out to Wi l l iam W. Jenkins, Esq. or whatever it was and you know it was signed. 
And do you know whose signature was on it? The Honourable Duff Roblin's signature was on it. You 
know, Mr. Speaker, that it cost approximately, oh I would say somewhere in the vicinity of 25 centsto 
process a cheque; the processing,  the mai l ing and what-not. lt was good propaganda. Excellent! 
Paid for by the taxpayers of Manitoba. You know the Rebate system that we have - we're pikers, we 
should have taken . a leaf out of the book of the members of the Opposition when they were 
government. We could have had the Honourable Min ister of Finance's signature on these cheques 
that go out to the people, but we make out one cheque to the City of Wi n n i peg. We make out one 
cheque to the other places. We do it a heck of a lot cheaper, much much cheaper than what the 
Opposition did, even for those people who rent. The people that rented in  those days were not even 
considered to be citizens according to these people because they didn't qualify whatsoever. They 
l i ke to have second class citizens. That's very evident by the type of legislation that is being proposed 
by the Honourable Member for LaVerendrye. They l ike to have second class citizens, but you know 
people here in Manitoba who rent houses, rent suites in apartment blocks, they are entitled to a 
rebate. They pay taxes. They pay realty taxes. They may not pay them to the City of Win n i peg, but 
they pay them to the landlord, who in turn pays the taxes. We have recognized that. That is someth ing 
that the Conservatives never recognized, and probably sti l l  wouldn't recognize. 

You know, M r. Speaker, there has been quite a bit of discussion on this Debate. lt rem inds me of a  
bunch of dogs chewing over a bone, because we've been chewing this bone now for about a week 
and it's getting pretty thin.  They chewed all the marrow out of it. But you know, one of the criticisms of 
this Budget has been the Succession Duties. If we look at the tables in the back of the book and we 
see Succession Duty Retu rns breakdown - taxable and non-taxable - pardon me, Mr. Speaker, while 
I put my other glasses on so I can see here a l ittle bit better - that in the year 1 972 there was a total of 
3,050 returns, of wh ich 2,947 were non-taxable, there wasn't a penny. There were 44 in the category 
of 50,000 to 1 00,000, 1 8  in 1 00,000 to 200,000, 1 6  in the 200,000 to 250,000, and then on ti l l  it gets u p  to 
a mi l l ion. And in that year, there were three in the m i l l ion dollar category and they put them in a lower 
category so that they would preserve the identities of these estates. 

The taxable estates and the percentage of the total returns at that time was 1 .34 percent of the 
amount of the agg regate net value of estates, 1 .34 percent. The next year it was 1 .32, the next year it 
was 1 .21 , and in 1 975 it had jumped up again to 1 .32, and in  1 976, the year j ust passed , it was .54 of one 
percent. If we were to use the new figu res that have been establ ished of 250,000, and that's not taking 
i nto consideration, Mr. Speaker, the changes that will be made in  estates when we bring in the fam i ly 
law, which 1 believe one of the recommendations was that, of an estate of $500,000, we'll say for an 
example, 250,000 of that, u pon the break-up of the marriage, and death is a very permanent break-up 
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of marriage, there can be no reconcil iation from that. I th ink,  that is one thing even the members of 
the Opposition would have to agree with me on.  Two hundred and fifty thousand, or half of that would 
be hers i n  her own right, so she certainly would not pay taxes on that. And that means that the other 
250,000 which she would receive, the widow, would be also tax-tree. So she would be getting a tax 
free estate of at least $500,000.00. 

Now, we've had all sorts of d ire predictions, people leaving this province, going and locating 
elsewhere, and yet, you know, Mr. Speaker, using these same figures, looking at them in the really big 
categories of estates, I would say that those between half a mi l l ion and one mi l l ion,  we find that i n  '72 
the re were eight, in '73, there were eleven, in '74 there were eight, in '75 there were fourteen, and in '76 
there were four.  Those that were a mi l l ion,  there was six, four  and th ree, and in two of the years, I 
believe '72 and '74, we had no estates of a m i l l ion dol lars, or over 500,000.00. 

So the Opposition is discussing the hardsh i p  that is being racked upon approximately less than 
one-half of one percent of the people in the Province of Manitoba. 

Now, I believe that the Honou rable Member for Roblin yesterday was touch i ng on a problem, and 1 
th ink it is a real problem in this country. He was tal king about the lack of a transportation policy here 
in Manitoba. He said that we should set a provincial policy on transportation. This may be true, what 
he is saying is that transportation should be in one department. But you know, Mr. Speaker, that u nti l  
we really, as a nation - and I 'm talking about Canada from one coast to the other - sit down, Federal, 
Provincial and u rban governments, and hammer out a transportation pol icy for this country, we're 
going to be in very very d i re straights indeed, in the very near future. 

I can remember, not too many years ago, when the railways were busy changing over from steam 
generation to diesel electric, and the efficiency of retu rn tor the dollar i nvestment was m uch h igher, 
no one will argue that, on diesel electric at that time. Mind you there were, on the market, something 
that we could have used i n  l ieu of that, steam turbines delivering electrical power. You know, at that 
time the poor fellows that used to shovel coal on the old steam locomotives were fighti ng to keep their  
place i n  society, keep their  jobs, the locomotive fi remen. They were accused of  feather-bedding and 
everyth ing else. No tears were shed for them because I bel ieve that eventually, either by attrition or 
transfer to other jobs, these jobs d isappeared. 

I remember predicting at that time that we wou ld not have a long l ife span, not as long as the l ife 
span of the steam locomotive, which , and I wi l l  ag ree was obsolete and needed changing. But lo and 
behold, it's only about 25 years, maybe a couple of years more, and al ready it looks l i ke the d iesel 
electric is going to be as dead as a dodo, because I th ink they're going to be going back to some form 
of coal energy. 

When you speak of transportation - it's very nice, I use airplanes to fly here and there myself 
but I th ink we're going to have to change in ou r way of th inking.  J ust using the fuel alone, the fuel to 
take one ai rcraft from the City of Montreal to the City of Vancouver wil l  f ire the equivalent of five 
d iesel electric passenger trains from the City of Montreal to the City of Vancouver. Now if someone 
can tel l  me that is an efficient use of a depleting fossi l  energy, then that's nonsense. 

But as I said ,  M r. Speaker, when I started talking abouttransportation, that I think you can go right 
here i n  the City of Winn i peg where we had a hydro-electric trolley powered transportation system of 
a sort, but, lo and behold, somebody did a good sel l i ng job. They convi nced the City of Win n i peg, 
Metro, get rid of those trolley buses, get rid of those ugly spider webs and trolley wires you have got 
up there. Put the diesel buses in .  You know, not too long ago I was readi ng in the paper, M r. Speaker, 
they are thinking of going back to diesel-electric. 

You know, hi ndsight is g reat and perhaps I am using a bit of h i ndsight here, but I can assure you , 
Mr. Speaker, that a transportation pol icy is needed in this country. lt has been needed for the last fifty 
years. We have on one hand the two railways, the CNR and the CPR and the Federal Government with 
Otto Lang busily teari ng up rai lway tracks to small towns where they were hauling g rain,  and the 
unfortunate thing that those l i nes have been al lowed to deteriorate to the point that they are 
practical ly un usable in today's modern hauling of freight, because those tracks are of such a waste 
and are in such a condition that they cannot take modern boxcars. 

You know, at one time when I fi rst started on the railway, most of the cars that were used were 
boxcars. lt was a very i nefficient method of moving g rain,  load ing and u nload i ng .  Today, the railway 
equi pment is much more soph isticated. You saw trains at that time of 60 or 70 cars at a maximum, 
haul ing 30-ton cars. Today, we have 70, 1 00-ton cars, 1 25-ton cars. Those tracks that are in these 
rural areas cannot take these cars. I think what the Honou rable Member for Church i l l  said is quite 
right. Going from Gi l lam to the Port of Churchi l l ,  you cannot haul that type of car up those tracks; 
they wil l  si mply not carry them. 

Do you want to cal l it 4:30, Mr. Speaker, or 5:30? I was just wondering. I am prepared to go on if 
honourable members are prepared to l isten.  I'm not going to keep you too long, as I said before, M r. 
Speaker. I think that we have chewed and chewed over this Budget. I guess perhaps the Honou rable 
Member for Assin i boia the other day jokingly said to me, "What real ly galls the opposition is that this 
is a Conservative Budget, with a small "c8", conservative because we have not spent all  the money 
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that they predicted last year that we were going to have al l these good ies that we were going to g ive 
away this year. Well u nfortunately we are not giving away too many goodies, Mr. Speaker. 

I think we have presented a sensible Budget. I think that we have kept it as close as possible to 
being a balanced Budget and I think that the people of Manitoba, when the choice comes which it wil l  
come this year, wi l l  recogn ize that this has been a responsible government. They wi l l  judge us on our 
record. They wi l l  judge ou r record against their  record i n  social measu res for the population of 
Manitoba. In my mind, Mr. Speaker, there is no dou bt that they wil l  cast thei r vote and retu rn to the 
Government of Manitoba the New Democratic Party, for the next fou r years and probably for the next 
four  years after that. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Pem bi na. 
MR. HENDERSON: Mr. Chairman, I move, seconded by the Member for Gladstone, that the 

debate be adjourned. 
MOTION presented and carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fl i n  Flan. 
MR. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the Member for Portage la Prairie, that 

the House do now adjou rn. 
MOTION presented and carried and the House was adjou rned until  Monday 2:30 p.m.  
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