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TIME: 2:30p.m. 

THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY of MANITOBA 
Tuesday, May 3, 1977 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Honourable Peter Fox (Kildonan): Before we proceed I should l ike to d i rect the 
attention of the honourable members to the loge on my right where we have the Honourable James 
Taylor, M in ister of Energy for the province of Ontario, who is being hosted by the Honourable 
Min ister of Industry and Commerce. 

On behalf of the honourable members we welcome you here this afternoon. 
We also have 29 students, G rade Seven Stand ing, of the Queen Elizabeth Junior High School . 

These students are under the di rection of Mrs. Beauchemin .  This school is located i n  the 
Constituency of the Honourable Nember for St. Boniface, the Min ister of Health and Social Services. 
We also welcome you. 

Presenting Petitions; Read ing and Receiving Petitions; Presenting Reports by Stand ing and 
Special Committees; Min isterial Statements and Tabling of Reports; Notices of Motion;  I ntroduction 
of B i l ls. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
MR. STERLING R. LYON (Souris-Killarney): Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the First Min ister. 

With respect to the u pcoming conference of the western Premiers later this week, can the First 
Minister advise the House if one of the agenda items to be d iscussed at that conference wil l  be the 
question of the Mackenzie pipeline and the recent announcement from Washington favouring that 
route for the transmission of gas from the north shore of Alaska and Canada. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst Min ister. 
HONOURABLE EDWARD SCHREYER, Premier (Rossmere): Mr. Speaker, the matter of the 

Mackenzie Valley pipeline as such is not on the agenda. However, there are at least two agenda items 
which are broad enough in scope to encompass any discussion that any one of the four Premiers 
might wish to initiate or raise relative to the Mackenzie pipe proposal. 

MR.LYON: M r. Speaker, I wonder, also referring to the same conference later this week, if the First 
Min ister could advise whether, in his opinion, it would be appropriate at this time for the four  First 
Min isters to be discussing their attitude toward the possible usage of the Federal power of 
d isal lowance with respect to the Quebec Language Bi l l  No. 1, as to whether or not that would be 
appropriate at this time, having regard principally, of course, to national unity. 

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, there is specifical ly an agenda item having to do with the current 
state of Confederation and the contemporary problems of Canadian un ity; under that heading, 
therefore, questions having to do with language and the like would appropriatly fit. I cannot 
guarantee that the suggestion that has been made will be specifical ly d iscussed, although I wouldn't 
be surprised if it were, at least to some degree. 

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary on that same point. I wou ld not expect the First Minister 
to be able to advise the House at this sitting as to whether or not this government has formu lated any 
pol icy on that point, but in view of the fact that this suggestion about the usage of the power of 
disal lowance has been made by a former Prime Min ister of Canada, the Right onourable John 
Diefenbaker, wou ld the First Min ister undertake to advise the House in due course as and when his 
government has formu lated a point of view with respect to that proposition? 

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, I am not aware that the invoking of the power of disa l lowance by 
any former Federal admin istration has been made during our l ifetime. I can recal l  on one occasion 
where a b i l l  was reserved fort  he pleasure of the Governor-General-in-Counci l and, indeed, it was not 
met with m uch pleasure by the Governor-General-in-Counci l .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights. 
MR. SIDNEY SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, to the Fi rst Minister. I wonder if he can indicate whether his 

government has, in  fact, commenced any study of the language bil l in  Quebec and its 
constitutionality. 

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, we are aware of the general i ntent of the provisions of the b i l l  but 
we do not feel that there is any onus incum bent u pon us to have a definitive position in advance of 
opportun ities to discuss this among the several provinces and appropriate Ministers and First 
Ministers. This process is commencing and we propose to leave it there. 

MR. SPIVAK: Is the First Minister suggesting that there is no undertaking on the part of the 
government with respect to an examination of the b i l l  with reference to the Constitution and its 
constitutional provision? 

MR. SCHREYER: I d idn't suggest there wasn't any import, Mr. Speaker, I am suggesting that the 
principal and primary onus is  that of the Government of Canada. The provinces do not exercise 
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powers of d isal lowance. My honourable friend should know that. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa. 
MR. DAVID BLAKE: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Honourable, the Minister responsible for 

Renewable Resou rces. I wonder if he could inform the House if the study his department did on the 
bog areas in the Marchand reg ion were responsible for the re-routing of the Hydro transmission l ine 
to the United States. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Renewable Resou rces. 
HONOURABLE HARVEY BOSTROM (Rupertsland): Mr. Speaker, we did make a submission to 

the Planning Committee of Cabi net with respect to re-routi ng the hydro l ine. There was some dispute 
with Hydro as to whether the l ine should go through a particular area of the provincial forest in that 
general area. As a result of my department's representations, the l ine was re-routed to the 
satisfaction of both my department and Manitoba Hydro. 

MR. BLAKE: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. I wonder if the Min ister might advise the House 
during this study what advice or representations were sought from scientific people or naturalists' 
societies or other people i nterested in the route itself. 

MR. BOSTROM: Mr. Speaker, there are scientific people that are working for my department. 
They are experts in  the area of forestry and wi ld l ife and on other matters that are renewable 
resources and they gave their professional comments on the particular location of that area, taking 
i nto consideration the possible i mpact on the environment. I am sure any advice or comments by 
members of the public were also taken into consideration since many of the people in my 
department, Mr. Speaker, are represented themselves personally as citizens in those groups that you 
mentioned. 

MR. BLAKE: A final supplementary, Mr. Speaker. I wonder if the Minister might advise if the 
environmental reasons or cost factors were the major quotient in arriving at the decision. 

MR. BOSTROM: Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, lucki ly, in this case, there was no sig nificant difference in cost 
so that the environmental factors were able to take precedence and there was no dispute at al l  as to a 
cost factor.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. LLOYD AXWORTHY: M r. Speaker, I have a q uestion for the Minister of Corrections. I wonder 

if the Min ister can confi rm the reports that the Youth Detention Centre on Kenaston Boulevard is 
suffering serious problems of over-crowding to the extent that over 200 boys were in detention over 
the weekend when there were only faci l ities for 150 and that many of them had to sleep in the publ ic 
areas and corridors at that time. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Corrections. 
HONOURABLE J. R. (Bud) BOYCE (Winnipeg Central): Mr. Speaker, I can confirm that the 

capacity of the Youth Centre is approximately 150. l t  has been overcrowded for quite some time. 
MR. AXWORTHY: M r. Speaker, a supplementary. Can the Minister indicate that as a result of 

these overcrowding conditions that in  fact j uveni les with very serious cases of d isturbance are being 
mixed in with first-time offenders and those who are just there on certain remand cases? 

MR. BOYCE: The people who are rather d ifficult are segregated as best we can. Everyone in the 
community admits that the only way we can solve this problem is by keeping people out, in  co
operation with the different components of the criminal justice system, including the Winnipeg 
Pol ice, who are in itiating programs to try, as best we can, to keep people out of the Youth Centre. 

MR. AXWORTHY: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Cou ld the Min ister indicate that, as part of the 
general problem at the Detention Centre that there has been a close-to-80-percent turnover in the 
working staff of the Centre within the past year, and that there is very l ittle train ing going on with the 
workers who are presently at the Centre to provide for this major transfer and turnover? 

MR. BOYCE: Eight percent staff turnover would have been a val id figure about a year ago. l t  is cut 
down to about half of that and we are trying to make it attractive as far as staff is  concerned also. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye. 
MR. BOB BAN MAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I di rect my question to the Minister of Industry and 

Commerce, and wou ld ask the Min ister: In l ight of the federal transport commission's new proposal ,  I 
wonder if the Min ister could inform the House whether his department wi l l  be taking any steps, 
through representation, to maximize the opportun ities for Winnipeg, which wou ld  become one of the 
key locations in the new VIA passenger rail service that the federal commission is proposing? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Industry and Commerce. 
HONOURABLE LEONARD S. EVANS (Brandon East): Yes, M r. Speaker, the new proposals, the 

proposals of the Canadian Transportation Commission, do al low for up to 60 days for the provinces 
or any other interested parties to make representation to the federal agency, and therefore we do 
plan to submit our views. I might add, Mr. Speaker, that we are concerned with some of the proposals 
pertaining to rail passenger service in Canada, the adjustments to the rai l passenger service. There is 
a certain s lowdown in the transcontinental service, and there is a certai n  reschedu l ing which we 
bel ieve wi l l  not be in the interests of promoting greater use of rail passenger service. We are very 
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concerned about rai l passenger service, Mr. Speaker, because not only is in energy-efficient, but as 
the Member for La Verendrye has ind icated, such type of rai l service is very important i n  the Winn ipeg 
area because many, many jobs are related to the servicing and maintence of railway passenger 
equi pment. 

I might also add, M r. Speaker, that it is the i ntention of the government to again d raw to the 
attention of the Federal Government in the next 60 days that a regional experimental service be 
implemented connecting Winni peg-Calgary, Winn ipeg-Edmonton, so that fast dayl ight service can 
be provided. We think it is this type of service for which there is a g reat need and which wil l  be most 
appeal ing to the travel ing publ ic.  

MR. BANMAN: A supplementary question,  Mr. Speaker. I wonder if the Min ister could inform the 
House whether the government wi l l  be making any representation, since Winnipeg is going to be one 
of the key areas in this, to try and get more maintenance and overhaul work for Winnipeg? 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, we did make representation to the Rai lway Transport Committee when 
it held its formal hearings last year in  Man itoba, and we submitted a very comprehensive brief of on 
the entire matter. In our supplementary brief, if you wi l l ,  in our response to the federal position, we 
wi l l  certainly keep u ppermost in  mind,  as I have al ready indicated, the importance to Man itoba, the 
matter of jobs, the matter of maintain ing Winnipeg as a very vital hub in the rail transport system i n  
Canada. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie. 
MR. GORDON E. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, I d i rect my question to the Honourable the M i nister 

for Corrections and Rehabi l itation. The question stems from the statement made by J udge Man ly 
Rusen when he cal led the regular check-ups on prison dormitories to be a barbaric and inhumane 
arrangement, and it is with respect to the su icide a few days ago in the city jai l .  What is his department 
doing about the suggestion of the judge? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister for Corrections. 
MR. BOYCE: Wel l ,  I would prefer not to comment on the judgment, but nevertheless there has 

been a problem there because it was staffed as if it were a part of the pol ice responsib i l ity to operate 
the lockup, so they have been u nderstaffed as far as a custodial facility is concerned. 

Last Thursday, for example, in  a remand situation in the Province of Man itoba we had 65 people 
located in the Publ ic Safety Bui lding and 80 in  Headi ngley. We're trying to adjust, the province is 
taking over operational control of the Publ ic Safety Bui ld ing,  effective as of the fi rst of last month we 
have accepted financial responsibi l ity. There is an interim period where we're com i ng to agreement 
as far as the lease of the faci l ities and what renovations we can do to make it easier to operate it as a 
custod ial faci l ity. 

One of the p roblems is that as remands have increased they seem to have stabi l ized. But 
nevertheless it has created a problem with in the system. I don't know if the publ ic is  generally aware 
that there are as many people in Headingley Jail at the moment as there were three years ago in the 
total correctional system in the Province of Manitoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry. 
MR. L.R. (Bud) SHERMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is to the Honourable the 

Min ister of Labou r and I wou ld l i ke to ask him whether he has received any indication from the 
Federal M in ister of Manpower of that Min istry's incl ination to consult with Labour Min isters, 
including the Honourable Labour Min ister for Man itoba, before implementing his proposal 
announced last week to base u nemployment insurance q ual ification requirements on regional 
employment conditions? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Labour .  
HONOURABLE RUSSELL PAULLEY (Transcona): Yes, Mr. Speaker, I d id receive a communica

tion from the Honourable Bud Cul len, the then Min ister responsible for Manpower and also the 
Minister responsible for the U nemployment Service Commission .  I bel ieve it was yesterday that I 
received his communication and, as the honourable member points out, there was a suggestion that 
we wou ld have a conference to which I am prepared to participate in .  I have to say with regret that due 
to business of the House - and I'm not asking my honourable friend to accept this as a reasonable 
excuse - but 1 haven't been able to thoroughly read and analyse the letter that I received from Mr. 
Cul len, but i ntend to do so within the next day or two. And I am prepared to have consultation, as I 
i ndeed did about three months ago, with Mr. Cul len as to the effects of changes i n  the legislation.  

MR. SHERMAN: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker, and I thank the Minister for h is information. I 
would ask him whether he would consider, in going i nto those consultations with the Federal 
Min ister, suggesting to the Federal Min ister that a fairer appl ication of the program m ight see it based 
on employment opportun ities rather than on unemployment levels? 

MR. PAULLEY: Yes, Mr. Speaker, and I don't think that it wou ld be i mproper for me to indicate to 
my honourable friend and members of this Assembly that I have al ready raised objections with the 
federal authority as to the application of a percentage figure of unemployment to the provision of 
jobs. Because in my opinion, whether we have 13 or 1 4  percent unemployment rates as is prevalent in 
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some jurisd ictions, we in Man itoba are just concerned with an u nemployment rate of 6 or 7 percent 
i nsofar as the individual input is concerned. I want to assure my honourable friend that that is the 
attitude of the present Minister of Labour in Manitoba and I'm sure that I would have the concurrence, 
not only with my colleague the Minister of I ndustry and Commerce who is  also i nvolved, but the 
Min ister of Manpower and al l my col leagues in government. We are concerned with the i nd ividual; 
not the numbers of individuals who may be adversely affected as a result of unemployment. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights. 
MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Fi rst Min ister in the absence of the Finance 

Minister. lt has been reported that the Finance Minister of Ontario is now on a speaking engagement 
in the Un ited States to calm investors with respect to i nvestment in Canada. I wonder if the F irst 
Minister is i n  a position to indicate whether the investment brokers who handle the bond dealings and 
debentures for the province have in any way indicated any concern about confidence in the 
Canadian market, particularly in  Manitoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst Min ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, I am aware that there is some uneasiness on the part of i nvestment 

dealers in the Un ited States and perhaps some of the European i nvestment houses with respect to 
eastern Canada . . . 

A MEMBER: Ontario. 
MR. SCHREYER: But i nsofar as Man itoba is concerned, Mr. Speaker, our bond and debenture 

credit rating is AA, all systems are A-okay. 
MR. SPIVAK: I wonder if the Fi rst Minister wi l l  confi rm to the House, and this is the question that is  

being posed to him, have the i nvestment brokers with whom the province deals in  any way indicated a 
concern or shown a lack of confidence because of the situation in Canada with respect to Manitoba. 

MR. SCHREYER: I just fin ished saying,  M r. Speaker, that on occasion, which I don't pretend has 
been frequent in  recent months, but nevertheless on occasion, there has been some d ialogue or 
d iscussion as between our Min ister of Finance, our Deputy, myself, on one or another occasion, with 
i nvestment dealers. There is a vague concern expressed about stabi l ity in Canada with particular 
reference on Quebec and central Canada. There has been no suggestion of apprehension or concern 
on their part i nsofar as the Keystone province is concerned . But then again ,  we cannot d ivorce 
ours�lves from the sort of general overlap of impression that is left because of the widespread 
publ icity in other parts of the world which is superficial as a result of the November 1 5th election i n  
Quebec. I a m  not aware that there is a n y  real concern; I have never heard of a single item o f  concern 
expressed with respect to Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta, etc. etc. 

MR. SPIVAK: Then there has been no recommendation made to the Fi rst Min ister or to his 
Finance Min ister that in any way deals with the people who are i nvolved in the i nvestment field to 
explain Man itoba's position and Canada's position , as has been the case with the Finance M inister i n  
Ontario. 

MR. SCHREYER: M r. Speaker, that is  being done all the time as a matter of normal course. Every 
time that the Minister of Finance and/or his Deputy and/or myself meet with bond and brokerage and 
i nvestment bankers, we do dialogue with them with respect to economic prospects, nationwide, i n  
o u r  own province, i n  our own region of Canada, and that i s  done i n  the normal course of events and 
we shall continue to do so. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. LLOYD AXWORTHY: Thank you, Mr.  Speaker, I have a question for the Attorney-General. 

Can the Min ister indicate whether the government has yet decided whether they are going to appeal 
the decision by the County Court i n  reference to the parking ticket of Monsieur Forest on that 
language issue? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 
HONOURABLE HO WARD PAWLEY (Selkirk): Mr. Speaker, no decision has been made. lt's up to 

Mr.  Forest and his counsel to determine whether to proceed with the trial. 
MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, can the Min ister indicate at this date what the position of the 

province is in  relation to this particular issue? Are we awaiting a trial issue or would the Minister 
ind icate if the decision of the County Court isn't going to be al lowed to stand? 

MR�·.PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, there was a statement which was issued and a statement wi l l  be made 
to the Court if the matter proceeds on for trial. As I indicated earlier, the decision as to whether to 
proceed on with the trial rests with the other side, not with us. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Radisson. 
MR. HARRY SHAFRANSKY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, a question to the Fi rst Minister. In view of 

the questions asked by the Leader of the Official Opposition with regard to Dominion Day, can the 
Fi rst Min ister indicate if he has ever heard the Leader of the Official Opposition express a pol icy of his 
party . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. Order please. I wonder if the honou rable gentleman 
would cooperate and keep his questions brief and terse. The Honourable Member for Radisson. 
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MR. SHAFRANSKY: Can the Fi rst Min ister ever recal l hearing the Leader of the Official 
Opposition ever express a pol icy of his party with regard to the things that they would do. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst Minister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Well Mr. Speaker, I am not aware that honou rable gentlemen opposite 

expressed the pol icy in brief and terse terms. On the contrary, it is d ifficult to know what their pol icy 
is. But apart from that, if the question has to do with Domin ion Day and Canada Day as to the 
appropriateness of one or the other, one can only express personal views. Canada Day is a very 
appropriate nomenclature. Dominion Day, on the other hand has to do with the earlier years of our  
country, at which time the title was taken from bibl ical source, "Dominion from Sea Unto Sea," and I 
wou ld think that bibl ical source is ageless, even a hundred years from now there is noth ing wrong 
with the word Domin ion. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris state his Point of Order. 
MR. WARNER H. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, I wish to draw your attention to the question period 

rules which you circu lated to the House at the open ing of this Session which offers guidelines as to 
the questions that may and may not be asked. I draw your attention to one of the rules which states 
that "a question should not be asked which does not relate to the responsibi l ity of any M i nister of the 
Cabinet." Surely what the Leader of the Opposition does outside this Chamber, or indeed i nside this 
Chamber, does not come under the responsib i l ity of any Min ister of the House. lt is  a violation of t he 
rule on that particular count and on other counts as wel l ,  Sir .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rad isson. 
MR. SHAFRANSKY: Yes, a question to the Min ister of Mines, Resources and Environmental 

Management. Can the Min ister ind icate whether the questions asked by the Leader of the Official 
Opposition yesterday appurtenant to the position taken by the Manitoba Hydro since 1 969 with 
regard to the CRD, or is he sti l l  l iving in the past when the plan of the Tory Government was to flood 
South I ndian Lake . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. Order p lease. The Honourable Member for Morris. 
MR. JORGENSON: . . .  that it relates to a matter of past history which is clearly outl ined in  our 

rules. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Consumer and Corporate Affai rs. 
HONOURABLE RENE TOUPIN {Springfield): Mr. Speaker, I ' l l  be deal ing with . . .  -

( lnterjection)-
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. TOUPIN: Mr. Speaker, I ' l l  be deal ing with something of past history. lt is a q uestion posed of 

me yesterday. -(lnterjections)-
MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. 
MR. TOUPIN: Yesterday during question period, the Honourable Member for Brandon West 

raised certain questions about the upcoming CRTC hearings on cable television. I n  response to the 
honourable member's query about the number of applications and when they are to be dealt with , I 
am i nformed that seven appl ications involving a total of 29 communities beyond Winnipeg are to be 
dealt with by the CRTC hearings to be held here on J une 7th. The scope of the appl ication ranged 
from individuals who are applying to serve only one or two communities, to two groups in western 
Man itoba which are plann ing to serve some 20 communities. I am sure that like myself, the 
Honourable Member for Brandon West wi l l  find this a most encourag ing development for western 
Manitoba communities. 

The honourable member also asked whether the government i ntends to support one appl ication 
over another. And the answer, Mr. Speaker, in  regards to the Department of Communications, is no. 

The honou rable member also inqui red about the relationship between a group called WestMan 
Media Co-op Ltd. and the Provincial Department of Cooperative Development. Mr. Speaker, the 
Department of Co-operative Development, in keeping with its normal mandate, has assisted 
WestMan Med ia Co-op in two ways. Fi rst, the department has guaranteed 50 percent of a loan of 
some $25'000 which WestMan Media has secured from a credit u nion in Brandon. Secondly, the 
department has provided the staff support to advise WestMan on incorporation procedures. The 
l isting of 309 Legislative Bu i lding for the address for WestMan Media Co-operative was an 
admin istrative error. The appl ication for i ncorporation was fi led on behalf of the g roup by my Deputy 
Minister of Co-operative Development without a mai l i ng address. As a result, the Companies Branch 
used the address of the department in  the same manner that they frequently used, for example, the 
address of the legal fi rm which appl ies for incorporation for one of its clients. 

Mr. Speaker, if the Honourable Member for Brandon West is interested I could supply to h im,  or 
any other member of the House, the names of the 29 communities i nvolved. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie. 
MR. G. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, I d i rect this question to the Honourable the Minister for Publ ic 

Works. Cou ld the Min ister advise the House, in  the case where architectural fi rms are needed is it the 
pol icy of his department to h ire Manitoba-based architects where they are qualified? 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Public Works. 
HONOURABLE"RUSSELL DOERN (Eimwood): Mr. Speaker; mymemory could be wrong but I 

believe that i n  every instance, without exception, of appoi ntments that I have made they have all been 
Manitoba arch itects. I can't think of any exception to that. 

MR. G. JOHNSTON: Another question to the Minister, Mr. Speaker. Regard ing the Provincial 
Government bu i ld ing being constructed in Dauphin,  is it correct that all the architectural work is 
being done in a Calgary office? 

MR. DO ERN: Mr. Speaker, the firm that designed the Dauphin office bui lding is a Winnipeg fi rm of 
S ivertson James, and to the best of my knowledge they are local architects, they have a local firm, 1 
don't know if they have any association with Calgary. To the best of my knowledge they have done all 
the design work here. 

MR. G. JOHNSTON: I would ask the Min ister to check and inform the House if this fi rm has not 
moved to Calgary. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West. 
MR. EDWARD McGILL: My question is to the Honou rable the Min ister of Co-operatives. I thank 

him for the answers he has suppl ied to questions posed yesterday. I wonder if he can tell the House, 
in  view of the loan guarantee that has been given to WestMan Media Co-operative, is  his department 
represented on the Provisional Board of that Co-operative? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister. 
MR. TOUPIN: Not to my knowledge, Mr. Speaker, I ' l l  check and if it is found that we are 

represented I wil l  inform the House. 
MR. McGILL: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if at the same time the Minister is doing that research would 

he find out if any of the members of his department hold memberships in this Co-operative or have in 
any way an equ ity position. 

MR. TOUPIN: Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa. 
MR. BLAKE: Thank you, M r. Speaker. My question is  d irected, I suppose, to the Min ister in charge 

of Corrections, or maybe for the Minister of Industry and Commerce. In view of the controversy 
surrounding the location of the maximum security pen itentiary to be built in Manitoba does the 
Min ister have the assurance of the federal authorities that it wi l l ,  in fact, be bui lt in Manitoba, 
regardless of location, and not move to another province in view of the controversy on location? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister for Corrections. 
MR. BOYCE: The correspondence between the province and the Solicitor-General's office is that 

we would co-operate with the Solicitor-General's office if they decided to locate such an i nstitution i n  
Man itoba. The announcement emanated from Ottawa in the first place that they were going to 
i ncrease their capacity, and one of the contemplated faci lities was to be located in Manitoba, and 
they were looking for a site to see if they could be accommodated. 

MR. BLAKE: A supplementary, M r. Speaker. So the Minister is saying that there is no assurance 
that the penitentiary is going to be built in Manitoba. 

MR. BOYCE: Mr. Speaker, I cou ld not g ive that assurance, but indications are that if they are able 
to come to some agreement with the community of Selkirk that it m ight well be located in that 
community. 

MR. BLAKE: I would d i rect a question then to the Minister of Industry and Commerce, in view of 
the n umber of jobs involved, Mr. Speaker. I wonder if he has had meetings with the federal authorities 
in connection with locating the pen itentiary in Man itoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of I nd ustry and Commerce. 
MR. EVANS: M r. Speaker, I want to assure my honourable friend I am very i nterested in new jobs 

for Man itobans but I have not been involved. My colleague the Honou rable Min ister of Corrections is 
very competent and very capable of handling this . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Member for Robl in .  Order please. The Honourable 
Min ister for Corrections on this same question. 

MR. �OYCE: Yes, Mr. Speaker. I have inquiries from two regional development corporations and 
several communities and I have g iven them the names and addresses of the officials in  Ottawa with 
whom they should be in contact. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Robl in .  
MR. J.  WALLY McKENZIE: M r. Speaker, I have a question to the Honourable the M i nister of 

Agriculture. Mr. Speaker, I wonder when the Min ister of Agriculture can get us the Order for Return 
No. 39 which he accepted May 28, 1 976. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Agriculture. 
HONOURABLE SAM USKIW (Lac du Bonnet): Mr. Speaker, I am not aware as to which Order that 

is, but certainly . . .  
A MEMBER: Thirty-ni ne. 
MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  I know the n umber 39, I don't know what it relates to but hopefully you will have 
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it soon .  
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye. 
MR. BANMAN: I direct my question to the Minister in charge of the Manitoba Development 

Corporation and would ask him if Evergreen Peat Moss Company which is owned 50 percent by the 
Manitoba taxpayers has been placed in receivership? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Mines. 
HONOURABLE SIDNEY GREEN (lnkster): Mr. Speaker, the company declared insolvency some 

time ago, I don't know whether it has been put into receivership but that would be one of the means in 
which an i nsolvent company is dealt with. The company is owned 50 percent by rugged private 
enterprise individualists. 

MR. BAN MAN: I wonder if the Minister could then tell us how many taxpayers' dollars, Manitoba 
taxpayers' dol lars, have been invested in this bankrupt company? 

MR. GREEN: Un l i ke what occu rred during the Conservative administration that material is all put 
on the record, made availab le to honourable members, and entitled to ask ful l  questions of it when 
the Chairman of the Manitoba Development Corporation appears before a Committee of this 
Legislature, something which the Conservative administration never did ,  and won't do . . .  

MR. BANMAN: A supplementary question. I wonder if the Minister could then confirm that the 
Manitoba taxpayers have invested $300,000 in this bankrupt company. 

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, I believe that the fact is that with the change of policy that this 
government instituted some four and a half years ago, that $300,000 represents 300,000 over $135 
million of losses of the Manitoba Development Corporation, which was carried on for the $135 million 
under the policies which exist in other provinces, and the policies which were pursued by the 
previous administration .  Now, I recognize our responsibility for having carried on those policies for 
roughly half of that total, but since the policy has changed the difference has been $300,000 loss in 
the last four-year policy, $ 135 million in the years before that. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie. 
MR. G. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, I direct this question to the Honourable Minister for Renewable 

Resources. In light of the statement made over CBC Radio yesterday, by the Chairman of the 
Brandon Winter Games, that the Department of Renewable Resources is in favour  of building a ski 
hill in the Souris Bend Wildlife Management area. Can the Minister inform the House if that statement 
made was correct and, if so, what are his plans there? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Renewable Resources. 
MR. BOSTROM: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I certainly have not made that statement that we are in favou r  

of a ski hil l  i n  a Wild Life Management area and therefore I must say that it i s  not a policy o r  
recommendation from this department. 

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable Minister of Labour. 
MR. PAULLEY: M r. Speaker, other day the Honourable Member for Virden asked me questions 

pertaining to a fire incident i n  Brandon .  The question at that particular time was as to whether or not 
an investigation was being conducted in Brandon, as to whether or not an investigation was being 
held and whether or not I would subsequently receive a report. Out of courtesy to my honourable 
friend I do want to indicate to him that I have received an interim report from the Fire Commissioner's 
office. I was in Bran don over the last weekend; I took the opportunity to go down to the site of the fire 
so that I was a little more knowledgeable about what went on.  My honourable friend referred to a 
youngster of thirteen or fou rteen coming out of the building with his clothing ablaze and so alii can 
do, Mr. Speaker, is to now recognize my obligation to my honourable friend. l have received a partial 
report from the Fire Commissioner's office in respect to the fire itself. lt does appear, Mr. Speaker, 
that insofar as related incidents concerned as to whether or why the young person was in the building 
and other circumstances are of such a nature that they are under investigation by the Police 
authority. I am sure, Mr. Speaker, my honourable friend would recognize that it would be improper 
for me to make any further disclosures. I do hope and anticipate that I wil l  be able to relate to my 
honourable friend after the investigation has been completed all aspects of the incident. 

HANSARD CORRECTION 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Radisson .  
MR. SHAFRANSKY: Yes, M r .  Speaker. I wou ld like t o  make a correction i n  Hansard , April 29, 1977 

2:30 p.m. on Page 2594 in the paragraph where it states, "Mr. Speaker, we have j ust listened to the 
Honourable lemen" - it should read the Honourable Gentlemen from the other side. I was referring 
to the Member for Wolseley. 

Also, on Page . . . 
A MEMBER: I think you were right the first time. 
MR. SHAFRANKSY: I real ly don't understand , Mr.  Speaker, how they could make that mistake but 

your staff . . .  and in the same Hansard, Page 2598' in the last sentence, and I am q uoting my Leader 
and it states here that "government once", it should state "This government, warts and al l ,  is the best 
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damn government this province has ever had." 

ORDERS OF THE DAY- BUDGET DEBATE 
MR. SPEAKER: The proposed motion of the Honourable Minister of Finance and the amendment 

thereto by the Leader of the Opposition and the amendment thereto by the Honourable Member for 
Fort Rouge. The Honourable Member for St. James. 

NON-POLITICAL STATEMENT 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Before we proceed, the Honourable Member for Radisson have a 
matter of procedu re? 

MR. SHAFRANSKY: I wonder if I could have the indu lgence of t he members of this House to make 
a non-pol itical announcement on behalf of the Fifth Estate, they wish al l  of you to know that you are 
al l  invited after this afternoon's sitting at 5:30 to a reception in Room 247. You are the guests of the 
members of the Press Gallery. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Just so we won't have the honourable member get up tomorrow and 
ask for another correction,  it's the Fourth Estate I bel ieve he is talking about. 

BUDGET DEBATE, Cont'd 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. James. 
MR. GEORGE MINAKER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have listened with i nterest to the Budget 

Debate this year and it has been quite varied. Yesterday particu larly when we had one of the 
honourable members, the Honourable Member for St. Johns. make accusations that the Progressive 
Conservative Party was going to raise the sales tax to a certain degree; and we had another 
honourable Minister stand up and make comments in h is usual manner that he believed that the 
government should be in the business of creating jobs and constructing everything and very proud of 
his Public Works buildings and so forth. Then we had an Honourable Minister stand up and say that 
he wasn't worth his salary which is quite rare in the House because q uite often it is voted against, but 
we had a Minister make this statement yesterday in the House so it's been quite an interesting debate, 
Mr. Speaker, and I hope that I might be able to add some interest to the debate and I hope that 
possibly some of my comments, some of my suggestions, might be taken seriously by the 
government and maybe even put i nto action .  

I would like to  suggest, Mr .  Speaker, that I am very happy to  see that the government has final ly 
decided to stop taxing the students that were the major portions of the citizens who were paying the 
small amount of tax, yet it was still a provincial tax, when they did not have to pay the federal tax. lt 
was usually either the reti red senior citizen or the low i ncome or, more particularly, the student that 
was faced with this problem and I am glad that the government has final ly recogn ized this situation 
and has made attempts to correct it, or wil l  be attempting to correct it. 

I was also happy to see, Mr. Speaker, that the government has final ly realized , to some extent 
anyway, that they shou ld remove the provincial sales tax from insulation but, however, j ust on 
residential dwel lings. Again,  Mr. Speaker, here is an indication of this basic thinking and lack of 
u nderstanding that this government presently has with regard to trying to conserve energy. I would 
particularly like to point out that, again, the major portion of the non-renewable resource, the fossil 
fuels that are used for space heating, the major portion of it  is used in commercial and residential 
buildings. Now, if we want to save energy, we want to save the fuel, then why do we d raw the l ine at 
this particular level of strictly residential heating and strictly residential insulation? 

I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that once again, this is this false front that this government puts 
forward when it tries to portray the role of being a leader in the conservation of energy. The prime 
example, one might say, happened today with the Honourable Minister asking me why haven't I got 
on my sun power button - why am I not wearing it - and I answered the Minister very plain ly, "When 
you stop taxing sun power." I suggest, Mr. Speaker, to you and to the Honourable Minister of Public 
Works, that if he reads the Revenue Act that was amended last year by his government, that he wil l  
now be paying a revenue tax for the hot water that h e  is heating with his s u n  and using t o  heat a 
bui lding because it is there in the Act, Mr. Speaker. This government portrays the role of wanting 
people and industries and businesses to try and conserve energy; but it is happening right in this 
province today, right in this City today, that there are industries that wi l l  be double taxed if the 
government fol lows its legislation it passed last year in Bil l 87. What I am saying, Mr. Speaker, is that if 
one looks at the Revenue Tax Act, that there were amendments put through last year that said' "Hot 
water or steam is a taxable commodity if it is used to heat a building." lt also states very clearly that it 
doesn't have to be bought, as long as it is  produced it is a taxable commodity. This is exactly 
happen ing i n  Winnipeg at the present time, where people who are using a fossil fuel for their process 
or their industry, and they reclaim the exhaust heat and produce hot water to heat their faci l ities with, 
they wil l be taxed five percent on the value of that steam or hot water. There are companies faced with 
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this problem right now. As a matter of fact I believe one of the refineries i n  our city is faced with this 
very particular problem. 

So here is a government that is trying to promote conservation of energy, yet they are prepared to 
double-tax those people who want to conserve energy. And if you look at the Act, and I suggest the 
Honourable Minister of Public Works read under Section 2H, IV and V in the Act, and then further 
read in the Act Section 3, IX, Consumption of Taxable Product, On Which Tax Not Paid. I suggest that 
the Honourable Mi nister wil l  be breaking the law if he does not pay a revenue tax on that hot water 
that is being heated by the sun ,  in the same way that the refinery or these other industries that are 
reclaiming heat from exhaust to produce water to heat their bui ldings or steam to heat their bui ld ings 
are bei ng taxed at the present time. So I hope that the Minister and his government will correct this 
fault, that they wi l l  encourage conservation of energy and will maybe take a second look at also 
including insu lation of any buildi ngs that wi l l  conserve heat to be sales tax exempt. 

Mr. Speaker, I was also somewhat pleased that at long last the government has recognized, but 
very faintly, that senior citizens who have retired from the marketplace, retired from work, have paid 
their fai r  share of taxes and should not be taxed on education .  This government obviously doesn't 
bel ieve in that policy but they are prepared to put off them paying the tax. 

Mr. Speaker, that's been in existence for years. Any time sombody doesn't pay a tax, the city can 
lien their property, but ail they are doing is putting off the l ien ing,  they are making it exempt. But they 
sti l l  put the lien on the property and eventually when the sale takes place, the legal firm comes in who 
is representing the estate, and I went through it many times when I was on St. James Counci l ,  that 
homes had to be l iened because of welfare or social assistance and so forth. But real ly, this is a l l  this 
government is saying, is that it is prepared to make sure that the senior citizen doesn't have to pay 
that education tax, but it wi l l  slowly be cleared off the books when the estate is settled. 

I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that people who are 65 or 70, regardless of what effect they may have in 
terms of wealth, have paid their share of taxes in terms of education tax. They have paid their fair 
share. They profited by the educated people that maybe they have worked with or worked for them, 
and they also benefited by their children and g randchildren being educated in our school system. 
But I thi nk there has to be some time in life that people have paid their fair share and should be 
exempt from this type of tax. Obviously this government is not q uite prepared to accept this principle 
at the present time. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to draw to the attention of the Honourable Minister of Finance, I am sorry 
he is not in at the present time, with regard to the rebate prog ram there is a discrepancy that occurs. 
I ' l l  say it may not occur that often, but there is a basic principle that has to be looked at, and that is 
with regard to tenants who either rent a home or rent an apartment in an apartment block. What 
happens at the present time is someone who rents a suite that has the light or the heat included in  
their rent can use the value of  their rent when they calcu late out  their tax rebate. However, a person 
who maybe rents a home where he pays $ 1 20 a month but has to pay that additional, say, $50 for heat 
or uti lities per month, there is a discrepancy occurs. it  is contrary to the belief and the phi losophy of 
this government, because in most cases it occurs in the low-income area. 

I have a sample calculation that has been worked out where someone who rents an apartment for 
$170 per month with al l-inclusive, having its l ight and heat included in that rate, can claim the $350 
rebate. However another person with the same general income could be renting a home for $120 a 
month and $50 per month is his rate for paying the light and the heat, and I don't think that is out of 
line nowadays because most places are running in that general order. Mr. Speaker, that gentleman or 
lady can real ly only claim 20 percent of $1 ,440 rent for their tax consideration ,  which amounts to 
$288.00. So instead of being able to claim the $350 like the person who is paying the $ 1 70 per month 
for a suite and making the same income, they can claim $350. So there is a discrepancy there and I 
hope the government wi l l  look at this. it was brought to my attention by a constituent of mine who was 
concerned because the discrepancy does exist at the present time. it is a matter of changing the 
interpretation of what can be included in terms of cost to rent a space or a building or an apartment. 

Mr. Speaker, I would also l ike to make comments with regard to what I cal l  the big false 
impression .  The other side seems to l i ke to start calling out about the big lie, the big l ie that is being 
promoted by our party. I would like to suggest, Mr. Speaker, that this government for many years has 
been promoting a very big false impression .  Every year they stand up and say that the people in  
Manitoba are paying less taxes nowadays, that they are not being overtaxed and that that is false. 
They are better off now than they ever were. 

Mr. Speaker, I don't bel ieve that some basic statistics, when you look at economies, lie. it is a very 
simple Fact that since this government took over the administration of this province they have more 
than tripled the cost of government in our  province. it  has gone up something like 320 percent yet the 
population has only g rown - what? I think it has grown someth i ng like nine percent, so there aren't 
more bodies here that represent the 300 percent increase, there are approximately ten percent more 
people. 

The real situation indicator that I see is the labour force. Since this government took over, the 
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labour force has increased about 19.5 percent. lt has gone from something like 373,000 people to the 
present day.444,000, I believe it is. I believe it is lower now but we are taking the year-average type of 
approach on this. The working force that pays for all this 320 percent increase in government costs is 
only increased by some 71,000 workers. Now you tel l  me where is the money coming from? You 
mean to say that the 71 ,000 new workers are paying this additional amount? Because when one looks 
at the average weekly income for Manitoba, the spread over that past eight years, it has gone from 
something like $107 a week to $216 a week as the average income. So it's only doubled. The income is 
only double for the 444,000 workers in our province yet they have tripled the spending. We have got 
71,000 new workers. Are they paying for it? Is  that what the government is saying, that the 71 ,OOO are 
now picking up these something like $700 mil l ion? Not very likely, Mr. Speaker, so there obviously is 
a g reater tax burden on the people of Manitoba at the present state of affairs and at a greater 
percentage of tax. Mr. Speaker, one of the interesting things that comes out is that of the 71,000 new 
workers in our province, who is the biggest increased employer? it's the Government of Manitoba. 
it's right there in the book. They had something like 19,000 people working for the government and 
their different Crown agencies in 1969. Now it's 29,000, close to 30,000. So, lo and behold, the 
working population in Manitoba has only increased 19 percent in the eight years the government has 
been in power, but the government's employment of its own staff and its own people that it gathers in 
around itself to work for the government, has increased by 50 percent. 

Now we see what's happening, M r. Speaker, is that we are getting into a stage in our economy that 
the government cannot understand why there's so much employment around, why that they cannot 
have the jobs created because they were busy trying to create all this employment within their own 
works and they've run out of money. This is what we've been trying to tel l  this government, Mr.  
Speaker. You cannot work within your own little wal l ,  within your own little economy of the 
government do it, let the people be government employed and it's coming home to roost right now. 
it's coming home to roost right now. -(Interjection)- Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister of 
Public Works obviously doesn't understand basic economics. 

A MEMBER: I sure as hel l  do, you don't. 
MR. MINAKER: He believes that the government can go on its own and keep creating jobs and is 

completely independent of outside money. This government is following that philosophy, M r. 
Speaker, because what do we read in the report that the Minister of I ndustry and Commerce 
presented to a particular service he was having for small business people in Manitoba the other day. 
I ' l l  read to you what the Honourable Minster Minister of I nd ustry and Commerce said. He said that 
Manitoba's government has changed the emphasis of its industrial development program so that it 
wil l  rely less on attracting outside companies in future, according to Leonard Evans, the I nd ustry 
Minister. M r. Speaker, now we're not even interested in outside money, outside investment, the 
government's going to do it alone. l t's going to handle it itself. 

Mr.  Speaker I don't know whether the Honourable Minister of Public Works has ever played in a 
crap game or in a card game, but I can tell you one thing.  If you play amongst your friends, you pass 
the cards around, you throw money in the pot, then eventually, particu larly if there's a banker that sits 
there, the house takes out 10 percent. You know who ends up with al l  the money. lt's the house man ,  
the government, the government. And this is what i s  happening. I f  the money keeps trading hands 
within the province alone, who is going to end up with al l  the money? The government is, because it 
taxes every transaction and this is what is s lowly developing and they haven't got enough money to 
create jobs - permanent jobs. 

They've scared off the miners, th'ye scared 
They've off the prospectors, because the Minister of Mines and Natural Resources has very often 

said in this House, "Wel l ,  you guys can come along with us if you want, if you don't, wel l  we don't need 
you." And he stands up very confidently in the Budget Speech and says that exploration in Manitoba 
hasn't d ropped from last year. lt hasn't d ropped, I agree with you, it hasn't d ropped but who is doing 
all the exploring? -( Interjection)- No it isn't, Mr. Speaker. I suggest that this year, the past year, M r. 
Speaker, that private exploration participation has fal len off some 25 percent and I ask the Minister of 
Mines and Resources to say that that is wrong. The government has now taken on the major role of 
exploration for minerals in this province. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. MINAKER: Mr. Speaker, I hope we find them. I hope we find them. 
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. MINAKER: M r. Speaker, the Minister of Mines and Resources said in the Budget Speech that 

this government, if it was a Progressive Conservative government, would make sure that there was 
never any development of government-owned resources. Mr. Speaker, the Minister has I g uess been 
so absorbed through the years of being a New Democrat and creating that class warfare between 
private enterprise and public and the labour forces against the employers, that he firmly believes that 
because I'm a Prog ressive Conservative that I want to see the public of Manitoba fail. M r. Speaker, I 
think you can honestly say that the majority of the people in this Legislature want to see Manitoba 
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become successful and survive, or they shouldn't be here. M r. Speaker, I hope that we start to f ind 
some mines. We're spending the money. Competition wi l l  be good for the north, but I tel l  you this, Mr. 
Speaker, that there is no way that you wi l l  ever convince me that a government operated mine wil l  be 
more efficient than a privately operated mine. There's no way that you wi l l  convince me that the 
public will get more money out of a government operated mine in  the long run than they will out of a 
privately operated one. We' l l  get the tax revenues. We'l l  get that income tax from the workers. 

Mr. Speaker, this government is afraid of competition because they've d riven it out. They've d riven 
out the l ittle prospector; they've d riven out the small m iners, but they were very careful that they kept 
the legislation that wou ld keep the big g uys in there. They would keep those big ones in there - the 
Hudson Bays, the I N COs, the Falconbridges. They'd keep them here. They wouldn't change the 
regulations -(I nterjection)- that's exactly it, Mr. Speaker. The backbencher, the Honourable 
Member from Flin Flon said it - they're next and that's the truth , and that's what's d riving out this 
private money that will come in and create jobs in the north. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. MINAKER: Miners in F l in  Flon want competition up there. They don't want to j ust work for the 

government. They don't want to just work for Hudson Bay. They want to work for other m ines. They 
want to have the choice and they laugh, they laugh, Mr. Speaker. They don't realize what the people 
of the north want and they l ive in the north. Part of the year they live in the north. 

Mr. Speaker, this is why we have unemployment. Because this government has made up its mind 
that it doesn't want outside money. it's said i t .  The Min ister of I ndustry and Commerce said it the 
other day. The Minister of Mines and Resources has said it for years, and now they wonder why they 
have unemployment. They wonder why the youth of Man itoba are looking for jobs. They wonder why 
they are running out of money.  They wonder why, they wonderwhy they have to cut back, or try to cut 
back, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest those are some of the basic economics that the 
Min ister of Publ ic Works doesn't understand.  Those are the basic econom ics that the Min ister of 
Mines and Resources does not understand. 

Mr. Speaker, I l istened with interest when the Honourable Minister of M ines and Resources said 
the other day in the Budget Debate that, g iven time, in the long run, given time - that's what he said, 
g ive me time - that the publ ic would benefit greater by the development of their resources, that they, 
the publ ic,  develop them rather than the private. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the Minister of Resource 
and I 'd ask the F irst Minister, is it not a fact that some four years ago there was a presentation and an 
offer from a present oi l  producer in  our province that they were prepared to set u p  a pi lot project. 
They were prepared to invest money to produce oil in a water flood system and, not on ly that, they 
would produce 40 percent, 40 percent of the oil per day that we are now presently producing. Is that 
not a fact? Now, I ask you - it's fou r years later - why hasn't it proceeded? Why hasn't there been 
some encouraging? Because the encouragement was some kind of recognition that water flooding 
under p resent taxing conditions by this government is  not economical. We're g iving away some 4,000 
barrels per day right now. We're giving away an efficient recovery method of oil reserves that we don't 
have that much of in our ground. Why? Because this Min ister says given time. A fossil fuel ,  non
renewable fossil fuel, where there's people prepared in this province to gamble, prepared to try and 
produce this oil .  What is  our answer? Is that not a fact? I ask the Honourable Min ister, ask the First 
Min ister. Four years ago he was approached on this. Now what has happened? Because they won't 
g ive up that money. Given time - they sti l l  firmly believe that the government can do it best. In the 
meantime we're buying oi l  from Alberta every day. We're buying 4,000 barrels of oil every day that 
may have been able to be produced here in  Manitoba and I say, is that not a fact, Mr. Speaker. 

This government is so obsessed that it bel ieves it can do it. lt believes it's got to be government 
owned. l t  bel ieves it's got to be government employed. Now it wonders why it's in this problem that 
it's in  right today with the young people looking for work because you cannot operate as a little 
embryo in a large economic world and this is what this government would l i ke to do. Its M inister of 
Industry and Commerce has said it again ,  "We don't need that outside money. We're not interested i n  
the outsiders anymore." 

Mr. Speaker, we see what's happeni ng.  This .government says, give me more time. l say also if you 
want more time you want more money. We saw what's happened with Saunders. The Minister stood 
up and said, "We have made a pol itical decision that we wil l  keep going, g ive me more time," when the 
MDC said we will no longer take the responsibi l ity of putting money i nto this company. What did it 
say with regard to Flyer? The Min ister said the same thing again - give him time. That's becoming a 
very very common l ine coming from the Minister of Mines these days. G ive it t ime or g ive him time. 

Mr. Speaker, this government will sti l l  not accept the responsibi lity of its, I say, major mistake in 
the level controls of Lake Winn ipeg because, in simple physics - and the Minister of Public Works I 
believe, being an economic expert, probably also is a scientist or an expert on engineering being in  
Publ ic Works - but  Mr .  Speaker, in  simple physics, i n  simple hydrology physics, we're not  gett ing 
any more energy out of Lake Winnipeg with the lake level control. That water rol ls down that h i l l ,  
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turns those turbi nes eventually. it's just a matter of how long you retai n it or when you al low it to go 
down and th is  government was prepared to spend $300 m i l l ion for a very expensive short term 
measure, real ly. it's there where a d rought occurs l ike it's occurring right now that it m ig ht or may be 
able to be used d u ring the winter months to su pplement the flow. But that energy, if it had to rol l  down 
the river in the fal l  or i n  the summer would sti l l  have been used by those turbines. So we are not 
getting any more energy qut� it's just that we're deciding when we get that energy out. 

Yet on the other hand, Liong Spruce wi l l  be coming on stream and Lake Wi n n i peg wi l l  no longer be 
required to handle that shortage of energy. lt was there as a safe gap. But in the meantime, the Hydro 
was negotiating with the Northern State Power or Power State for buying their summer peaks, sel l i n g  
their summer peaks a n d  buying their wi nter peaks, a n  exchange o f  energy which would have handled 
this or wi l l  handle it. Yet we now have $300 m i l l ion i nvested. Some what? $20 m i l l ion $24 m i l l ion a 
year in interest costs. To do what? To satisfy that one i n  20 years when the d rought m ight occur and 
you can util ize that energy in the wi nter. But you're not adding any more energy to the system, you're 
j ust selecting when you're going to get that power and you've got to compare that cost of power 
difference between purchasing in the winter - or even if it's avai lable, I grant that is one of the 
considerations that has to oe taken . But they are negotiating that right now. Mr. Speaker, this 
government has fai led to accept that responsibi l ity of that decision and, M r. Speaker, it wi l l  haunt 
them. it's there to hau nt them and unfortunately it wi l l  be a burden to all of us here in Manitoba u nti l  
doomsday. And when is doomsday? I don't know. it 's election day for the government. -
( I nterjection)- Yes, M r. Speaker, we' l l  f ind out. 

Mr. Speaker, the u nfortunate part is, l i ke many of the comments that have come from this side of 
the floor, they don't go in very far to the people over there. They don't really want to l isten .  They don't 
want to hear, but the people of Manitoba know and the people of Man itoba hear and the people of 
Manitoba are i ndicating. So maybe it's to our advantage that the government members are ignoring 
or wish to ig nore these thi ngs that we're sayi ng,  these th ings that the people of Manitoba are sayi n g .  
Because, Mr. Speaker, a s  the Honourable M i nister o f  Public Works said,  t h e  doomsday for this 
government wi l l  be election day when the Fi rst M i nister decides to call that date. Thank you. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i nister for Cont inu ing Education and Manpower. 
HONOURABLE BEN HANUSCHAK (Burrows): Mr. Speaker, in l isten ing to the contribution of the 

honourable mem bers of the Opposition to the debate on the Budget, if one could call it that, a 
contribution that is, or debate. - ( I nterjection)- Well ,  bein g  a Budget there's no question about that, 
Mr. Speaker, and I ' m  sure that you would ag ree with me on that poi nt. 

You know, it brings to m i nd a comment made by the Honourable Member for Brandon West 
because in l istening to their, if one would cal l it a contri bution,  no doubt they would voice their 
criticisms of government p rograms but you know, interestingly enough at no time Mr. Speaker, did 
we hear any expression of the program of the policy of the Conservative Party. We have never heard 
the Conservative Party indicate to the people of Manitoba - and this is the forum with in  which the 
Conservative Party has an opportun ity to speak to the people of Manitoba - indicate what it would 
do if it were to become the government. Not a word, Mr. Speaker. 

As a matter of f act even l isten ing to'the previous speaker, he had mentioned many criticisms but at 
no time did he i ndicate what his party would do if were to become the government. There may be a 
reason for that, Mr. Speaker. -The reason may be that the members of a party on the other side 
probably were instructed that they do not speak for the party; that there is only one person who 
speaks for the party and that is their Leader and he says what he wishes to say - for the time that he is 
the Leader. And I wi l l  come to that in  a moment, too. Because you may know, M r. Speaker, that when 
the Tory Party held its annual meeti ng on March 31 st to April 2nd, the Leader stated i n  h is  open ing 
remarks - and this was related to the so-cal led "policy papers" � what he stated, he said that whi le 
. . .  -( l nterjection)- l ' m  not sure who wrote this.  No, I would rather suspect that it was one W.F.W. 
Nevi l le and Wi l l iam R. McCance who were the authors of this paper. I don't know. But anyway the 

. Leader said ,  and this was an invitation to partici pate in d iscussion of policy-making, but he stated this 
caveat. He said: "But wh ile we may change some of the emphasis and some of the policy outli nes 
contained here, the general direction of these policies reflects the kind of government we wi l l  be in  
Manitoba after the next election" - that is provid ing they become the government. In  other words, 
the Leader said :  Look fellows, this is what we're going to do. You want to talk about it. You may, sure, 
you have some views to express. Go right ahead but I want you fellows to know that this is what I 
i ntend to do if I were to become the government. And I hope that Leader isn't hold ing his breath until  
that day. 

So therefore, Mr. Speaker, it doesn't surprise me not to hear any expression of policy from the 
other side. You know it rem i nds me of a few days ago when the Honourable Mem ber for Brandon 
West� and this was during the debate of my Estimates of Continuing Education - and I raised the 
same.question with h i m .  I said, "Now here you are criticizing certain programs of my department but 
why don't you tell me what would you do if you were the government?" And his reply was, " I 'm here to 
q uestion the Estimates of government not to express the pol icy of my party." 

2658 



Tuesday, May 3, 1977 

Wel l ,  you know Mr. Speaker, I 'm real ly surprised that the Official Opposition hasn't learned by its 
own experiences and by the experiences of other parties in the past. And I'm surprised that the 
Opposition doesn't reread Hansard from time to time, doesn't reread Hansard from the years of 1 966 
to 1 969, and it would find that during those three years in particular - and also in the years prior to 
that - but certai n ly during that three-year period there was a very very determined and a concerted 
effort made by the New Democratic Party in the debate of the Estimates of a department, in the 
Budget Debate, in the Throne Speech Debate, to do two things. One, to criticize, analyse, question 
government programs, but in the same breath, in the process of doing so, to indicate, to outl ine, the 
pol icy of our pol itical party, the course of action that we wou ld take if we were to become the 
government. This we have not heard from the so-cal led "opposition" in  this House; not one word. 

As I mentioned a few moments ago, Mr. Speaker, that I rather suspect that these so-cal led "pol icy 
papers" were probably I written by a committee. The the i ntroductory comments to the various 
sections were l i kely written by the Leader and then the stuff in between the introductory comments by 
the Leader that were issued as they moved from session to session were apparently written by 
someone else. And I would suspect that whoever the authors were - the objectives were probably 
written by the Leader and then their objectives set out, Mr. Speaker, as to what the party's goals are; 
and then the Prog ressive Conservative program, that was probably written by someone else. And I 
th ink that in writ ing the programs - whoever wrote them - the authors probably were mindful of a 
document. And you may recal l  this document because reference was made to it in the House 
previously; not in this session because I wou ldn't want to repeat what had been said in this session 
because you would rule me out of order. But at previous sitt ing of this House, a document entitled 
"Confidential No. 44 Man itoba Treasu ry Board." There have been references made to it: Project 
Working Papers, Project No. 2, June, 1 968 Financial Management and Planned Program Budgeting.  
You may recall references having been made to that document, Mr. Speaker. With in it the entire 
strategy for the conduct, for the preparation for an election campaign was laid out. 

You may also recal l  that during debates in this House during this session the statement was made 
by my side of the House that all that that side of the House is inter-ested in - all that the opposition's 
interested in - is gain ing power. And of course the opposition pooh-poohed the idea. They said, 
"Oh, no, no, no; we're interested in working for the benefit and the welfare of our people." 

Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I 'm sure that - particularly the Leader who . . .  I ' l l  have to check back. I 'm 
sorry that I d id not have the opportunity to check, Mr. Speaker, to f ind out whether the Leader was a 
member of the Treasury Board in June, 1 968. I rather suspect that he was. I know that he was at one 
point in  t ime while that pol itical party was the government of this p rovince. What approach did the 
Treasury Board suggest should be taken to the election campaign? Here's what it says: " In Manitoba 
the government seeks election in 57 constituencies. In some of these a government finds g reater 
d ifficulty in obtaining a plurality than in others. In the purely pol itical sense, therefore, some 
constituencies have g reater . . .  " -( Interjection)- My p lurality? I can't recal l  what my p lurality was; 
I was elected with a majority. " In  the purely pol itical sense, therefore, some constituencies have 
g reater impact on the government's overall abil ity to maintain itself than others. We suggest a waiting 
of constituencies accord ing to their th reat to the overal l  security of the government." 

lt is merely a desire to remain in power, Mr. Speaker. That's all ; it's very clear in here. And then the 
waiting goes on in this fashion from the least to greatest importance as fol lows: "assign ing one point 
to constituencies which can be classified as solid opposition, seats traditionally held by the 
opposition where voting patterns are stable and there is l i ttle chance that government action could 
shift the balance." 

Then they said, "Assign two points to the constituencies that could be classified as solid 
government, seats trad itional ly held by the government and where voting patterns are stable and 
predictable: Three points to those classified as volati le opposition, seats held by the Opposition 
where changing popu lation patterns, age groupings or  other factors make prediction of voting 
patterns difficult; four  points to those ridings that could be classified as volatile government seats 
held by government where changing popu lation patterns, age groupings or other factors make 
prediction of voting patterns d ifficult; five points to those ridi ngs that could be classified as marginal 
opposition - those are seats held by the Opposition but with a sl im margin and with some stabi l ity of 
voting patterns; and six points to the marg inal government seats, seats held by the government but 
with a s l im margin and with some stabi l ity in  voting patterns." 

1 think,  Mr. Speaker, that it becomes quite apparent that the Tories - this time round - have 
resurrected this old paper of theirs which their Treasury Board had prepared in June of 1 968 i n  
preparation for the 1 969 election. And a l l  that they've done was taken the same paper and substituted 
the words "government" for "opposition" and wherever "opposition" appeared in their guidelines 
substituted the word "government". 

Mr. Speaker, just to indicate to you that it's merely h unger for power that motivates the Tory Party, 
let me continue quoting from this paper which had been tabled, by the way, in this House a few years 

ago: "Each of the some 300 programs of the government has a differing impact on the political scene 
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in each rid ing." Now l isten to this, M r. Speaker: " In  some areas, for example, hospital services to 
Ind ians are of political sign ificance." In another riding: "Vocational basic train ing for ski l l  
development meets a g reater felt need that is  more powerfu l." I want to  u nderl ine this, Mr. Speaker, 
"and is more powerful in eliciting pol itical response than the hospital program for Indians." 

That was their prime concern "eliciting pol itical response. I ndeed programs which are vote
getters in some ridings may have a depressing effect on the electorate than others. A systematic 
comparison of each program against each rid ing yields information which focuses attention on 
those programs which are most important to the pol itical security of government." Again ,  that was 
their prime concern at that time. 

At this point in time, of cou rse, they are not pol itically secure, M r. Speaker. We know that. But their 
hope is to fol low the same guidel ines and the same course of action to regain pol itical power. -
( I nterjection)- Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member for Fort Garry says, "Right", but the 
Honourable Member for Fort Garry wi l l  recal l  what happened in 1 969 when that pol itical party 
adhered to and fol lowed the guidel ines that it had set out for itself a year prior to the election . 

"Th is appraisal, un like the analysis", and here they take a swipe at another one of their own 
committees, "unl ike the analysis in  the Plann ing and Priority Committee which deals with l ong-range 
needs" - you know they're saying, "Wel l ,  we do have a Plann ing and Priority Committee that is more 
concerned about the long-range benefits for the people of Manitoba but this appraisal aims at the 
short-run."  lt ai ms at the short-run, looking twelve months ahead or with in whatever period of time 
they had hoped to call the election. lt a ims at the short-run .  l t  considers the impact of programs in the 
context of the short-range pol itical situation. That is the extent of their vision today, Mr. Speaker. 
That is the extent of their vision today; merely a desire, a h unger to grasp power withi n  the next . . .
The statutory l im it is about, what, fourteen months or so for the cal l ing of an election , fourteen to 
sixteen months because I believe that it can run thi rty-five days beyond the five-year l im it, I think. So 
it 's at least thi rteen months. 

And that's the extent of their range of vision, Mr. Speaker. l t  considers the impact of programs in 
the context of the short-range pol itical situation. know, they repeat this point,  M r. Speaker, time and 
time again .  " Its time horizon extends to the next general election, and to the extent that program 
effort cannot shift, or can appear to sh ift, that rapidly to the election fol lowing." That is the extent of 
their range of vision, Mr. Speaker. "A process we suggest . . . .  " 

Then they evaluate programs, and they assign a minus one value where program effort has a 
negative impact on the pol itical scene, zero where program effort has a negl ig ible effect, plus one 
where program effort has a favou rable impact, and plus two where program effort is exceptionally 
important. -(I nterjection)- That is zero budgeting. But what happened, M r. Speaker, it didn't even 
work out to zero budgeting when whoever wrote the objectives and then tried to translate those 
objectives i nto programs, it worked out in  a negative figure, Mr. Speaker. l t  worked out in  a negative 
figu re, and therefore that is the reason why, as one reads through this document, if that's what one 
would cal l  it, if one reads through this document, one would find the i nconsistencies, the 
i nconsistencies between what appears in the fi rst portion of each section, a type of Progressive 
Conservative objectives, and the second section, Progressive Conservative program. 

For example under objectives, one finds deal ing with native people of Manitoba, "To bui ld i nto al l  
programs as they affect natives, the greatest possible scope for native control and native i nitiative." 
But then translating that i nto program one finds a very innocuous phrase introduced by way of 
introduction to the sentence, "Where necessary," in  whose opinion I am not sure, Mr. Speaker, but 
"Where necessary these wi l l  be started," and this refers to northern development projects involving 
native people and so forth, "Where necessary these will be started on a joint venture basis between 
the i nstitution funding the development and the native peoples." So somebody from the Tory Party is 
going to take it upon himself to determine where this is necessary to al low for a greater scope for 
native control .  

And then, there are two sections here, one titled "A Renter in  Man itoba," and the other "The 
Tenants in Manitoba." I presume a rent er is synonymous with lessor, I would think. Wel l ,  to the lessor 
. . .  no, I am not quite sure, maybe they aren't sure either what they mean because they speak of the 
renter and they speak of a tenant. I would give them the benefit of the doubt that the renter is a 
landlord .  Wel l ,  to h im they are saying that their program is to establish clear criteria for the removal of 
rent controls "once increases in rents and other l iving cost factors have been stabi l ized." So al l  they 
are saying to the landlord is that wel l ,  they are going to establ ish criteria for the removal of rent 
controls; to the tenant they are saying to remove rent controls. Well ,  I am not quite sure just to what 
extent they intend to move, that is i nsofar as taking immediate action, to remove rent controls, or 
merely to talk about, to d iscuss the establ ishment of criteria for the removal of rent controls. 

Then, about taxation in Man itoba. Some of this, Mr. Speaker, if you have had an opportunity to 
read through this, you wi l l  find that it just makes no sense whatsoever. For example with reference to 
taxation in Manitoba, "To end confrontation between the taxpayer and his government." Between 
which taxpayer? I am not aware of any confrontation between the taxpayers in my constituency and 
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this government. I am not aware of any confrontation between the taxpayers i n  the majority of other 
constituencies. In fact I am not aware of any confrontation between the taxpayers in all of the 
constituencies in the Province of Man itoba and this government. There may be some disagreement, 
d ifference of view, between some taxpayers and this government, but to say that there is a 
confrontation between a taxpayer and this govern ment is absolute nonsense, Mr. Speaker. 

Then they are going to - this is their objective - "To restore a cl imate in Manitoba where 
responsible private enterprise is encouraged to flourish." Now they are talk ing about p rivate 
enterprise, and in the same breath they are talking about considering - and this, M r. Speaker, just 
doesn't square with thei r general phi losophy. They talk about considering "the cost and 
effectiveness" . . . .  Ah, yes, M r. Speaker, I am sorry. They are not saying they wil l do this. They are 
going to consider "the cost and effectiveness of d ivert ing some funds currently used by the MDC to 
assist and support employee g roup purchases of equity in businesses." In other words, M r. Speaker, 
try to be al l things to all people. They are saying to the emp loyees: "Now look, fellas, we appreciate, 
we accept the tact that you ought to have an interest, be a part owner in the business for which you 
work." But all they are saying is they are going to consider the cost and effectiveness of divert ing 
some funds currently i n  the MDC to assist i n  this,  to al low for this to happen. How l ong wi l l  it take 
them to consider the cost and effectiveness of doing this, goodness only knows, Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  Speaker, I do not want to repeat this because this had already been referred to in debate 
earl ier in this House, you know, that as far as northern development in Manitoba is concerned, you 
know what they are going to do? "To work with native people to assess employment opportunities in 
traditional activities, i .e. ,  hunting, fishing . . . .  " You know, back to the old occupation of 100 years 
ago, back to hunting, back to fishing, the old traditional methods and so forth . There is a good 
Conservative principle, Mr. Speaker. 

And then , Mr. Speaker, this would really impress the vast majority of the popu lation of the north. I f  
you were to  go to  the people in  Shamattawa, go to  the people in  Brochet, go to the people in  
Wabowden, go to the people in  whatever community, i n  Nelson House i n  northern Manitoba, Norway 
House, Berens River, and if one were to say to them that the Conservative Party wil l  "assure that 
northern residents receive fu l l  and equal benefits from the general reductions in the levels of 
taxation" that they hope to bring about. You know, Mr. Speaker, that is the policy, that is  the program 
of this government. 

And then you know I looked further in this so-cal led document. I was very interested, mind you, I 
hadn't noticed a thing about post-secondary education, not a th ing,  and one would have thought that 
education would be a matter or prime concern to this party, not a word in this document, not a word, 
not a word . 

So then I thought wel l ,  maybe there is someth ing about my other department, Tourism, 
Recreation and Cultural Affairs. Yes, Mr. speaker Speaker, I found three l ines. I found three l ines, "A 
Progressive Conservative admin istration will continue the development of Manitoba's provincial 
park system ,  concentrating on i ntensification of use, rather than expansion of acreage." Let's make 
g reater use of each and every square foot of the existing park area, trample the vegetation, trample it 
all down to the ground, make greater use of it. You know, that is their concept of efficient use of our  
natural resources for recreation purposes, of  our waters and rivers and lakes and streams and 
forests. More i ntensive use, crowd more people i nto the Whiteshel l ,  crowd more people i nto Hecla 
Island, crowd more people i nto Spruce Woods, crowd more people into every provincial park, and 
the more i ntensive the use, that's the more efficient use of our provincial parks in the opin ion of that 
side of the House. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I th ink it is quite apparent that the party on that side of the House is a shambles. 
They can't even formulate a position paper or a series of position papers on party policy. This of 
course is qu ite obvious; it is quite obvious right from Day One. 

You know when they came into this House at the commencement of this session, this was the f irst 
opportun ity that the one occupying the seat as the Member for Souris-Kil larney has the opportunity 
of lead ing his party. Yes, the transient leader. You wi l l  recall  the cartoon that appeared in one of the 
newspapers not too long ago upon his being nominated as a cand idate for Charleswood. l forgot the 
detai ls of that cartoon ,  but anyway he was being asked, he appears at an inn or somethi ng and either 
the innkeeper or a resident of Charleswood or somebody says to h im,  and there is the leader with his 
grip bearing a Fort Garry sticker, and and bearing a Souris-Killarney sticker, and he says to him, "Do 
you plan to stay awhi le?" or words to that effect. "Welcome to Chareswood; you plan to stay awhi le, I 
hope." Wel l ,  who knows whether he wil l  stay awhile or not because of the manner in which they 
change leaders. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, I checked, I qu ickly checked through Hansard, I checked with some 
colleagues of mine, with three or four col leagues of m i ne, just to make certain of my facts, and I 
asked, I said now I am not blaming anyone because al l  of us are in and out of the House and I may 
have missed some speeches, and I wanted to make certain and therefore checked with as many 
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members as I cou ld. I wanted to make certain  whether at least one member of that side of the House 
during the Throne Speech Debate, during the Budget Speech Debate, or at whatever opportune 
moment rose to his feet and gave thanks to his previous leader. You know after all he led a pol itical 
party for a period of time, and I would th ink that it would only be the nice thing, the proper thing to do, 
to thank their previous leader, rather than just kicking h im out with a few stab wounds in the back and 
this sort of th ing,  the way they did to theirs .  Not one word, Mr. Speaker, not one word from any of that 
side, expressing at least one word of appreciation for the time and the effort devoted by the previous 
leader to their party. Not one word . 

And now the present leader, I am not q u ite sure, Mr. Speaker, whether he is al l  that welcome, as in  
the cartoon to which I made reference. Now you wi l l  remember, M r. Speaker, that i n  Souris-Ki l larney 
he wasn't all that welcome because there was some question amongst the locals whether they 
wanted h im to run or not. Then, of course in Charleswood, wel l ,  there was an i nvitation extended to 
h im,  and I extended a s imi lar type of invitation to h im about two weeks ago. I invited him to run in 
Burrows, and my invitation was every bit as val id as the one that he received at that time, because the 
invitation . . . .  The Honourable Member for Minnedosa has a question to ask. 

MR. BLAKE: Mr. Speaker, I wondered if the Honourable Min ister would al low his wife to be the 
campaign manager for our leader if he would run in Burrows? 

MR. HANUSCHAK: If I would al low my wife to be campaign manager? My wife is at l iberty to be 
campaign manager for whomever she wishes to be campaign manager, but I want to assure you, M r. 
Speaker, for the last th ree elections, my wife has preferred to work on my election campaign and I 
have every confidence she wi l l  continue working on my election campaign in the next election. 

So I extended the same type of invitation to the Honou rable Leader of the Official Opposition to 
run in my constituency, and it was just as val id as the i nvitation that was extended to him.  Now of 
course he was nominated, but after reading some of the comments made by one Mr. Wong ,  it real ly 
makes one wonder whether he is al l  that welcome or not. In  fact, Mr. Speaker, you know, by his party 
having rail roaded h im i nto running in Charleswood, whatthey are real ly saying to h im is they want to 
get h im out. They want to get him out because they wantto get him the hell out. That is what they want 
to do. They want to get h im out, because, if they wanted h i m  to remain as leader, there would be . . . .

Now, the Honourable Member for Minnedosa, I heard his question,  and let me explain to h im,  let 
me explain to the Honourable Member for Minnedosa, that if the Conservative Party would want to 
retain the person presently elected as Leader as Leader, and he, not having a riding to run in because 
. . .  wel l ,  I suppose he looked at Fort Garry, but you know Fort Garry isn't all that appeal ing because 
things have changed in Fort Garry over the last few years. You wi l l  recal l ,  Mr. Speaker, in the last 
election it was a pretty close, three-way race in Fort Garry. Wel l ,  you know that is not too attractive or 
too appeal ing for a  leader to run in .  I would th ink,  Mr. Speaker, that there wou ld be some member who 
enjoys, not a p lural ity, but a majority, of the few that there are - there aren't that many on that side 
who enjoy a p lurality, you know I'll admit that, but there are four  or five who do - that somebody 
would say, would be man enough to say to his Leader: "Now, look, we want you as Leader, we want to 
make damn certain that you get elected to this House, here is  my seat. 

You know, nobody has offered his seat. Nobody has offered a seat of that kind, so what kind of a 
seat does he get? He gets a seat with i n  wh ich the government support has i ncreased by 50 percent 
from 1 969 to 1 973. -(I nterjection)- That's right, the government support has increased from 18  
percent to  27  percent, which i s  a 50  percent i ncrease. And that side of  the House should know, they 
should know because they had that experience in 1 969, what that cou ld indicate to them. That cou ld 
mean a further increase which could wel l  mean that the person whom they elected a Leader a few 
months ago wi l l  no longer be around with in the next ten, twelve, fourteen months or whenever the 
election wi l l  be called. In  other words, Mr. Speaker, they elected h im as Leader. They have second 
thoughts about h im bei ng Leader. They haven't got the guts to kick him out themselves, so they put 
him in a riding where the electorate wi l l  kick him out. And then they wi l l  do the same thing that they 
have done, as has happened to previous leaders. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member for Minnedosa, you know, the great defender of 
rights of privacy of the individual, from a bank background, you know, M r. Speaker, that our 
consumer protection legislation, The Privacy Act and other related leg islation ,  that m uch of that, or 
what gave rise to that type of leg islation, not only in our province, but in  other provinces across 
Canada, was abuses within those areas by money-lend ing institutions, not excluding finance 
companies, banks, and the l i ke. Now he has become one of the defenders of the privacy of the 
individuals. When he spoke about disclosure of i ncome for my applicants for student loans. At that 
time, you wil l  recal l ,  Mr. Speaker, that I said that real ly what the Member for Minnedosa is saying, he's 
not protecting the privacy of the ind ividual, but what he's real ly saying is, let's bring in all the student 
loan appl ications into this Chamber and let's assess them publicly. And, of course, he was very 
indignant at that suggestion.  "Oh, no, no, no, not 1 , "  said he. Wel l ,  you know, M r. Speaker -
( I nterjection)- Now, again he repeats, "Bloody nonsense." You know, his party, his party, a 
grandfather was Premier, two or three Premiers ago, of his party in 1 909, 1910, a fellow by the name of 
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Rodmond Robl in .  You know, he had a student aid plan going then, he had a student aid plan designed 
to assist- because he didn't know any better, he cal led them "Ruthenians" which should have been 
Ukrain ians - to assist Ruthenian teachers. I n  the sessional papers, and this was tabled in the House 
every year, and what was tabled in the House? The names of the l oan recipients, the amount that was 
loaned to them, the amount paid by each one in that year and the balance owing, all shown there, al l . 
His party did that. His party did that. His party did that and one could look down this l ist -
( I nterjection)- Wel l ,  I 'm sorry, Mr. Speaker, if the honourable member is that damn stupid about the 
history of his party - he doesn't even know in what years the government of Sir Rodmond Robl in  was 
i n  power i n  this province. You had better check back in your h istory book and find out. You had better 
check back and find out -(Interjection)- about the year that you were born. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Min ister has one minute. 
MR. HANUSCHAK: About the year that you were born and I'm quoting,  Mr. Speaker, I 'm quoting 

from a sessional paper that was tabled i n  th is House - one from 1 909, the other from 1 91 0 - for the 
i nformation of the honourable member. And the names are l isted for everyone to see, who did not pay 
his loan.  There are blanks opposite names, -(I nterjection) - No, no, these are al l  U krainian 
teachers. You know, John Orsenich (?) borrowed $304.00, amount paid in  1 909 zero dol lars; balance 
owing $304.00. And so it went, ' and so it went. And then he stands up in the House - he's going to 
defend the privacy, the rights to privacy of the individual,  as to the d isclosure of his i ncome and so 
forth, in applying for student aid. 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, as I said at the outset, throughout the entire debate i n  this session, be it from 
the Throne Speech, the Budget Debate, at any other opportunity that there may have been for the 
Tory Party to ind icate its policies' to state its policies, its platform, it was si lent. Not a word. Not a 
word . You know' the Honourable Member for Robl in ,  I well recall when we were d iscussing 
Manpower train ing and I had i ndicated the government's priorities i n  the Manpower training program 
and he gets up and he asks me that, if in  response to suggestions from the Opposition, if we would 
change our  priorities. So I said, "Well ,  tel l  me what your priorities are and I ' l l  tel l  you whether I ' l l  
change them or not." There was si lence. There was si lence from the Member for Robl in ,  absolute 
si lence. 

Mr. Speaker, and so it went, so it went through the balance of the debate of the Estimates of my 
department, programs for disadvantaged, student aid, the role and function at comm unity colleges, 
universities, Youth Secretariat, Special Projects - not a word . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris. 
MR. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, we have been entertained for the last 40 minutes by the 

unbel ievably ph renetic activities of the Min ister of Conti nu ing Education. He spent the entire speech 
delving into the past, wiping the dust of the thirties out of his eyes, and i ndeed, Sir ,  that wasn't 
enough.  He even had to go back to the Robl in years, to 1 91 0-1 5, in order to bolster his own 
confidence and to fi nd some material to enable h im to convince h imself that the government enjoys 
the confidence of the people of this province. Sir, all that whist l ing in the graveyard is not going to 
change the fact that the people of this province are fed up with his government and are going to toss 
them out on their ear whenever they can screw up their courage enough to call an election. 

I have no criticism to offer the Premier for delaying the election, if i ndeed he intends to delay the 
election unti l  this fal l ,  I don't expect that he wi l l  go m uch beyond that because the t iming becomes 
very critical the closer it  comes to the deadl ine. But the Premier does have the right u nder the 
Constitution, to cal l  that election any time within the five years. lt is a matter of judgment on the part 
of the Premier and we are fu l ly cognizant of the difficulties that he faces at the moment in attempting 
to which is normal ly pick a date that is  su itable for the government' what govern ment wi l l  do. Right 
now, the very fact that he has ind icated a delay i n  the election is an indication i n  the minds of 
honourable gentlemen opposite that they are not in as happy a position as they would l ike to be. 

The fact that the members of the government have, throughout the course ofthis debate, indeed, 
Sir, throughout the course of this session, spent their time - not in attempting to justify their 
programs, not i n  attempting to answer questions i n  relation to their programs - but more in an 
attempt to discredit - and they have been singu larly u nsuccessful - our Leader and the phi losophy 
of the Conservative Party, because they are aware' Sir, that t imes do change and in spite of the fact 
that maybe 1 0, 1 5  years ago there was a trend and a tendency toward the government becoming a 
great deal more active i n  the affairs of the province. That tendency, that trend and that incl ination on 
the part of the peop le of the Western World today has now sh ifted. Honourable gentlemen opposite 
know that. lt has shifted largely because the experiment - and I call it an experiment in this province 
- has proven to be, an experiment with socialism has proven to be an abysmal fai lure. l t  has created 
more d ifficulties, more problems, and more problems, not only for the past, present but more 
problems for the future, than it ever could possibly have solved . 

I know that the Min ister of Continuing Education was frustrated beyond words with the 
Opposition because this Opposition has taken a fairly consistent position in respect to government 
spending .  We have felt throughout the years that we have been in Opposition that we have a 
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responsibi l ity, S ir, a responsibil ity to the taxpayers of this province and if nobody else is going to 
come to the aid of the taxpayer, then it i ndeed should at least be the Opposition. We have done that 
and we have done that consistently. We have criticized the government for wastefu l  spend ing;  we 
have criticized the government for spending money that we felt was wrongfully spent and fool ishly 
spent; and we have not advocated - except in those instances where we felt it would improve the 
infrastructure and the capabil ities of people to earn more money for this province and to increase the 
wealth of this province - we have consistently advocated a reduction in spending and an increase, 
only in those areas that would redound to the benefit of this province. That, I know, is a frustrating 
experience on the part of honourable gentlemen opposite and perhaps when the First Min ister gets 
up to justify - and this is what he does pretty consistently whenever a criticism is levelled at the 
government - his almost predictable answer is to compare Manitoba with other provinces. 

Wel l ,  it's an exercise that I suppose is legitimate and he, more particu larly, l i kes to compare 
Manitoba with those provinces that have Conservative governments. Wel l ,  Sir ,  throughout the years 
that I have been a member of this Legislature, and particularly in the years that I've been in the 
Opposition, I have never regarded or never taken the position that because Conservative 
governments in other provi nces have done certain things that they were necessari ly right. I th ink that 
if the honourable gentlemen opposite would search the records they wou ld find that I have been just 
as critical of govern ments in other provinces for doing things that I believed that were wrong as I have 
been critical of governments in this province. I th ink that, S ir, the difficulty that we face and the 
problems that have to be resolved if we are not to face a catastrophic situation in the very near future 
- and I don't know of very many economists who have a rosy picture to paint for what faces our 
future generations. 

Sir, the Minister of Continuing Education suggests that every pol itical party should have a laundry 
l ist of programs for every conceivable consumer group i n  this province; that they should be le to 
come out with that l ist and say, "This is what we're going to do for the teachers; this is what we're 
going to do for one branch of the labour movement; this is what we're going to do for another branch; 
this is what we're going to do for the storekeepers and this is what we are going to do for other 
people." Sir, that is hypocrisy at its worst for any political party to do that. 

In the fi rst place' Sir, we don't know, because we don't have that i nformation, what awaits a 
government that wi l l  take over from honourable gentlemen opposite. We may find ourselves i n  
exactly the same position that Premier Ben nett found himself i n  in  the Province of British Columbia. 
Al l  the good i ntentions that were enunciated, and all  of the programs that were enunciated by the 
Premier of British Columbia when he took had to be postponed and set aside because, fi rst of all, he 
had to straighten out the mess that he i nherited. I suspect, Sir, that in  this province' no matter what 
our i ntentions may be and how wel l  they may be formu lated, we are going to ha ve to clear up a simi lar 
mess in this province. 

I want to draw upon other people's experiences for a moment to explain that point just a l ittle bit 
further. I want to quote from Robert Moss' book "The Collapse of Democracy." I th ink I d id it last year, 
Sir, but I want to quote it again because I think this is a more opportune moment for me to do so 
because it is d irectly related to the very subject and the very point that was made by the M i nister of 
Cont inuing Education. He is quoting Professor Hutt (?) who said,  "Hutt is profoundly depressed by 
the way that modern electioneering so often degenerates i nto a fatuous kind of auctioneering. The 
politicians bid each other up with s imi lar promises of g reater material rewards, better social services, 
fu l l  employment and stable prices." And that's really what the Minister of Continuing Education is  
inviting us to do.  "Radical proposals for reducing inflation, for redistributing income away from 
consumption and toward saving and investment and for b lunting the edge of the strike threat 
weapon, get l eft outside i n  the cloakroom even as the urgency of the economic crisis mounts and 
such measures beg in to appear as essential to the survival of parl iamentary i nstitutions." 

Sir, that is precisely the situation that is faced in Great Britain today. lt is not a question of who is 
going to do a better job. The real situation that is faced in Great Britain today is not only the survival of 
the economic l ife of that province but the survival of thei r political and their parl iamentary 
institutions. 

"Popular column ists and party apparatchiks are on hand to reassu re those grooming themselves 
for re-election that such ideas are too hot to hand le. Political realists agree in their club rooms that 
success wi l l  depend on the flattery and ever more costly bribery of the welfare man. That supreme 
achievement of natural selection in the socialist hol iday camp, the ultimate consumer, who has been 
spoon-fed n ight and day with the pleasing idea that it is a responsibi lity of the state to provide for h is 
every want and some of his fantasies as wel l ,  without regard for merit or exertion." 

And then he goes on to point out, "Whether or not the parliamentary system that we have enjoyed 
in this country is not fatal ly drawn to reward those who offer the wrong set of promises." 

Sir, I don't want to engage in that kind of fatuous auctioneering, but I do believe that the people of 
this country do want to know a general trend,  a general belief or a phi losophy on the part of a political 
party. And we have had two of them presented to us, Sir. We have the honourable gentlemen opposite 
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who bel ieve and have stated on repeated occasions, g reater and g reater control of the i ndividual by 
the state, g reater and g reater publ ic domination and it was suggested by the Min ister of Mines and 
Resources that i ndeed the slogan for the next election campaign is going to be, "The Public Can Do 
Better." They bel ieve in that. I don't. And the members of this p�rty don't. 

One of the great mistakes that has been made, I th ink  in this country, is the creation , of what Henry 
F . . .  calls as "The Pol itics of Expectation." The publ ic had been led to bel ieve that greater and 
greater security, greater and greater opportunity can be provided by the state. And that Politics of 
Expectation were nourished in  part by the i l l usion that an answer could be found to the sytems of 
Marxism and communism, other than the spontaneity of free societies. 

Sir, there are two alternatives: The continuous drift ing towards the control of the entire economic 
l ife of this province or this country by the state, or a return to some form of ind ividualism on the part of 
the people. I want to quote further from Henry F . . .  who d rew attention to this very thing in his book, 
"The Kennedy Years,"  in  which he endeavoured in retrospect to outl ine the methods of the Kennedys 
and to comment upon them in the l ight of history. With the benefit of that kind of hindsight, I think Mr. 
F . . .  has fairly accurately described the bui ldup to the situation that we now face. He goes on to say 
this, " In  the total wars of the modern age, we are wi l l ing to surrender our i nd ividualism for the period 
of the war because we are persuaded that, if there is no victory, there is no future. And the danger is 
that this totalitarian spi rit is then carried into peace. If we can perform such mi racles in war, why 
cannot we perform them in peace? Such is the plausible cry. l f we can bui ld Pluto and Mu lberry . . .  " 
And this, for the benefit of perhaps honourable gentlemen opposite, and perhaps there may be some 
people in this side of the House, whose memories may not recal l to them what Pluto and Mulberry 
were, they were the improvised pipeline in the artificial harbour that was constructed for 0-Day. 

"Why cannot we bui ld schools and hospitals? The answer l ies, and we should be g rateful for it, in  
the people themselves who have recovered some of  their individualism. They no longer have a single 
objective. Some want schools, others want hospitals. Some want coloured television, others want 
automobi les. Even those who want hospitals and schools may want universities and l ibraries even 
more. Which of these is the nobler aspi ration is a matter of subjective preference and the people 
cannot, with a return of at least a measure of their freedom, be confined to any one of them. In a free 
society, when it is at peace, a government cannot override the variety of people's choices. lt can only 
marginal ly influence them and in that marg in ,  the pol itician works." 

Sir, if honourable gentlemen opposite want to put their finger on any one single reason why they 
have lost the confidence of the people of this province, it wou ld be on that particular poi nt. As was 
pointed out by the Member for Lakeside a few days ago when he was responding to a speech that was 
made by the Attorney-General ,  and during the course of his remarks, the Attorney-General said that 
he was happy that he was able to achieve his objective. The Member for Lakeside responded by 
saying,  "That is the difference between honourable gentlemen opposite and the people on this side 
of the House, we want people to achieve their objectives and we want to create a situation and a 
cl imate that permits them to do exactly that." 

I th ink my honou rable friends opposite are going to find that there is a g rowing body of opinion i n  
this provi nce that has the feel ing that they are being den ied the opportunity of achieving those 
objectives that are theirs and not the government's. 

Sir, there are many examples of where the government have intruded and have denied that 
opportunity to the people of this province and there is no g reater evidence of that than an unguarded 
statement that was made by the Premier last year, and it has been picked up during the course of t his 
debate and supported by some - not too many - but some honourable gentlemen opposite, and 
that is the statement that nobody i n  this province should earn more than two-and-a-half t imes the 
lowest paid worker. Sir, that was described by the Leader of the Opposition pretty aptly i n  his 
response to the Speech from the Throne when he said, "Where is  the opportunity for the young man 
or young woman who has the ambition, the abi l ity, and the desire and the energy to reach the top?" 
Or to use the phrase used by the Min ister of Northern Affairs, "to reach for the stars." How can he 
possibly ever achieve that ambition when he has to start cl imbing up a ladder that only has two-and
a-half rungs on it. 

Wel l ,  Sir, l i ke most social ist el itists, the Premier and his col leagues see themselves as a shepherd 
chosen by destiny to steer the ignorant herd . . .  -( I nterjections)- Wel l ,  I shal l attempt to go over 
that again,  Sir. The honourable gentlemen opposite foresee themselves as shepherds chosen by 
destiny to steer the ignorant herd into the paradise that they alone perceive. 

Sir, if anybody ever needed any evidence of whether or not they perceive that paradise, they were 
contained in the words of the Min ister of Publ ic Works a year or so ago when d uring the course of 
remarks that I was making and when I was criticizing the government for trying to lead people of this 
province in a d irection that they did not choose to go, the Min ister from his seat responded, "But the 
people don't know what they want." Sir, if there is to be a l i ne drawn between honourable gentlemen 
opposite and members of the party on in  this side of the House, it l ies right in  that belief on the part of 
the honourable gentlemen opposite, they and they alone can perceive that paradise. 
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Sir, recently, Diane Cohen who is regarded as an authoritative tax expert, had written a series of 
articles, and I want to quote briefly from one that was d rawn from the quarterly magazine, The 
Financial Times of Canada. And she starts out the article by using these words. " In  the year2076" 
that is some time away, a hundred years from now - "Canadians may wel l  be asking their historians, 
how did they let it happen? How did government g row so big, yield such power, become so unwieldy 
and take? so m uch in taxes from its people By then, it wil l be an academic question, an attempt to 
analyze to determine the log ic of the past, but it is hardly a rhetorical issue. We have a g reat deal of 
government in  Canada and it is  very expensive. I want at the outset, Sir, to make sure that honourable 
gentlemen opposite before they start screaming, I want them to recogn ize and to know that I am 
referri ng to al l governments in Canada, not just social-democratic governments or the government in 
Manitoba. I have level led that criticism before on other governments and that is why I take very l ittle 
stock of the Premier's comparison with other provinces because they are all on the same road to 
destruction. 

"Forty percent of our national i ncome is taken away from us and spent by governments. Already 
around the nation and across the pol itical spectrum, big government and the taxes it col lects has 
developed as a central political discussion among the rich and the poor, the young and the old in this 
Confederation called Canada. In  fact, it has emerged as the focus of bitter dissatisfaction and 
d is i l l usionment, a government that is perceived as i nefficient, overindu lgent, intrusive and 
expensive." Then in order to substantiate that argument, she goes on to point out that, "We in 
Canada, we have proportionately a larger civi l service almost double the size than that in  the Un ited 
States. They employed some 2.9 mi l l ion last year to serve a popu lation of 222 mi l l ion." 

Miss Cohen went on to point out that the tax jungle and the burden that is currently being 
shouldered by the people of this country need not be." She also goes on to point out that "The turn ing 
point for the worsening of the situation came with the introduction of the new taxation policies that 
were introduced a few years ago." 

Kenneth Eaton,  an acknowledged giant i n  Canadian tax scene unti l  his death some years ago, 
concluded a decade ago, that the Canadian g raduated i ncome tax schedule is a fraud. "The 
unsoph isticated might be led to bel ieve that the succession of i ncreasing rates were of the essence in  
add ing to  the revenue yield of  the income tax and that i n  the absence of  this graduation, a flat tax rate 
to produce the same revenue might perhaps have to be around 30 to 40 percent." 

He goes on to say this, "The start l ing fact is that graduation adds relatively l ittle to the yield of an 
i ncome tax. A flat tax rate of approximately 1 7  percent would yield as much revenue as the present 
schedu le. David Perry of the Canadian Tax Foundation says that 16 percent would do the trick." 

Then she goes on to point out the benefits of that kind of a tax rate. Then of course she also goes 
on to point out that there isn't a government in the country that has the courage to do precisely that. 

And so that we wi l l  suffer under the staggering burden of a taxation system that does not, as 
perceived by its proponents, equal ize the taxation burden on those who can pay the most or can 
afford to pay the best. lt is destructive of the i ncentive of the people, it takes money from those who 
can least afford to pay it; but worst of all, i tcreates a rate of i ncrease in inflation that is becoming more 
disastrous every year. 

Sir, the Min ister of Publ ic Works who is prone to making statements that one should pay attention 
to because they are the essence of the thinking of honou rable gentlemen opposite. For example, the 
l ittle badge that he sent around, I don't know what useful purpose it wi l l  serve. l t  is going to have the 
effect of spending more government money, and perhaps a dozen civi l servants were engaged in 
designing the thing, but I am disappoi nted that it does not contain the picture of the Minister of Public 
Works on it. I think it would be more appropriate because, after al l ,  he is the native son of the 
Constituency of Ki ldonan . 

But he made the suggestion there was noth ing inflationary about putting people to work. Indeed 
the Min ister of Finance made the same statement. And I, on the surface, would agree with that if one 
does not examine too carefu l ly the method by which you put people to work. 

The Minister of Publ ic Works suggested that the way to put people to work is to have the 
government h i re them. And he went so far as to make the suggestion, indeed the assertion, that 
government employees do create wealth. S ir, with that kind of thinking, and if they real ly  do share 
that bel ief, then it is no wonder that we have got ourselves into so much difficulty. If it was indeed true, 
Sir, that we could take the money out of the pockets of one taxpayer and place it into the pockets of 
another one and then create wealth in the process, then we should be even wealthier than Yemen. 
Certainly there is  enough of that being done. 

I want to again d raw on the wisdom of other people, because I know my honourable friends 
opposite wi l l  not necessari ly believe me when I tel l  them, but Nobel prize wi nner Mi lton Friedman I 
think has some stature in the economic community, and he was commenting on President Carter's 
program in the U nited States and he was attempting to point out some of the fallacies of the 
economic package that President Carter was placing before Congress. Some of that package, S ir, 
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has now been withdrawn and perhaps it was at the u rg ing and the suggestions of Mr. Friedman. 
He was asked this question: Wi l l  President Carter's program of tax cuts and spending stim ulate 

the economy? And the answer that he gave is, There is noth ing i n  the package which wi l l  stim ulate 
anything .  How can the government stim ulate the economy by taking money out of one pocket of the 
publ ic and putting it i nto another pocket? The rebate plan, for example, would d istribute $50 apiece 
to most consumers. As a result those consumers wi l l  tend to spend more. But where wi l l  the 
government get the money to send out the rebates in the fi rst place? 

Then the questionner asked and posed this one, "But almost everyone l ooks on the rebate as a 
good way to stimulate the economy." And Mr. Friedman responded in this fashion,  "it appears to be a 
stimulant because people are looking at the visible effects and paying no attention to the i nvisible 
effects. The $50 rebate checks and the extra expenditure by consumers that wil l result are very 
visible. The people who wi l l  not have employment because the government wi l l  borrow the money or 
cause more i nflation are not very visible and nobody notices them." 

I am reminded of the i l l ustration that was used by Henry Haslett i n  his book, The Principles of 
Economics. He used the i l l ustration of what he called the broken window theory. l t  goes something 
l ike th is .  A thug picks u p  a brick and throws it through a plate g lass window and everybody on the 
street, Sir, is going to be del ighted because they say now that's going to create employment for 
somebody. The carpenters and the g laziers are going to have an opportunity of making some money 
in repai r ing that broken window. And everybody wi l l  see that there is  employment there because 
there is going to be, right in the storefront window along the street, everybody wi l l  notice it. Haslett, 
What is not noticed, according to Mr. is that if the owner of tl]at store d id not have to spend money 
repai ring that window, he would have spent that money on something of his own priorities. He might 
have bought a new suit or a new overcoat and the tai lor would have been just as busy as the g lazier. 
The employment would have been created just as surely. One significant d ifference: that when the 
government creates employment, and I am not going to argue against the necessity of governments 
carrying on thei r responsibi l ities as a government, and in the carrying out of those responsibi l ities 
there has to be bui ld ings, there has to be structures to house government offices, and there have to 
be various things that have to be done by governments. But I am pointing out that when it is designed 
for no other purpose than to put somebody to work doing something that need not be done, or would 
not have been done otherwise, then it creates a situation where the taxpayer suffers because he loses 
that money and the recipient of that money gets only a portion of it because most of it, or a lot of it, is 
siphoned out in  administration costs wh ich i ncreases the expenditure of government. 

Sir, it is the application of these - I very kindly refer to as wrong-headed policies on the part of 
those who bel ieve that bigger government is better government - that is creating, not solving, but 
creating more of the problems in this country than they could ever hope to solve. Sir, I find it a rather 
interesting exercise on the part of honourable gentlemen opposite. 

I don't know if there have been two or even three, I don't th ink there have been that many, who 
have stood up and stoutly defended the government's p rogram and have made any effort to justify it. 
As I said they have wallowed in the dust of the Thi rties, they have gone even further back than that. 
Their desperate attempts to discredit the Leader of the Opposition are, i n  my opinion, wasted 
because words alone, I don't care how tar honourable gentlemen want to go back, words alone wi l l  
not  destroy the Leader of  the Opposition . He is  made of somewhat more d urable stuff than that. And i f  
honourable gentlemen opposite expect that they are going to go i nto an election campaign by 
shouting i nvectives against the Leader of the Opposition, by attempting to convince the people of 
this province that we have no pol icies - and I think  that the people of this province are pretty wel l  
aware of where we stand and the honourable gentlemen opposite are too, they are aware. And they 
find themselves on the wrong side of publ ic opinion and, Sir ,  they wi l l  have an awful time attempting 
to convince people in  Man itoba that a return to what they have experienced i n  the past eight years, 
and 1 am not going to condemn or criticize some of the improvements that have been made, because 
that does come from time to time. But I do say, Sir, that to attempt to suggest, or to attempt to 
convince anybody in this province that the mere spending of dol lars is a recipe tor victory is going to 
be a very d ifficult task. 

The Member tor Emerson ,  in his remarks on the Throne Speech, l isted every single n ickel that was 
spent in his constituency, and I suppose that he feels that he is going to go back to Emerson and say 
on that basis and that basis alone he deserved to be re-elected. I am going to tel l  the Member tor 
Emerson right now, it wi l l  not work, because in the process they have discovered somethi ng else, that 
they have lost a heck of a lot more and they have lost something that is tar more important to them and 
the odd bit of gravel that they've got on their roads - and I don't deny those thi ngs, they are 
important, bui lding roads, bui ld ing schools, bui ld ing hospitals, nurs ing care homes, that we have 
accepted as a of part of a government responsibi l ity - but I think  al l  of those things, Sir, can be done 
without the loss of the freedom of the people of this province. And on that basis honourable 
gentlemen opposite are going to be judged. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member tor Church i l l .  
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MR. LES OSLAND: Mr. Speaker, I would l i ke to enter the debate at this time, just for a few 
moments. So often I get the feeling i n  the House that al l  the phi losophizing on the other side and from 
our side leaves me a l ittle adrift, really, in  the storms or where my people find themselves. I th ink one 
night the Member for Lakeside and myself were discussing philosoph ical d ifferences and we both 
came to the same agreement, that the two things that we were very much against were big business 
and big government. And I really feel that, after what I have been l istening to for the last seven days, it 
has so l ittle to do with what is happening outside this bui ld ing.  

Out of 23 communities in  my r id ing,  we have what is cal led fou r  economical ly viable communities, 
that's a l l .  Now Manitoba has been in the north for the last fifty years and that is what we have come u p  
with . A n d  at this point i n  time, I feel a little upset with things that have happened i n  the last year. One 
has been a statement by a Member of Parliament from the north who has come up with an answer for 
the people in  Shamattawa, for instance, that the answer to this community, because it is 
u neconomical ly viable, to move the people. And then coming from the Liberal benches d uring the 
Budget Debate, there has been a position promoted that certain areas in the north should be 
developed and the rest should be just kind of let go and try and gravitate al l  the people i nto those 
three or four commu nities, and therefore they would be viable. 

My position as a member representing the area is that because we have such things as m ines and 
we have certain ly got the hydro, every community in the north is viable. And we can't have everybody 
moving into Wi nnipeg. You have got enough mess down here now without us add i ng to it. I think this 
is also a feel ing that comes from the farming areas that I hear so often. l t  is one of the most 
d iscourag ing things to drive through the countryside and find some town dying on its feet, more and 
more farm houses being emptied , and one large farm that seems to be a viable ind ustry. And 
somewhere along the l ine, I bel ieve that the stay option that this party promotes is an answer that we 
can definitely make a better Manitoba for al l  of us to l ive in .  

I would l ike to deal for  a few moments with some of  the thrashings that have been going on in  our 
country. At the moment, November 1 5th became the big deal for Canada. Al l  of a sudden the news 
media went crazy. We had a sort of a mature child g row up and decide it was going to stand on its own 
feet. Then we had al l  the reverberations of that position by the people of Quebec, that they were 
going to reassess their position and we had the big daddy government fly into the breach and start 
threatening economic measures that would make them suffer, and so on and so forth. The pitiful part 
was that out of it a l l ,  somehow or another, we lost the actual overall view of Canada which has been 
the east maritime against the west, the against the in land, and basically, the poor versus the rich.  We 
just seem to have lost al l of that, and all of a sudden now it is just French Canada. This is not the only 
problem that Canada faces. 

I bel ieve that participatory democracy, which is one of the th ings that came into vogue at the 
beginn ing of the Sixties, was something that would be an answer for all of Canada. Wel l ,  I don't really 
believe that big government from the federal level, big government from the provincial level ,  is  the 
answer. I bel ieve that the policy that this government has been pursuing which has got very little 
praise has been l ocal government development, where we have mayors and councils now for the fi rst 
time, not only receiving enough authority by which they can operate, but some support from the 
provincial level in order to support this. I thin k  this wi l l  be the end and the answer that we are looking 
for. 

One of the things that our Prime Min ister has been crying about is that we must keep the federal 
state strong. And I agree with the idea that the federal state m ust be strong but it  can only be strong as 
the local governments take over their responsibi l ities and develop themselves towards an 
economical ly viable commun ity, wherever they may l ive. Thank you very much. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa. 
MR. BLAKE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I don't have too much to add to the Budget Debate that 

hasn't al ready been said so I ' l l  have my remarks concluded, I think, in sufficient t ime for the 
adjourn ment to be taken at five thirty. 

M r. Speaker, the Budget Debate has been covered at some length I suppose you wou ld say, 
although the largest percentage of the speakers didn't real ly  dwell too much on the Budget. l t  seems 
that the election fever was running high and they were more l i ke election speeches than comments 
on the Budget.

The Budget itself ' I m ust say there is little to comment on in it. lt was a pretty du l l  Budget, a sort of 
a stand-pat document, I would say. But more interesting ,  Mr.  Speaker, was the announcement with it 
that there was going to be a work program -a make-work program - announced.-(lnterjection)
Yes, $27 to $30 mi l l ion is the figu re that has been thrown around. I think that is the most i nteresting 
item that has come out of the Budget announcement as it was brought down in the House a week or 
so ago. I th ink that program is extremely interesting and we would l i ke to know what it is .  We would 
l i ke to see it la id  out  on the table so that we might  have j udged i t  and I th ink it should have been 
included in the Budget Speech itself, and we would have had a l ittle more meat to debate in the 
House. 

2668 



Tuesday, May 3, 1977 

They have said in the Budget that they wi l l  contin ue to improve social services and there is no 
question that that is one item that is  high on the l ist of the present government. J ust what the cost of 
the improvements might be we' l l  have to wait, I suppose. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, the level of the debate in the Budget Speech has been somewhat 
disappointing. I have felt that many of the speeches that were made probabl y  cou ld have been left 
unmade and I suppose there wi l l  be many say that about my particular remarks right now. -
(Interjection)- The Minister wasn't i n  the House this afternoon. He said, "Which ones?" We have just 
heard one from the Min ister of Continu ing Education that cou ld have been left u nmade. And you 
know, Mr. Speaker, it seems odd that we sometimes wonder, on this side of the House, whether the 
honourable gentlemen opposite really tal k  to each other and really know what's going on over there 
because we had a good example. Our Leader made the statement up north referring to some $50 
mi l l ion worth of Publ ic Works and the Premier, or the First Min ister, got q uite incensed over this and 
he said, "What is he talk ing about? What $50 m i l l ion program?" And we find that i n  effect the Min ister 
of Publ ic Works had announced a $50 m i l l ion program, but apparently he hadn't told the First 
Minister about it. 

J ust today, Mr. Speaker, I just happened to open Hansard and the Minister of Continu ing 
Education and Tou rism went on at some great length and attacked our  Leader, which has been the 
theme over there, to attack and try and d iscredit our Leader and the party here on most occasions. 
And I suppose that's fair game in debate in this House, but the Minister of Cont inuing Education went 
i nto it again this afternoon saying that the reason that our Leader was jumping around and f inding a 
place to run and we were going to run h im in Charleswood because we wanted to get rid of h im,  that 
we were going to run him there and the voters were going to turf h im out. And I happened to open 
Hansard and the Min ister of Publ ic Works was speaking the other day and he says that the Leader of 
the Opposition doesn't have the courage to run i n  seats such as that. He is "a man who wi l l  only run i n  
a safe seat" , and I 'm quoting from Hansard Page 2637 of Monday last. "Souris-Ki l larney 'easy 
pickings', Charleswood 'a a lead pipe cinch'." Wel l ,  I th ink the two Min isters should get together and 
find out whether it  is considered a safe seat or whether it's considered a chal lenge to run in a seat 
such as Charleswood. 

The Minister of Continu ing Education of course takes every opportunity to try and put words i n  
m y  mouth i n  connection with the Student Loan Program, and h e  knows where I stand on the Student 
Loan Program, and the accusations that he is trying to accuse me of are utter nonsense. I pointed out 
in his Estimates what I thought was wrong with the particular program and my comments are on the 
record for all to see. 

But, Mr.  Speaker, the other members that have gone on before and speeches that I feel have not 
real ly contr ibuted too m uch to debate, but others have g iven us some food for thought. I th ink the 
Member for St. Vital made an interesting contribution when he went on to the Estate and G ift Tax, h is 
fascination with th is Estate and Gift tax. He has written l etters to the editor about it and it is i nteresting 
to hear h im get u p  and defend this gathering i n  a l l  the wealth from those that have acqu i red a little bit 
when they pass from this world. l t  is just extremely interesti ng to hear that, and the Member for St. 
Matthews joins in with his remarks and says that the federal people should get back i nto the field and 
reinstitute g ift tax and they are wi l l i ng  to fight an election on that. Wel l ,  I don't think it's that much of 
an election issue, M r. Speaker, but it just points up one thing ;  that the members opposite can't stand a 
winner. They just don't l i ke a winner. If somebody is d i l igent and works hard and acquires a few 
assets around them, and a fai r bit of material worth, over h is l ifetime of hard work, I don't see anything 
wrong with that. The members opposite do'  they feel that he should turn that a l l  back i n  when he is  
ready to hand i n  his gun .  And I just particularly don't  go a long with that, M r. Speaker. 

1 think what has prompted some of the speeches from members opposite is the fact that they are 
extremely worried. As I said , election fever was running h igh,  I think  the Member for St. Matthews has 
got a candidate on his tai l there and he has got him just going up the wal l .  He doesn't know how to 
defend against this chap and what the outcome of the next vote might be, whenever it is called. 

These are the things that I think  have prompted some of the speeches from the members opposite. 
The Member for St. James mentioned this afternoon the problems in the min ing industry, and I think 
the members for the north, whi le they chip away from their·seats, I think  they realize how important 
the min ing industry is in the north . I have faith in the north, I feel there is m uch more wealth up there, 
there are many more fi nds going to be made regardless of who they are made by. l t  seems a l ittle odd 
to me that the geologists that leave the Hudson Bay Min ing and Smelting Company seem to find 
other employment and then go back and find m ines that they have been tramping over for qu ite a 
number of years when they were employed by the company. But we al l  know that there is ore there. lt 
is just a matter -( Interjection)- I d id n't say that there was anything wrong with that at all , Mr. 
Speaker. I don't want the Member for Flin Flon to put words in my mouth . 

MR. BARROW: Would the member entertain a question? 
MR. BLAKE: Certainly I ' l l  entertain a question. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fl in Flon.  
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MR. BARROW: Well are you insinuating the geolog ists were crooked , the HBMS geologists, that 
worked for years and years and go back and make a find? Is that what you are insinuating? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Min nedosa. 
MR. SLAKE: I just said that in my remarks, I 'm not saying there is anything wrong with that, Mr. 

Speaker. lt just seems a bit odd that it turns out that way. I suppose it's a coincidence but I 'm not 
accusing them of any wrongdoing.No, I am certainly not. l t  

MR. BARROW: Yes you are. 
MR. SLAKE:/ could be company . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. 
MR. SLAKE: lt could be company policy that they only dri l l  so deep and that is as far as they go 

and if another company dril ls deeper and finds something that's fair game. -(I nterjection)- No, I 'm 
not backtracking one little bit. 

We know that the members opposite wou ld love to see the whole mi ning industry nationalized but 
I would l ike to see him get up on a platform in the north and say that when the election rolls around 
because I'm sure that the m iners up there don't want to see that, and I think that the Member for Flin 
Flan is well aware of that. -(1 nterjection)- Well certainly he is a mi ner but I would l ike to see him get 
up on his platform when the election is called and use that in the north. -(I nterjection)- -
(Interjection)- Yes, su rely. Wel l ,  he can go on, Mr. Speaker, if the Member for Fl in Flan is contentto 
nationalize the mining ind ustry in the north, he can go ahead and campaign on that basis and say so 
publicly. 

The mining industry, Mr. Speaker, is, as I say, of great importance to the north and I am sure that 
they are going to continue to find untold wealth up there and we wil l  see mi nes continue to develop 
under whatever government. lt j ust appears that it may be a little more difficult for them to come in 
and develop under this particular government and exploration, as we know, in the private sector has 
slowed. The Minister of Natural Resou rces will  argue that the government has fil led the breach there 
by their natural resources exploration department and using taxpayers money, I don't know how 
many mi l l ions have gone in there but obviously there has been an awful lot of public money go in 
there. 

1 think some of the speeches worthy of comment, Mr. Speaker, I think the Member for River 
Heights made an excel lent contribution to this House when he spoke on the Budget debate and, 
unfortunately, there were th ree people on the opposite side of the House d uri ng a great part of his 
speech. l t  was most unfortunate because he had a lot of good material there and I am sure the 
members that were in the House l istened intently and went away from here realizing that he was right 
on target. 

We had occasion, Mr. Speaker, to question the business abi l ity of the mem bers opposite and I 
won't get i nto debates on many of the ventures that they have gotten into because they have al l  been 
covered so thoroughly before. M r. Speaker, when you mention Chamber of Commerce to members 
opposite, they certainly get upset and I think that the Chamber of Commerce is a pretty wide-ranging 
organization in the rural areas and has a pretty good finger on the pulse of what is going on in rurai 
Manitoba, especi ally in the busi ness com munity, but i n  rural Man itoba they are certainly concerned 
with agriculture because, as we all know, it is so important to our way of l ife and the members on this 
side are certai nly representative of the rural area and we're well aware of the contribution that the 
Chamber makes. 

lt is interesting to hear members l ike the Member for Ste. Rose, I suppose, who has maybe never 
belonged to a Chamber of Commerce or has never had business dealings that would lead h i m  to 
belong to the Chamber but to hear some of his remarks when the Chamber of Com merce name is 
brought up, is somewhat disturbing because I don't think rea lly he i ntends to pass that reflection on 
to Chamber mem bers that he sometimes i ndicates in the House. 

These are the things, Mr. Speaker, that have occurred in the Budget debate that I th ink would have 
been better left unsaid but I suppose i n  the heat of argument and debate that these statements are 
made and I suppose if we all had some time to reflect on ou r speeches, we may make considerable 
changes from ti me to time. The attacks that have been made on our leader, Mr. Speaker, have not had 
the desired impact that members opposite would have l iked them to have had. I think he has laid out 
our pol icy as far as the Budget debate went and as far as was necessary in spite of what members 
opposite might wish to say. We certainly are prepared to go to the people with our alternatives to this 
particular government; we are not going to scrap student aid, such as the M i nister of Conti nuing 
Education would l ike to attribute to me, that I am going to just allow everybody to come in and borrow 
and obtain student loans with absolutely no investigation or anything else but he knows that's 
certainly not true, because I was involved in granting student aid for many many years when I was 
involved in the finance world. 

I suppose that these are the thi ngs that we try to make political points on and that's all wel l  and 
good when we are debating the government's program and the government's spending Estimates. I 
think we have some Estimates to come before the House yet and I think they will get the required 
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examination that the people of Manitoba that elected us would expect us to do of them and when that 
is cleared away, I am sure the Fi rst Mi nister and the other members opposite will be anxious to take 
their case to the people as those of us on this side of the House are. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I realize that there is an important speaker to follow me and we will al l  be waiting 
with some anticipation to hear the debate that has gone on for the past number of days being 
concluded and if I were to use my full allotted time, I would be usurping my authority or my privi lege 
for being al lowed some minutes this afternoon. With that, Mr. Speaker, I will relinquish the floor to the 
Fi rst Min ister. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister but I am prepared to call it 5:30. (Agreed) I am now 
leaving the Chair to return after the supper recess at 8 p.m. 
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