
TIME: 2:30 p.m. 

THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY of MANITOBA 
Tuesday, May 31, 1977 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Honourable Peter Fox (Kildonan): Presenting Petitions; Reading and Receiving 
Petitions; Presenting Reports by Standing and Special Committees; M inisterial Statements and 
Tabling of Reports; Notices of Motion ,  I ntroduction of Bills. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights. 
MR. SIDNEY SPIVAK: M r. Speaker, my question is to the First Minister. I wonder if he can confirm 

whether in his discussions with the Polar Gas group there has been an indication that Manitoba wil l 
be prepared to help finance the pipeline if the pipeline goes through a l l  of Manitoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 
HONOURABLE EDWARD SCHREYER, Premier (Rossmere): Mr. Speaker, the answer is an 

uneq uivocal no. lt would not be our intention ,  under any circumstances, to become involved - if I 
understood the question right - in the financing of the pipeline. Which pipeline financing would be 
in the order of magnitude of $7 b i l l ion plus or minus. 

MR. SPIVAK: Wel l then I wonder if the Fi rst Minister is in a position to indicate whether the 
government in its discussions with Polar Gas has indicated that they are prepared to finance 
additional studies supporting the alternative of coming through Manitoba? 

MR. SCHREYER: There will be studies, M r. Speaker, but we do not intend to duplicate efforts. I 
might add further that the determination as to the route to be fol lowed by the pipeline, if and when it's 
built some several years from now, wil l be predicated in such things as whether it's a 48 inch or a 42 
inch, that wil l  determine route alternatives and also the size of Canadian domestic requirements, the 
amount of export, etc. lt  wil l not be determined by whether or not a provincial j urisdiction is prepared 
to get involved to the extent of some few millions of dol lars in equity shares. 

MR. SPIVAK: I wonder if the First Minister can confirm that Polar Gas have informed the 
government that they intend to prepare the alternative studies for the routing through Manitoba, 
taking into consideration the matters that he's a lready brought to the attention of the House , and I 
wonder if in that proposal Polar Gas have indicated that their intention is to finance that study entirely 
on their own. 

MR. SCHREYER: Yes, M r. Speaker, I bel ieve that to be the case. There are al ready tentative or 
preliminary, I should say, studies as to the pros and cons of 48 inch pipe and one given route, and a 42 
inch pipe and another given route. The province has some preliminary studies with respect to the 
m ultiplier effect of one route as opposed to the other. In the final analysis there has been, I can say, no 
request by Polar Gas that the Province of Manitoba expend funds to carry out costing exercises on 
their behalf. As far as the province's concern is involved, we have the obligation to avail ourselves of 
information and material that is worked up on preliminary studies by Polar Gas and to attempt to 
refine it and to ensure that the National Energy Board is familiar with these different figures. 

M r. Speaker, while I 'm on my feet, in reply to a q uestion by the Member for River Heights this 
morning as to whether the unemployment forecast, as revealed yesterday in Ottawa, has any bearing 
on Manitoba. Strictly for information, we do not necessarily accept the data, the projections two 
years forward would seem to indicate that Manitoba's unemployment rate would remain not only at 
two fu l l  percentage points below the maximum average, but should widen to 2 V2 percentage points 
below the national average. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights. Final question. 
MR. SPIVAK: Yes, I wonder whether the First Minister would indicate the forecasted 

unemployment rate two years from now in Manitoba? 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Mi nister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, bearing in mind it is not my forecast, but that of the federal 

authorities, emphasizing again that it is a forecast, it shows Manitoba's unemployment rate averaged 
for 1 978 at 5.4. That is a forecast which I do not believe takes into account anything beyond a status 
quo projection, it does not take into account any winter works or accelerated special job creation 
efforts. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. LLOYD AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, I have a q uestion for the Minister of Environmental 

Protection. In view of the large amount of chemical spraying that is taking place in the province, both 
in provincial parks and otherwise, can he indicate whether his department has u ndertaken any 
special measures to monitor the amount of chemical contaminants in the air and whether there is any 
changes in degrees, and have that information supplied to different publics and areas which are 
concerned about this? 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of M ines and Environmental Resources. 
HONOURABLE SIDNEY GREEN (lnkster): M r. Speaker, I am of the opin ion that a l l  of the 

programs that take p lace have to be fi led with the Environmental Protection branch, so they shoul d  
be able to have, fi rst of a l l ,  a n  idea of what is occurring, b u t  I w i l l  check to see whether they do on-the
spot evaluations as to what is occurring as requested by my honourable friend. 

MR. AXWORTHY: Wel l ,  Mr. S peaker, as a supplementary, can the M inister i ndicate whether it is a 
common procedure for the department to provide for ongoing monitoring of the changes of a ir  
content and chemical content i n  the a ir ,  and also determine whether there is any ava i labi l ity of advice 
that people can receive on hand, as to where the spraying wi l l  take p lace, and what the impacts might 
be upon people with special respi ratory or other ai lments? 

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, there are a ir  qual ity tests taken and I am of the opinion that with regard 
to certain spraying, in any event, done by various g roups that there is advice g iven ,  both by the city or 
other authorities, as to what you can do if you want to avoid the spray, what you can do if it is a 
p roblem, but particu larly what special requests can be made to the authorities so that ind ividuals 
would not be subjected to the normal amount of spraying.  However, I wi l l  take the total ity of my 
honourable friend's q uestion as notice and try to respond as q u ickly as I can. 

MR. AXWORTHY: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker, if I can to another M inister, to the M i nister of 
Agriculture who announced that he was going to propose that there be l iabi l ity assurance appl ied to 
those who are undertaking spraying, and it was my understand ing that one of the conditions of 
l icensing,  under the Clean Envi ronment Commission, that a l l  those who are using sprays wou ld be 
carrying insurance. Can he indicate whether, in  fact, spraying is being undertaken by agencies that 
are not carrying proper insurance credientials? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture. 
HONOURABLE SAMUEL USKIW (lac du Bonnet): Mr. Speaker, the Member for Fort Rouge is 

obviously referring to the new Pesticides and Fertil izers Control Act which has been proclaimed and 
regulation passed effective J uly 1 st next. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First M in ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: M r. Speaker, I wonder if I may have leave to proceed with the Fi rst Readi ng of a 

b i l l  that notice of, or ind ications of which I gave some two to three weeks ago. 
MR. SPEAKER: Does the Honourable M i nister have leave? (Agreed.) 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

BILL (NO. 86) - AN ACT TO AMEND THE ELECTIONS ACT 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst M in ister. 
HONOURABLE EDWARD SCHREYER i ntroduced Bill (No. 86)- An Act to Amend the Elections 

Act. 

ORAL QUESTIONS Cont'd. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West. 
MR. EDWARD McGILL: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Honourable the M inister of I ndustry 

and Commerce. I wonder if he can tel l us when we might expect to receive the Annual Report of the 
Economic Development Advisory Board. 

HONOURABLE LEONARD S. EVANS (Brandon East): Mr. Speaker, I bel ieve, it was explained to 
members of the House last year that the terms of reference of the Economic Development Advisory 
Board had been changed.  This goes back wel l  over a year ago I bel ieve now, M r. Speaker, and that the 
Board is not now requ i red to present a report to the Legislative Committee on Economic 
Development. M r. Speaker, this is for a very good reason. The reason is that most of their work is of 
the nature of engaging in and conducting seminars, discussion g roups and conferences on 
economic development q uestions, and al l  of its reports from these seminars and conferences are 
made publ ic, and i ndeed in some instances publ ished reports are made avai lable to the publ ic. So 
i ndeed therefore, all of their activity is of a publ ic  nature and there is simply no need therefore, for a 
special report to be made to any Economic Development Committee. I say that, Mr. Speaker, 
reminding members again that the orig inal concept of the Board had been changed, or has been 
changed. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. AXWORTHY: M r. Speaker, I have a q uestion for the M inister of H ighways. Can he inform the 

House what the status is of the issuance of l icence for moped operators in view of the fact that the 
amendments to the Highway Act have not yet passed, and that instructions were g iven by the Motor 
Veh icles Branch, that l icences wou ld be avai lable on J une 1 st. Can he i nd icate what status operators 
of those veh icles have? Would they be al lowed to use these veh icles or wi l l  there be temporary 
l icences issued? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M inister of H ighways. 
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HONOURABLE PETER BURTNIAK, (Dauphin): Mr. Speaker, I wouldn't want to say that the 
honourable member has been g iven some information which is not correct. I am not aware of any 
instructions g iven by the Motor Veh icle Branch to anyone that defin itely J une 1 st the b i l l  wi l l  be 
proclaimed and that that wi l l  be law, that mopeds wi l l  be al lowed in  Man itoba. There was an 
ind ication that it was hopefu l  that perhaps by J une 1st, but I 'm not aware of any def in ite date given by 
anyone to anyone. 

MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, can the Min ister i nd icate however, that there would be temporary 
arrangements made for l icensing for moped operators to cover the i nterim period before the passage 
and proclamation of the b i l l  so that they can operate their veh icles? 

MR. BURTNIAK: I don't th ink, Mr. Speaker, that it is necessary to do so, because I bel ieve the bil l  
hopeful ly wi l l  receive th i rd reading shortly, and anyone that has received or bought a moped, bought 
it with the hope that someday he may be able to use it legally, and surely I think people can wait 
another few days until the b i l l  becomes law, without having to go and pass any tem porary permission 
to use those vehicles u nti l  the bi l l  becomes proclaimed. 

MR. AXWORTHY: Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I would just ask the M inister if he can g ive assurance that on 
immediate passage of the b i l l ,  that it would be proclaimed and that l icences would be issued 
immediately so that operators cou ld use their veh icles dur ing the summer months? 

MR. BURTNIAK: That is understandable, M r. Speaker, that upon proclamation, that that wil l be 
made, the b i l l  wi l l  be proclaimed as soon as is humanly possible to do so, and make sure that 
everyth ing is in order so that we can proclaim that b i l l ,  and as I say, it certainly should not take 
months. lt  wi l l  take a matter of a few days, I wou ld th ink .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights. 
MR. SPIVAK: M r. Speaker, my question is to the M i nister of Industry and Commerce. I wonder if 

he can confirm whether the expi ry date for appl ications by small business for the Job Program , for 
assistance , wi l l  be J une 15th, and whether the government has any i ntention of extend ing that time? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of I nd ustry and Com merce. 
MR. EVANS: M r. Speaker, if there has been any lack of information in the community at large, and 

apparently there must be, I 'm very pleased that the Honourable Member for R iver Heights has asked 
that q uestion, because we did issue a news statement I bel ieve on Friday, and the First M i nister I 
bel ieve a l luded to it duri ng the debate on the Job Creation Program, that the J obs and Small 
Business Program deadl ine has been extended by one month from the m iddle of J une to the middle 
of J u ly. I might say, M r. Speaker, that this is a very innovative program, a program that has never been 
experienced by the business community of Man itoba. lt has taken some time to gather steam, but I'm 
pleased to report that it is gathering steam, and it looks as though we are having a considerable 
i mpact in  job creation among the small entrepreneurs i n  Manitoba. 

MR. SPIVAK: I wonder if the Min ister would be prepared to inform his advertising agency so that 
the advertisements saying the expiry date of J une 1 5th wi l l  be changed, the ones that are now 
appearing on the rad io stations. I wonder then if the M i n ister is in a position to indicate any evaluation 
that has been made by h is department with respect to the number of jobs that have actually been 
formed s ince the beg inn ing of this program. 

MR. EVANS: I am very pleased, Mr. Speaker, that the Honou rable Member for River Heights is also 
asking that q uestion. There are tabu lations now being made and a statement wi l l  be avai lable for all of 
the Job Creation Programs, I bel ieve, withi n  a matter of two or three days, and I am hoping that the 
Fi rst M i n ister wil l  be able to make a statement on the comprehensive Job Creation Program that we 
now have in operation i n  the Province of Manitoba. So that i nformation wi l l  be made avai lab le, M r. 
Speaker, to members of the House and to the public in general withi n  two or three days. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights. Final q uestion. 
MR. SPIVAK: Yes, to the Min ister of Labour. I wonder if he can indicate to the House whether it i s  

anticipated that the u nemployment f igures for  th is  past month which wi l l  be publ ished shortly wi l l ,  i n  
fact, be reduced by the government's program. 

HONOURABLE RUSSELL PAULLEY, Minister of Labour (Transcona): I 'm sorry, M r. Speaker, I 
d idn't hear al l  of the question. 

MR. SPIVAK: Well, I wonder if the M i nister of Labour is in  a position to indicate whether the 
unemployment figu res to be issued by Statistics Canada for the past month will i n  fact show a 
reduction as a result of the program by the government. 

MR. PAULLEY: M r. Speaker, one cannot really answer a question I suppose, but I anticipate that 
in the forward thrust by this government in the field of unemployment, the chances are it will reflect a 
reduction , but that is only my g uesstimate as against the guesstimate of my honourable friend, the 

Member for River Heights who I th ink would guesstimate a d ifferent f igure in order to satisfy h imself. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 
HONOURABLE HOWARD PAWLEY (Selkirk): Mr. Speaker, I would l i ke to respond precisely to 

the information that was requested by the Honourable Member for B i rtle-Russel l  pertain ing to the 
fatal ity inqu iries of the Manitoba School for Retardates. The dates of the inqu iry wil l be Tuesday, 
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Wednesday and Thursday, J une 28th, J une 29th and J une 30th this year. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Ass in iboia. 
MR. STEVE PATRICK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I wish to d i rect my question to the F i rst M in ister 

responsible for Manitoba Hydro. Can the Fi rst Mi nister ind icate to the House that a settlement has 
been reached between Man itoba Hydro and Northern Trappers Association for damages caused by 
the Nelson-Chu rchil l  power development and is there any percentage of compensation offered to 
the Northern Trappers' Association? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F irst M i n ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Well, Mr .  Speaker, I am not aware that there is any protracted d ifficu lty with 

respect to the Trappers Association . There is admitted ly d iff iculty for several years, qu ite some time, 
insofar as the Northern Flood Committee is concerned which is an entity that is presum ing to 
negotiate on behalf of the Treaty I nd ian commun ities involved. That is where the d iff icu lty l ies; it is a 
problem in law. The matter has not been resolved but i nsofar as the trappers are concerned, I am not 
aware of any undue difficu lty. 

MR. PATRICK: A supplementary, the F i rst M i nister says he presumes there is some difficulty. Can 
he ind icate what he means by that? I just wonder, has there been any offer made by the Man itoba 
Hydro based on yearly p roduction and what the loss would be as a result of the development so there 
would be a percentage settlement or percentage of damages paid to them? Has there been any k ind 
of i nd ication by Manitoba Hyd ro that this would be acceptable? 

MR. SCHREYER: Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, offers have been made to trappers with respect to 
demonstrable damage incu rred and as part of the pol icy, none of the trappers are requ i red to s ign 
any quit claim, so that in  the event that there is need tor adj ustment, thei r f inal adjustment on 
compensation is not prejud iced.  I am not aware that there has been any undue diff icu lty. I ndeed the 
matter really is understood to be subject to an arbitration p rocedure in the event of d isagreement as 
to p recise amounts. The spi rit insofar as the negotiations with the trappers are concerned has been 
good and has been p ractical. I wish I cou ld say the same with respect to the other g roup. 

MR. PATRI CK: Perhaps I can . . .  a last supplementary, Mr.  Speaker. Can the F irst M i n ister 
ind icate to the House what is the progress of the Northern Flood Committee, and is it holding up any 
hydro development at this stage or not and what is the p rogress being made? 

MR. SCHREYER: Well, Mr. Speaker, it is not holding up any hydro development although it has 
been constantly on the verge of so doing. The situation is  not qu ite analogous to d ifficu lties now 
being experienced in other parts of Canada, such as the Mackenzie Valley, James Bay. We have not 
had any work stoppages or injunctions to date and we have proceeded accordi ng to the schedule. 
The matter, we hope, will come to a conconstruction elusion with in  the next 30 days but I cannot 
g uarantee it. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 
MR. HARRY J. ENNS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I d i rect a question to the Honourable M i nister of 

Agricu lture and ask h im,  the question has to do, Sir ,  with the income support p rograms now avai lable 
to the beef p roducers in  the province, one the province started several years ago and now the 
national program. My question to the Min ister is, can the Min ister ind icate whether or not there is any 
sign ificant amount of switching tak ing place? Are Man itoba beef p roducers avai l i ng themselves of 
the federal program or are they by and large staying with the p rovincial program? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M inister of Ag riculture. 
MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, on the basis of the activity to date, it appears that we don't really expect 

more than about 200 to drop out of our provi ncial prog ram .  That's the way it's shaping up,  although 
it's hard to determine at th is point in  time, there's another month to go.  

MR. ENNS: M r. Speaker, j ust a supplementary question and it may be out of order. Is  the 
provincial program carrying on, and that is to the extent that are you accepting new appl icants at this 
time? 

MR. USKIW: No, we have announced some time ago, Mr.  Speaker, that new appl icants will not be 
accepted in 1 977 so that for those people only the federal program is available. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Minister of Consumer Affai rs.  In l ight of 

the announced i ncrease in the mi lk  prices by the M i l k  Control Board, can he indicate whether the 
Consumer Affai rs Department has assessed this price increase and determined whether it is withi n  
the general g u idel ines o f  the Anti-I nflation Prog ram or whether it's i n  excess o f  that i n  terms o f  m i l k  
prices? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affai rs. 
HONOURABLE RENE TOUPIN (Springfield): No, Mr.  Speaker, we have no intention of 

dupl icating what we consider to be a fair assessment by the Uti l ity Board . 
MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary. I assume the Minister means the M i l k  Control 

Board on this. Can he ind icate whether the Consumer Affairs Department entered any briefs or  
submissions on behalf of  consumers to that Board , in  terms of  the question of  m i l k  prices in  the 
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province? 
MR. TOUPIN: Mr. Speaker, we, at the department, have not submitted any briefs d i rectly to the 

department itself. 
MR. AXWORTHY: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, in view of the report that there are many fam i l ies which are 

not any longer able to afford the purchase of whole m i lk ,  particularly those who are on lower income 
or who are on social assistance, is the Min ister going to inqu ire or look i nto any means of provid ing 
for a supplementation so that they would be able to afford that, or f ind a way that they would be able 
to engage in  adequate milk purchases in  the province? 

MR. TOUPIN: Wel l ,  again ,  Mr. Speaker, that's something that wi l l  have to be looked at by 
respective governments, whether it be the municipal ities, the province, the Federal Government i n  
regard t o  adjusting rates of payment to those that are considered t o  b e  i n  need . S o  there's, you know, 
there's nothing that is contemplated, M r. Speaker, by the Department of Consumer and Corporate 
Affairs to that effect. We can consider the increase being a hardsh ip  on some people, but it had to be 
adjusted by other means, we have to think of the producers, we have to th ink of the consumers, and 
that's the role of the M i l k  Marketing Board, and we bel ieve that they have done an adequate job. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, in  view of the Min ister's answers, that it would take a combined 

effort by d ifferent levels of government, does he plan to in i tiate such an effort to see if there can be 
some answer provided, so that there is a proper supply of mi lk  for fami l ies that need it? 

MR. TOUPIN: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, again ,  we can only look back at the record and in regard to the 
policies estab l ished by this government pertain ing to adjustments of payments to those in need, and 
payments made to same by the Department of Hea.lth and Social Development, d irectly or ind i rectly 
through mun icipal ities, and that wi l l  be done, yes. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Min ister of Agriculture. 
MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, perhaps I should i nform the Member for Fort Rouge that the 

Government of Canada substantial ly subsid izes the dai ry industry, to the tune of a half a b i l l ion 
dol lars this year, and that, of  course, benefits al l  of  the consumers of Canada, includ ing those 
i nvolved in the consu mption of fresh mi lk .  We, in Man itoba, of course, derive benefits through the 
fact that we have integrated our mi lk  program in this province, an objective that the other provinces 
have yet to realize, but are work ing towards. And, indeed , the most recent federal pol icy changes are 
d i rected very much in that d i rection. So, I th ink the consuming publ ic, Mr. Speaker, has been 
subsidized and continues to be subsid ized, and we appreciate that degree of support from Ottawa. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 
MR. ENNS: Thank you , M r. Speaker. I d i rect a question to the Honourable the M i nister of 

Agriculture, and whi le I appreciate that essentially we are deal i ng with the price of f lu id m i lk ,  but we 
have a pooled i nteg rated dai ry pol icy in Manitoba, and my question is, do the recent price i ncreases 
at the producer, wholesale and retail level i n  any way place the Man itoba M i l k  Marketing Board in a 
better position to resolve its outstanding d ifficult ies, contractual d isputes with the cheese 
process ing plants in the Province of Man itoba? Is there any extra elbow room that is being gained 
here for those negotiations? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Agriculture. 
MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I would hope that there isn't because it is obvious to me that m i l k  

pro ices for cheese production in  Manitoba should relate to  m i lk  prices for cheese production i n  other 
provinces across Canada. And really we shouldn't use the fresh m i lk  market as a means of i nd i rect 
subsidizaiton of the cheese plants in this province. That would be an unfai r means of load ing the 
consumers of this province, in order to mai ntain some of our cheese p lants in the province who may 
or may not be viable, Mr. Speaker. 

Whi le 1 am on my feet 1 would l ike to also point out to the Member for Fort Rouge that we have 
maintained the lowest mi lk  price in Canada for two years. This recent adjustment it is going to be the 
second or third lowest of all provinces in  Canada, but there are adjustments pend ing fai rly soon in 
other provinces which will l i kely put us back to the position that we have maintained for the last 
couple of years. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposit ion. 
MR. STERLING LYON (Birtle-Russell): Mr. Speaker, a question to the Fi rst M in ister, or  the 

Min ister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs. A week or so ago I asked the two Min isters if they cou ld 
get thei r heads together to resolve what appeared to be a problem that was developing with respect to 
Hydro being unable to g ive estimates of hydro b i l ls  in apartments blocks which were going on 
demand b i l l ing ,  thereby, causing the property owner to run into trouble with the Rent Stabi l ization 
Act. Can the First M in ister or the Minister of Consumer Affairs report whether they have had any 
success in  this resol ution? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable First M i n ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, I did ask for that report. I bel ieve that I could .g ive my honourable 

friend that information perhaps tomorrow in  the forenoon or at 2:30. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY 

ADJOURNED DEBATES- SECOND READING 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader. 

BILL (NO. 40) - AN ACT FOR GRANTING TO HER MAJESTY CERTAIN SUMS 
OF MONEY FOR THE PUBLIC SERVICE OF THE PROVINCE 

FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING THE 31 st DAY OF MARCH, 1978 
MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, would you cal l  Bil l No. 40 please. 
MR. SPEAKER: Bil l No. 40. The Honourable Member for .Rock Lake. 
MR. HENRY J. EINARSON: Mr.  Speaker, I adjourned this debate on behalf of my col league from 

River Heights. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights. 
MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, I intend to deal with this bil l ,  and in the main deal with the Job Creation 

Program. of the government. But, I would like to make two or three observations with respect to the 
matter in which we deal with the Estimates of government spending, and in the final analysis with the 
bil l that is before us. 

M r. Speaker, I am not persuaded that the rules and procedures that we now have for the 
examination of Estimates are accomplishing, even in a limited way, the results that we are supposed 
to achieve in a p roper examination of the department spending. lt wou ld seem to me, Mr. Speaker, 
that there is a real need for an alteration and change of our system if, in effect, we are to carry out and 
fulfil the responsibilities we have in this House, and in examining what has taken place this year one 
would have to say that we have only superficial ly touched on the Estimates. In many cases the 
specifics have been ignored, and the g overnment has been successful in masking, in a very real way, 
the detailed spending that is within their capability once this bill is passed, and once the Estimates 
have, in fact, been approved, and once the session is finished. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the p rocedu res have to be changed, I bel ieve that the interdepartmental 
shifts of money that can occur  within the framework of the Estimates either have to be altered or there 
has to be a production into this House of all the information relating to the history of the way in which 
the votes that have been approved have, in fact, been utilized by the government. The information 
supptied by Public Accounts are not sufficient for us to u nderstand ful ly the manoeuvrability that 
government has with respect to spending, and, I believe, if that change occurred that would be 
another check and balance on the government. 

And , further, I believe, as well that the examination procedure has to be altered, and this is a 
responsibility both of the government and of the opposition.  

And further, I believe, that there is a very different kind of role for the Provincial Auditor that has to 
be played in a real specific manner, so that, in effect, some of the recommendations that he has 
proposed this year would be introduced, plus other refinements, which wou ld give us a far g reater 
ability to examine spending in its detail and to have the direct accountability that government, any 
government, must have with respect to its spending in this Legislature. 

And, this isn't real ly an attack on the particular government of the day, it is really a basic 
perspective that I see with respect to the way in which we handle our Estimates, and it is resolved of 
the degree in which government has now become so m uch part of our life, the increase in 
expenditures, and the fai lure on the part of the Legislature to respond to the change that is actually 
occurring .  You know, in many respects as politicians we are afraid of staying behind our public in the 
sense that we m ust legislate so that we are, in fact, with them or ahead of them to show leadership. 
But, with respect to the way in which we handle our spending we are far behind, because if the public 
had any idea of the superficiality which really characterizes the approach to the investigation of the 
Estimates, I think, they would be appal led. I f  the publ ic were aware of the failures of the system to 
adequately protect and check the interests, their interests, I think they would be appalled and rather 
surprised, and therefore, I think it is necessary to speak out, and I do this in a preliminary way before I 
make my general remarks about unemployment and the Job Formation Program and the state of the 
economy, to indicate that . this need for a change has to take place. 

Now, M r. Speaker, I was very taken with the fact that the First Minister today, in answers to 
questions about unemployment and forecasts, referred immediately to the TED Commission to more 
or less fuzz up the whole issue as to whether his government had any responsibility for any kind of 
forecasts of what unemployment would exist or what job formation is needed in the months to come. 
I have periodical ly in this House, asked the government, I asked during the Estimates for information 
as to who is preparing what, to be able to understand whether the fiscal policies are in fact adopted 
and adapted to meet the specific goals and targets that the government has set for itself, based on 
some unperstanding and some value j udg ment, based on information and fact and forecasts which 
are based on the abilities of those to be able to do the analysis and present to the government a basis 
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for decision making.  
lt  would seem to me that the government is real ly void of any kind of analysis and responds by 

trying to go back to past moments in  history and suggesting that somehow or other, the i nformation 
supp lied in 1969 which was the TED forecast of expections was, in  fact, the way in  which government 
should operate and therefore, they are not going to operate that way. And when the Fi rst Min ister 
mentioned the TED Report, I immediately thought of the 1 973 election and the document cal led The 
Guidel ines for the Seventies. The members opposite were very upset when a whole series of 
documents were p laced on the table by myself , there were reports , and I knocked it down on the 
floor and suggested that that's where they belonged real ly, in the garbage can ,  because they really 
were of no val ue even though a lot of money had been spent. 

And M r. Speaker, you know when one realizes that it was only in 1 973 that the G u idel ines for the 
Seventies, which was in fact the Fi rst Min ister's TED Report, was presented to the House, that 
real istical ly, Mr. Speaker, al l that was was a bunch of rhetoric, a writing which was window-dressing,  
writings that were presented so that there could appear to be some phi losoph ical basis for the "ad 
hocery" which has real ly marked the government's basic programs in deal i ng with the economy 
through them. the fiscal tools that are avai lable to 

And, Mr. Speaker, it is rather shock ing to sort of meet the situation today when unemployment is 
rising ,  both on a national level and here, to find that that ad hocery is sti l l  occurring and that what is 
being proposed real ly is less than even a Band-Aid solution for the problems that we have today. 

Wel l ,  Mr .  Speaker, you have been in government for e ight years and you've set certain  goals, and 
you know,  we should try and judge how you've ach ieved those goals. I want to quote from the 
Gu idel ines for the Seventies and I want to indicate just, in a specific way, the basic u nderstandi ng of 
the government at the time they issued this document. "The government bel ieves that unemploy
ment in M an itoba can be further reduced over the next eight years, 1 973 - 1 981 ." The Premier accepts 
today that u nemployment, two years from today cou ld be at a 5.4 percent f igure and yet that is 
inconsistent with the government's bel ief that unemployment in Man itoba can be further reduced 
over the next eight years. 

Mr. Speaker, the next statement. "The province's commitment to fu l l  employment wi l l  requ i re an 
integration of plann ing of manpower policy, fiscal pol icy and development pol icy." What 
development pol icy, M r. Speaker? What fiscal pol icy and what manpower pol icy? You know, Mr. 
Speaker, manpower pol icy doesn't simply come about because a sub-committee of Cabinet meets 
on a few occasions to discuss manpower problems. lt  comes as a result of research and study and 
forecasts and targets and the development of policies that wi l l  in  fact achieve that in the long run, not 
in  terms of short-term responses to every situation . 

M r. Speaker, let me continue. "The actual numbers of unemployed" - now this is very important 
as far as the statistical data that we have. "The actual numbers of unemployed and the involuntary 
underemployed, are, therefore, larger than indicated by Statistics Canada, particularly i n  a p rovince 
l i ke Manitoba with a large agricu ltural sector and a h igh popu lation of Reserve I nd ians." There is 
therefore an acknowledgement of someth i ng that we know to be true, that the statistical data 
understates the degree of unemployment in this province, it is much higher and as a result, one has to 
recog n ize that with respect to the statistical data, the two point difference is not a two point 
d ifference as the F i rst M i n ister has suggested . I n  fact, there may be no difference at al l .  And the 
real i ty is that unemployment is a serious problem, has been a serious problem, and I suggest will be a 
serious problem i n  the months to come. 

"The Man itoba government," quoting from the Gu idel ines, "wi l l  be developing its capacity to 
guarantee jobs to those who wish to work regardless of the federal pol icies which may prevai l ." Wel l ,  
w e  have a response today of a four-month program and I suggest to you that i f  the government had 
been on the bal l ,  that the government had known what they were doing, if, i n  fact, they had a 
manpower and development policy their program would have been introduced many many months 
earl ier because the lead time acqu i red to fulfi I even the I i m ited scope of what they want to accom pi ish 
would have requ i red a thorough amount of time and response, and a creation of jobs not in  the way in 
which the government has operated in the last l ittle whi le. 

Mr. Speaker, we have the Gu idel ines for the Seventies, but this government as well as other 
governments in our country, and as wel l  as the Federal Government, have, as they travel the road, in  
terms of  their economic pol icy, fol lowed their ruts of  the Seventies. And I am go ing to  explain three of 
them. 

Fi rst, there is too much expectation by the people of our province and the people in this country of 
what government can possibly do for them. And that expectation, M r. Speaker, i s  causing frustration

· 

in understandi ng the l im its to which government pol ic ies can in fact solve their particular human 
situations. lt's h igh t ime that the politicians talked in  realistic terms of what we can actually 
accompl ish .  

Second ly, the other rut is that there has been l i ttle encouragement, M r. Speaker, or reward for 
in itiative or for productivitiy. Now, M r. Speaker, when we talk in  terms of reward, the members 
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opposite always talk about b ig business. They talk about the g iant cong lomerates. They talk about it 
as if they are our friends, when in effect they loan money to those conglomerates. The real ity, Mr .  
Speaker, is that i n  our system at the present t ime,  the encouragement for i n itiative and the reward for 
productivity has not been g iven, and it may very wel l  be too late, Mr. Speaker, to turn the corner on 
th is ,  but th is is necessary, otherwise we will  travel nowhere on the road that we are going, to try and 
ach ieve some economic recovery and stabi l ity for the people of our country. 

And the th i rd one, M r. Speaker, is that the protection of the consumer and the publ ic has become 
in a very real sense, interference in the lives of people where, in fact, government is making the 
choices rather than the i nd ividual .  And the justification for control, for regu lation, has in  fact become 
the basis for debate on contro l .  And Mr. Speaker, this is the tendency of governments at all pol itical 
levels and it has been the qual ity of the present government and it has been unfortunately the polity of 
other governments

' 
as wel l .  

T h e  time has got t o  come where the pol itician has t o  recogn ize, i n  a very real sense, that the 
choices have to be made for people, that the degree of protection is requ i red but that the regulatory 
role which in fact would control, is something to be exercised with d iscretion and to be exercised 
sparing ly. 

M r. Speaker, we have seen in  this country, a deterioration in  the c l imate for private i nvestment, i n  
the country, M r. Speaker, as well as in  this province. The g rowth of employment, Mr.  Speaker, was 
relatively small in 1 976 and the problems we face today were forecast by those who u nderstood what 
was happening and the government knew what was happening .  And their fai lure is one really of 
lethargy, lethargy in being able to cope with the issues that face them, confronted them, and that 
lethargy is not answered simply by a make-work program of four months, M r. Speaker. 

Th irdly, Mr. Speaker, there has been a sharp rise of young persons in the labour force. That is  
known, that has been understood for  some time. And along with th is  there has been a strong 
expansion in the participation by women in the labour force. The result, Mr. Speaker, has created the 
problem for Canada and for Manitoba now and one has to examine fiscal policies on a federal and 
provinc ial  level to see whether those issues that were clearly before the pol iticians were understood 
wel l  enough to be able to j ustify the pol icies or to be able to create the pol icies that would have 
assisted and helped. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a pub l ic  apathy which has developed because of this expectation that 
government wi l l  in fact solve all the problems which has been combined at d ifferent times, depending 
on the pol itical exped iency of the moment, with an over-reaction and, Mr.  Speaker, this does not 
provide sane, reasonable policy; this provides the ad hocery that I referred to and the attempt by 
governments to try and claim credit for a pol icy which is either piecemeal or superficial at most in  
dealing with the specific problems. 

I bel ieve that our expectations in  this country are outrunn ing the reality of what is tak ing place and 
that is what's going to happen here in  Man itoba un less there is a significant alteration and change 
with respect to the policy formations, with respect to job creation in  Manitoba. 

A much more imaginative, energetic, effective, co-ordinated approach to the contin u ing 
problems of general employment is necessary. The cost of unemployment i n  terms of wasted 
resources and cost to taxpayers are enormous and they real ly are ugly and unacceptable i n  a country 
as rich as Canada. We m ust face the fact, Mr. Speaker, that combatting unemployment is going to be 
an ongoing prog ram for the next several years and there is need for long-term planning and action to 
create jobs. lt requ i res a long-term attack, not a short-term attack, not a make-work program for four 
months. lt  requ i res advance planning ;  it requ i res integration of pol icies and programs by the three 
levels of government. 

Mr. Speaker, we will requ i re for years to come a permanent program of winter works to be 
establ ished by federal-provincial agreement which wi l l  permit maximum provincial flexib i l ity, 
otherwise the rates of unemployment in Canada and in Man itoba wi l l  continue to be characteristic of 
the Canadian economy. There must, therefore, be this set of co-ord inated federal and provincial 
programs which are pursued and executed on a preplanned basis and i ntegrated with pol ic ies of 
housing, uealth and welfare, resource development, economic development, tourism and recreation 
pol icy and fiscal pol ic ies. 

Now I ask you, M r. Speaker, to examine the Estimates that have been presented, the Budget that 
has been presented, the statements of the governmer:1t, and I would ask you to show me, or for the 
members opposite through you to show me, where there is an integrated pol icy on housing that 
really is not a piecemeal pol icy; where there is an integrated pol icy on health and welfare; where there 
is an integrated pol icy on resource development; where is there any policy on economic 
development; where is there any pol icy on tourism and recreation which wi l l  i n  effect provide 
employment in  the service sector, and I want to f ind out from the members opposite where they th ink 
thei r fiscal pol icies are going to assist in  the job formation that is necessary which is a cost i n  human 
terms to those who are unemployed , and a severe cost to government to be able to provide the 
min imum resou rces to be able to sustain those unemployed and their fami l ies. 
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Mr. Speaker, the ad hocery which has characterized this basic program in job formation is the ad 
hocery which we have had for so much of the government's program , which was the ad hocery i n  
producing the Gu idel i nes for  the Seventies which were really the gu idel ines for the election i n  1 973, 
which we forget about after the election. -{I nterjection)- Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, you accompl ished 
exactly what you have been attempti ng in  the last two years. You fooled the peop le, all r ight, you 
fooled them, but the question is whether you wil l fool them this time. -{I nterjection)- Wel l ,  M r. 
Speaker, we did not campaig n on the targets; you campaigned on the gu idel i nes. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said before and I th ink that this is essential, we do not have a shelf of capital 
projects in this province; we do not have it but the Premier suggested it in one of his statements when 
he brought in the job formation program. There is no shelf of capital projects, usefu l ,  necessary, 
social ly desirable projects which can be brought forward for early starts and concentrated when 
unemployment level rises. I f  we had such a shelf of projects, the program that the government 
announced could have been and should have been announced many many months ago. The 
planning and decisions of government here and in  Ottawa have been characteristic of erratic 
behaviour with respect to the cont inuing problems of unemployment in this province. At the federal
provincial level ,  the lack of planning,  the lack of co-operation, the lack of co-ord i nation, the lack of 
consu ltation and other pol icy fai lures prevent realization of such necessary programs at this 
particular t ime. 

There has to be an acceptance, M r. Speaker, that the maintenance and ach ievement of fu l l  
employment is a shared responsib i l ity between provinces and the Federal Government more or less 
equal ly. There are needs for clear national pol ic ies, for reg ional balance, and there m ust be 
gu idel ines within  the province respecti ng the needs for provincial reg ional balance. That, Mr. 
Speaker, we do not have. There is nothing that has been announced that would indicate it. You know, 
when the kinds of th ings, M r. Speaker, that we're talk ing about are the incentive programs that would 
affect a lot  of i ndustry and create the c l imate for industry and stimulate industry to develop i n  the 
north and the regi ons. They don't come from the k ind of taxation policies that the members opposite 
have nor from their speeches nor from the few pol icy declarations that they have. 

There m ust be far g reater emphasis and I say this as an example, M r. S peaker, for repai r and 
rehabi l itation of privately owned homes in this province. That kind of a program as a support 
program is important because it wi l l  in fact create jobs and further, at least it wi l l  br ing to the long 
suffering wage earner who has paid his taxes over the years, some benefits d i rectly of the 
government programs. 

Mr. Speaker, there was a need in this province for tax cuts of a substantial proportion. There was a 
need for the government to alter the economic c l imate i n  this province by its taxation pol icies, but 
this d id not happen because I suggest that their pol ic ies have, in  fact, stifled and retarded 
development here i n  Man itoba. 

M r. Speaker, we have no records of any particu lar targets to meet; we have no i nformation 
suppl ied on job formation that can be contemplated in the next year or two; all the information 
requested on u nemployment and job creation is real ly presented on the basis of an immediate 
problem. We are going to solve temporarily by so many government positions being created for three 
or four months, by some assistance to small  business and by the time you get the program organized, 
it wi l l  al ready be fin ished. So, depend ing on what the statistical data wi l l  be for the Federal 
Government, then we wi l l  know whether we are going to continue or not. 

None of this, M r. Speaker, is really adequate. In fact, it is so superficial that the whole program i n  
many respects becomes l udicrous. To the people who are involved, to the people who are employed 
short-term, it is not. lt  at least is someth ing , but it is lud icrous in relation to what we now face for 
unemployment in this provi nce and for what forecasts have in fact been presented and for the general 
concern that people have expressed with respect to what is happeni ng in  this province and in  this 
country. 

A MEMBER: All we have is the Fi rst Premier's good looks. 
MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, the unemployment program here, the announced unemployment 

program. of the Federal Government, the information has been far out-furn ished by the Federal 
Finance M i nister is real ly a testimonial to fai lure on the part of both governments to carry out thei r 
responsib i l ity. They have ignored the taxpayer's position; they have taxed smal l enterprise i nto a 
position where it wi l l  be, in fact, e l iminated; they have not al lowed the opportunity for smal l business 
to be able to create the reserves that are necessary for expansion and to be able to deal in credit for a l l  
the things that are necessary; they have not encouraged the i nvestment in  efficiency; they have not, 
by their pol icies, in any way encouraged research and development , and as a result our people in the 
small business field do not have the resources for the technolog ical change that is requ i red for them 
to compete. 

What we are seeing,  M r. Speaker, is the e l im ination within this province and within this country of 
smal l enterprise and the development of big government and b ig business and the members opposite 
are satisfied with that and this, I f ind, and have found for some time, to be the most surprising result of 
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the programs which they have announced. You know, either it is through real i gnorance that they d o  
not understand what they are doing , and that's poss ible, ML Speaker . .  ; 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. SPIVAK: If that's the case, Mr.  Speaker, then by god there should be a change. If, on the other 

hand, it is not sheer ignorance, if it is on the basis that it's consistent with the pol icy that they want, 
then I th ink they at least should declare that But the reality is,  Mr. Speaker, they can talk all they want 
about closing hours to try and protect smal l business - and that appears to be a government 
committed to small business and to the fami ly  store - but the reality, M r. Speaker, i s  that in terms of 
the overal l  tax pol ic ies and the effect of what is happening ,  that a l l  one has to do is analyze what is  
tak ing place i n  th is  province. 

There has to be a recognition that small enterprise is not expandi ng and that wi l l  be the future 
where job formation wi l l  take place; that the pol icies are d iscou rag i ng that development , and as a 
result what we are hav ing is a lessening of that development and with it the fai lure to create the new 
job opportun ities that are necessary to be able to meet the employment needs for people to be able to 
stay i n  Man itoba. 

Mr. Speaker, -(Interjection)- No, I am with it because I have l i stened to the former M i n ister of 
Finance, the Honourable Member for St. Johns, and I remember h is whole attitude with respect to the 
White Paper and to the Carter Commission , and I remember h is d iscussion at that time, because he 
had acted for some small  entrepreneurs who somehow or other had taken some of their i nvestment 
and i nvested it in real estate, which he thought was a bad th ing.  He felt that they should be paying 
taxes i nstead and not to be able to shelter. But the real ity was, that as a result of  that capital 
i nvestment and its appreciation,  they would have had the resources for developments in terms of 
future opportunities. M r. Speaker, the k ind of incentive that would have been g iven to small  business 
to expand has not in fact, taken place. 

If we lack productivity in this country, Mr. Speaker, it  is to a large extent the fai lure of the 
governments, who have not encouraged productivity, but to discourage those that are resou rcefu l ,  
and those who apply their  ski l ls by excessive taxation, by waste i n  government programs, and the 
need to be able to continue the h igh  taxation level or raise more, and to a certain extent by the 
u niversal ity of social programs, some of which, Mr. Speaker, have in fact encouraged people not to 
become productive. -(Interjection)- M r. Speaker, the present government is not prepared for the 
battle that it wi l l  have to face with respect to u nemployment in the months to come. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. SPIVAK: They do not have an arsenal of effective pol icy weapons to be able to deal with the 

issues and the k ind of programs that have been announced are so piecemeal that they can be 
dismissed as being mean i ng less in terms of the total unemployment problem that they have to face. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we deal with the Estimates of government which appear to i nd icate real ly a 
continued escalation of government programs that we have i n  the past, with no attempt to try and 
rational ize and provide reductions as a result of some cost - benefit analysis that should in  fact be 
made. 

Second ly, we have a refusal on the part of the government to reduce taxation to try and develop a 
greater consumer demand and the opportun ities for expansion as a result of the sale of goods that 
would occur as a result of the consumer demand. We see the continued waste i n  a whole range of 
government programs which are justified on some social responsibi l ity they have, but which in effect 
have been sheer waste of tl:ixpayers' money and we f ind a program which is short-term rather than 
long-term and we do not have from the members opposite any kind of comprehensive, economic  
forecast or plan for  the future. There is noth ing i n  the Estimates under Capital Supply that wi l l  
i nd icate that th is  is happening. The lethargy that existed before, i n  deal ing with the problems of  the 
day may appear, M r. Speaker, to have in fact d issipated as a result of the period that we're in  prior to 
election where it's necessary to posture for the people, that in  effect we have control and we know 
what we are doing.  

But I must tel l  you in  terms of the long-run problems of this province, i t  would appear to me that in  
effect, our results in  the future, M r. Speaker, wi l l  be fai rly d ismal. The kind of  forecasts we could really 
predict now are real ly not encourag ing but in effect are discouraging and at this poi nt, M r. Speaker, 
are becoming more serious because of the fact that the expectations sti l l  exist because of the posture 
that has occurred that government wi l l  

correct the situation .We need summer employment, the government provides summer 
employment, and whether it's social ly useful or not we are going to need winter employment, and 
there wil l  be some winter employment programs developed. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in the long run deal ing with the persistent problem of unemployment, and it's a 
persistent problem i n  our society in Canada because of the way in which we have developed, M r. 
Speaker;' those problems are not being met, and the programs of the members opposite at this 
particular t ime do not appear to be the kind of reaction to be able to solve those situations. 

Now 1 must say, Mr. Speaker, it is i nteresting to see what is happeni ng .  We can get into a 
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phi losph ical debate of what we should achieve in  our society, and you know, we can debate that from 
here for the next five years, whoever wi l l  be here, Mr. Speaker. 

A MEMBER: We'l l  all be here. 
MR. SPIVAK: But the fact of the matter is . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. SPIVAK: I have to say, Mr. Speaker, the Min ister of Labour, I know that he won't be here. 

( I nterjection)- Wel l ,  that's what they say i n  the New Democratic Party. I n  the Conservative Party it is 
something else, but I ' l l  tal k about that later. -( I nterjection)- Wel l ,  even that has to be a terminology 
that has to be used . 

But I want to say that with respect to the debate as interest ing as it may be, and as interest ing 
comments it may cause from those who wou ld l i ke to talk about that being the basic programs ofthe 
government, Mr. Speaker, those are not the programs of the government. The ph i losoph ical 
argument which sometimes gets the degree of demagoguery in  this House and outside, really is not 
essentially what is happen ing in this House. What is happening is the expenditure of government 
money, the raising of money by taxation to meet that expenditure, and the proper analysis by the 
members opposite of those programs that are being paid for by the taxpayer, and to understand in 
what way it achieves a social ly desirable result, and ach ieves the aims set forth by the government. 
Now, M r. Speaker, if we do not have a comprehensive program before us, if we do not have targets to 
reach' if we do not have forecasts which have some real ism as to what our situation is today and to be 
able to adjust as conti nu ing changes occur, then, Mr. Speaker' how are we to accompl ish what we are 
doing? We can contin ue that ph i losoph ical debate but to what point? 

We accept it and the M i nister of M i nes and Resources accepts it. He's not going to change it, he's 
going to l ive by the system as it is now and he can't do very much to change it. He tried it through 
publ ic corporations which was one means and he's failed, and he knows that, he acknowledges that. 

So, M r. Speaker, the problem we face is, how are we going to meet the challenge which is ours i n  
this year and in  the years to come? And I ,  M r. Speaker, have to say to you that w e  are not going to 
meet it by short-term programs no matter how val uable they appear and how necessary they are. We 
are only going to meet th is as a result of long-term plann ing and the kind of co-ord ination that must 
take p lace by the three levels of government. 

And there has been a fai lure, the fai lure is not just in this province, it's in other p rovinces as wel l ,  
and the fai lure is not of  the Federal Government. And unti l ,  Mr. Speaker, that fai lure is  corrected, then 
those who are unemployed have nothing but a g loomy future in the years to come; and those who 
believe that somehow or other we are going to work ourselves out of our problems, are m istaken.  And 
until there is some recogn ition that we are not doing our job in this House, that is both in  opposition 
and the government, to try and correct that and until that recogn ition takes place, then the k ind of 
band aid or less than band aid programs that have been announced, may appear acceptable. And all 
the advertising that appears on television and on radio and in the media which supports the program 
for jobs, may appear in some way that the solution to the problems is forthcoming.  it wi l l  not correct 
the difficu lties for those who are unemployed, nor wi l l  it i mprove the situation. 

N ow, Mr .  Speaker, I cou ld go through and deal with the various solutions of those who prepared 
the G u idel ines for the Seventies suggested, l i ke a guaranteed employment scheme. Do the members 
opposite remember that? That's cal led G ES,  Guaranteed Employment Scheme. -(lnterjection)
Well, there's no Guaranteed Employment Scheme, Mr. Speaker. We talked about a stay option, then 
we phi losophized about the stay option. But in many respects, Mr. Speaker, the stay option is for 
people to stay unemployed and that's what the option is going to be. And un less, M r. Speaker, there is 
a d ramatic change in  terms of the approach to the economic problems, un less there is an exceptional 
adjustment in the taxation system that we have, and a recogn ition that with in  this province smal l 
enterprise is going to be the one area in which there can be the development of permanent jobs rather 
than in government make-work programs. And unless there is a recogn ition as wel l that withi n  our  
system there is a pub l ic  presence that is needed, and I accept that, but  that pub I ic presence has to be 
based on long-term plann ing rather than on short-term plann ing and ad hoc situations. And un less 
that develops then the k ind of persistent unemployment that is now surfaced will remain and the 
optimism of those who say that it wi l l  be corrected wi l l  not be met. For those who are in that 
unfortunate position and those fami l ies who suffer, they are real ly being put i nto a position of almost 
permanent poverty, which in effect is the d i rect opposite, Mr. Speaker, of the announced aims of the 
government, not just in the guidel ines, but in the other pronou ncements that have been made. 

And I don't th ink the members opposite want that, but the problem is you have to wake up to the. 
fact that you haven't accompl ished what you should have and, M r. Speaker, you haven't, by your 
actions in  this session, demonstrated the fiscal pol ic ies, the economic policies, the manpower 
pol ic ies, the development pol icies, the co-ordinated pol ic ies with the Federal Government which, i n  
effect, M r. Speaker, would at least g ive some i nd ication o f  leadership in  trying t o  solve these 
problems. it has not come about and, Mr. Speaker, that really is a mark against the present 
government. 

3591 



Tuesday, May 31, 197'7 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of I ndustry and Commerce. 
MR� EVANS: Mr. Speaket, I don't want to take members' time. I don't want to talk very long but the 

Honourable Member from River Heights has prompted me into making a couple of comments. I 
always appreciation listening to the Member from River Heights. He's full of enthusiasm ,  he has lots 
of ideas, he has certai n ly got the i nterest of the Province of Manitoba at heart, he certai nly does. We 
happen to d isagree on how to achieve the best interest of the Province of Man itoba, but he . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MA. EVANS: . . .  and as my colleague from Radisson mentioned, whispered to me maybe, dur ing 

the Member for River Heights' d iscussion, you know, the Member from River Heights would be more 
- we could accept what he said ,  and take to heart more what he said ,  if his party hadn't shafted h im ,  
you know, in  the past year. Because there's a lot that the Member from R iver Heights says that I agree 
with and he's right on. lhe Member from R iver Heights has great ideals, he has a concern for the 
economic prosperity of Man itoba, he has concern for the small  businessman and I bel ieve h is 
sincerity and I appreciate what he said .  The only trouble I have, M r. Speaker, is that he's saying a l l  of 
these things and I 'm here sort of agreeing with h im.  I don't agree with everything,  mind you, I don't 
agree with some of the techniques he's suggesting. I don't agree with his criticisms of our G u idel ines 
for the Seventies etc. ,  but a lot of his ideals that he sets forth, a lot of h is  objectives, etc. ,  one cannot 
d isag ree with. But I say, Mr. Speaker, a lot of what he says, if it's supposed to represent the 
Conservative position in Man itoba, is simply not credible because the . Conservative Party i n  
Man itoba, unfortunately for the Conservative Party in  Man itoba, i n  m y  personal view, the 
Conservative Party of Man itoba has done the traditional thing, has deposed the Honourable Member 
from River Heights from the leadership position. And I th ink  they are the worse for that' that's my 
personal v iew, but nevertheless they have done it. But if they hadn't done it, I wou ld have -
( l nterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. EVANS: I would have taken to heart more of what the Honourable Member from R iver Heights 

has just told us. You know, we've talked about the Guidelines for the Seventies and so on and I would 
only say th is, that maybe we were over-optim istic and over-ambitious in  the G u idel i nes for the 
Seventies, but nevertheless it's much better to have these ideals to strive for, that maybe a man's 
g rasp shou ld exceed his reach ,  you know, maybe we should exceed our reach ,  maybe we should try 
the impossible at times. Far better to do that than to do what the targets for Economic Development 
suggested. 

The TED Report, and I want to remind al l  my friends from rural Manitoba what were some of the 
objectives in  the TED Report, it was for a depopulation of rural Manitoba. And we've said in  the 
G u idel ines that we want to try to stop that. We're not sure that we can do it but we' l l  try at least and 
maybe we've exceeded our reach .  Maybe we have, but at least we're going to try. Maybe we are too 
ideal istic, but let us try. l t  is m uch better to venture out and try and fail than not to try whatsoever, or 
as Shakespeare said, M r. Speaker, as Shakespeare said in that famous p lay, "lt is m uch better to have 
loved and lost than to never have loved at al l ."  And I ' l l  take al l  the criticism from the members opposite 
. . .  -( l nterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. EVANS: . . . I 'll take all the criticism from members opposite for not meeting the Gu idel i nes 

for the Seventies, but I say, I 'd rather live by the G uidel ines for the Seventies. Perhaps they were 
overoptim istic. Then the objectives of the TED Commission Report, because the TED Report did 
ind icate - my col league from Elmwood says maybe we should call it the Sid Report, I don't know. I 
know the honourable member was very much involved with it. But the fact is I do bel ieve that some of 
those objectives were to recogn ize a certain  rural depopulation. As one member of this House I just 
can't accept that. 

And the other thing that puzzles me about the comments by my friend and colleague from R iver 
Heights is that he talks about the lack of government planni ng ,  and Lord Almighty, I don't understand 
his criticism in that respect, from a ph ilosophical point of view. I can accept that maybe we should 
have more economic plann ing ,  maybe we should, but when the senior member, a frontbench 
member of the Conservative Party of Man itoba, that if anyth ing ,  if anything they are telling the people 
of Manitoba that they are the party of free enterprise. Is  that right? Are you the party of free 
enterprise? Are you the party of laissez-faire? -(1 nterjection)- Let alone, you know, the Ad am Smith 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. 
MR. EVANS: Members are speaking from thei r  seat and I can't hear them . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Let me suggest to a couple of members who i nsist on i nterrupting,  I 

have ttieir names on the list; they wi l l  get the opportunity to have the floor next, but if they insist on 
speaking whi le the member is on the floor I shal l  have to name them and tel l them to get out. The 
Honourable M inister. 

3592 



Tuesday, May 31, 1 977 

MR. EVANS: Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. I ask the members opposite, are you the party of free 
enterprise in Man itoba? Are you? M r. Speaker . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Stu rgeon Creek state h is point of order. 
MR. F. JOHNSTON: I f  the M i n ister is going to keep ask ing this side or myself as an honourable 

member a question,  can we please answer h im? 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister, proceed. 
MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, the answer I heard by l istening to previous speeches said, it's a positive 

answer, yes, they are. And if I ask them, are they the party that bel ieves in  /aissez-faire, you know, the 
ideals set down by Ad am Smith - and i ncidental ly, Mr. Speaker, in his day Adam Smith was q u ite a 
rad ical ,  he was a real rad ical i n  h is day but , at any rate, he has become supposedly some sort of 
Conservative economic phi losopher in this day and age. 

But at any rate, you know, I understand - I thought I u nderstood - the position of the 
Conservative Party but I get more confused when the Member for River Heights gets up and criticizes 
us tor lack of plann ing because this is a contradiction.  How on earth can you say let private enterprise 
alone to do their th ing on the one hand - leave free enterprise aside, let them do thei r th ing;  and on 
the other side, argue for  economic p lann ing .  it's a contradiction. I fai l to  understand i t ,  it's a 
contrad iction. 

I appreciate the comments from the Member for River Heights. I j ust told the members opposite 
that I ag ree with a lot of h is objectives, wel l ,  I th ink many of us do. it's a matter of how do we achieve 
those p roper objectives. At any rate I just don't understand the comments, or the criticisms rather, of 
the Mem ber for River Heights about insufficient p lan n i ng by this government with the purported 
official position of his party, stated by his Leader, and by pol icy documents of that party, etc. 

Now, I haven't explained my confusion,  M r. Speaker. I do bel ieve that the Honourable Member tor 
River Heights, with al l  due respect, has purported a number of viewpoi nts, has put forth a number of 
viewpoints which I real ly  bel ieve are myth ical. I th ink we've heard comments on a number of myths. 
Myths. M-Y-T-H-S. Not fai ry stories, but real myths. For one th ing ,  the honourable member talks as 
though we should co-ord inate fiscal with pol icy, we should co-ordinate other spending pol ic ies, we 
should co-ord inate various prog rams, we should integrate our polic ies, we should have more 
plann ing ,  and so forth and so on, and I can sit here and say, yes, that sounds pretty good, as though 
that wi l l  be the answer. That wil l  e l iminate unemployment, it' l l  br ing unemployment to zero, it wi l l  
increase o u r  levels i n  personal i ncome, and w i l l  create g reat economic development i n  the provi nce. 
But the tact is, M r. Speaker, the Honourable Member tor River Heights speaks as though we are an 
island u nto ourselves, as though we are a national economic un it, and we are not. 

We do not print the money suppl ied to this country, we don't have the Bank of Canada at our 
d isposa l ,  we don't have any printing p ress i n  the basement of th is bu i ld ing ,  -{1  nterjection)- Pardon 
me? I am deal ing with your myth,  Mr. Speaker, I am deal ing with the myth of the Honourable Member 
for River Heights. He spoke as though we are an island u nto ourselves, as though we just had to do 
the th ings that he suggested and then everyth ing would be fine, in so many words. 

But the myth is that a provi nce, any province in a confederacy, or a federal state, can dramatical ly 
and total ly affect the levels of unemployment, can dramatica l ly and total ly affect the level rate of the 
economic development, can dramatical ly and total ly affect i nf lation - the honourable member, on 
past occasions has got up and talked about r ising prices of housing etc. ,  as though a l l  those 
decisions and all those factors were in  the laps, were in the hands of the Provincial Government. And I 
would say that no matter which provi ncial Leg islatu re I happened to sit i n  or stand in ,  the tact is that 
no province in  Canada is an island unto itself, and no p rovi nce can nearly have the power to do all the 
things that the Member for River Heights, I th ink ,  imp l ies that they should have. Okay, that's one 
myth.  

The second myth, Mr .  Speaker, the Honourable Member for R iver Heights talks as though this 
government and government i n  general is the enemy of the small businessman. Again ,  Mr. Speaker, I 
get confused because the Honourable Member for River Heights' on more than one occasion,  i n  fact 
for the past two or three years, has critic ized the size of the Department of I nd ustry and Commerce, 
the amount of spend ing that goes on in I ndustry and Com merce, and I would poi nt out to h im that 
about 40 percent of ou r money is for programming for small enterprise in grants, etc . ,  etc. And the 
fact is that we've got probably the most sign ificant Department of I ndustry and Commerce; I th ink 
one of the most efficient departments of that type of any province in  this g reat nation of ours. I th i n k  
that alone demonstrates o u r  concern for the smal l  and medium size busi ness, because that is where 
90 percent of our effort is d i rected. . 

But the fact is, Mr.  Speaker, that the g reat opponent, if you wish, or the g reat enemy, - really, if 
you want to use that term, if you want to be dramatic - the enemy, the g reat opposition to the smal l 
entrepreneur or smal l business i n  Man itoba and in Canada, and i n  the western industrialized society 
is not government, whether it be a federal government or p rovi ncial government. What is driving the 
small businessman off the face of the business world is the big corporation. -{l nterection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
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MR. EVANS: The mama and papa stores, we were told the other n ight in the Legislative 
Committee on Law Amendments in  Room 254, we had representation from an organization - I 've 
forgotten the name but I th ink this organization represented, I understand the bu lk  of the so-cal led 
col loquial expression, mama and papa, the retai l  stores, the corner stores. And he told us a g reat 
percentage was disappearing each year. Those stores are not disappearing because of any pol icies 
of this government, or indeed the Federal Government. They're disappearing because, M r. Speaker, 
they are not, unfortunately, able to compete with the large corporations. -(I nterjection)- Wel l ,  M r. 
Speaker, if my colleag ue, the Min ister of Labour is doing anythi ng ,  he is helping the mama and papa 
stores with his Sunday closi ng legislation. And that's what the delegation told us. -(lnterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. EVANS: The delegation representing 90 percent of the mama and papa stores - the 

Honourable Member for Rob l in  and the Honourable Member for Sturgeon Creek says we're 
protecting the chai n stores. I 'm afraid they've taken that one page ad to heart, because that one page 
ad, as we were told by the person who said he represented 90 percent of the mama and papa stores 
said that that one page ad d id not represent the views of the small corner store in this province. l t  d id 
not represent the views of the smal l  corner store, i ncluding the Town of Robl in .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. EVANS: At any rate, Mr.  Speaker, you only have to look at h istory. You can look at many 

industries and you' l l  see that over a period of time, the smal l g ive way to the large, and you can look at 
the automobi le manufactu ring industry. Historical ly, it started off with several dozens of automobi le 
manufacturers, and eventually, over a t ime, those automobi le  manufacturers, the smal ler ones either 
d isappeared or were amalgamated with the larger ones, or with some other manufacturers, and 
eventually you got down to j ust a handfu l ,  a dozen or so. And then eventual ly they contracted to a 
very smal l handful ,  and at best we have, in North America today, maybe three or four manufacturers, 
and before you know it, we may only have th ree. And maybe some day we' l l  only have two. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, that the economic m i l ieu, the economic system, if you wi l l ,  is causing the 
small to g ive way to the large, and I say therefore that it's not the government that the smal l business 
need to fear, it's the big corporation. lt's the b ig corporation that is, through the competitive system, 
through the free enterprise system, is going to get rid of the small businessman.  -( lnterjection)-

Taxation pol icy, al l  r ight,  M r. Speaker, I 'm g lad the Honourable Member for R iver Heights raised 
the matter of taxation pol icy, because that's the third myth that I ' l l  tal k about this afternoon. 

The f irst myth was that we as a province are an island unto ourselves; the second myth was that 
government was destroying smal l business, but really it's b ig corporation that's destroying small  
business; and the th i rd myth is that taxation pol icies are the panacea of the smal l businessman. 

Taxation pol ic ies - al l  we have to do is change taxation pol icies and then small  enterprise wil l  be 
sustained , employment wi l l  be created, and so on. And Mr. Speaker, that is a myth.  That is a myth . I 
would suggest that at very best, taxation pol icies can only have a marg inal inf luence. At very best. I 
say that, M r. Speaker - you know, we're spending $30 m i l l ion, $32 mi l l ion, we're spending $32 
m i l l ion,  $33 m i l l ion, in a provincial job employment prog ram. We're discussi ng a provincial job 
employment prog ram in excess of  $30 m i l l ion,  and Mr. Speaker, Manitoba stands foremost among a l l  
the provinces in Canada i n  its concern for creating jobs for people, and as demonstrated ful ly by the 
$30 m i l l ion prog ram. -( l nterjection)-

Mr.  Speaker, the Member for Robl in  from his seat says, " Don't kid myself," and he's got no 
evidence to contradict me, I know. If he has, I 'd l i ke him to get on h is feet later and stand up and 
explain to me, to his constituents, and the people of Man itoba, that I'm kidding myself. Because I'm 
not. Man itoba stands in the forefront, Mr. Speaker, of bei ng concerned about unemployment. lt's 
doing a job that Ottawa should be doing,  it's doing a job that all of the provinces in Canada should be 
co-operating with Ottawa in, and we're standing alone at this time in  h istory. We're in  the forefront of 
job creation .  

Mr. Speaker, i f  we used those $30 m i l l ion p lus  in  tax incentives, we said,  "Here's th is  money, we' l l  
g ive it away, we' l l  reduce th is  tax, we' l l  reduce that tax, we'l l  provide th is  incentive and so on" ,  I 
submit, Mr .  Speaker, that we would get only a fraction of the n umber of jobs that are being created 
through this direct Job Creation Program. There is nothing that succeeds as a d i rect job creation and 
this is a very innovative approach and it is not traditional. it's an innovative type of approach and I 
would suggest that it's this k ind of program that is going to create j obs and is creating j obs in the 
province of Man itoba. 

So when you talk about taxation policies, Mr. Speaker as the be-al l ,  end-all panacea for job 
creation and economic development, you're talk ing through your hat. You 're s imply talk ing through 
your  hat, because taxation is a very l im ited factor in  incentive. And when you talk about incentives, 
and when you try to compete with other provi nces in terms of attracting i ndustry, you j ust try to 
compete with big brother Ontario, or try to compete with o i l  and gas rich Alberta, and you' l l  see how 
far you're going to get in competing in terms of tax i ncentives. There's just no way. 

The fourth myth that the Honourable Member for River Heights a l ludes to, is productivity. He talks 
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about the need for productivity, and then he goes on to criticize the government as though it's the 
responsib i l ity of government to create productivity. M r. Speaker, I always thought that productivity 
was the . responsib i l ity of the management of the enterprise. The management of the enterprise, the 
owner of the busi ness, whether it be smal l ,  medium size or big , ult imately productivity, the output per 
person has got to be responsib i l ity of that economic un it, of that enterprise. And for you to say, Mr. 
Speaker, for the Member for River Heights to a l lude that productivity is  the responsib i l ity of 
government, makes me believe that he is real ly an economic status, that he real ly bel ieves that the 
state is responsible for economic productivity with in private enterprise, that the state is responsible 
for economic development with in  enterprise. -( I nterjection)- My col league from Radisson says 
that the Member for River Heights is real ly a socialist. Wel l ,  I don't know. I 'm not saying he is or he 
isn't. I 'm just saying that it's another myth. He is pu rporting another myth. He is espousing a myth 
when he says that government is to b lame for lack of productivity in industry. My God, if you believe 
at a l l ,  if the Member for Swan River at al l  bel ieves in private enterprise - and I know he does - surely 
to goodness, - and he ran a small business of his own - don't tel l  me that the government, whether it 
be federal or provincial ,  and provincial of federal governments of any party, don't tel l  me that the 
government, no matter which party is in  power, is responsib le for the p roductivity of the enterprise 
that used to be owned and operated - unless he is sti l l  with it, I don't think so - of the Honourable 
Member for Swan River. Certain ly not. -( I nterjection)- Taxes, Mr. Speaker, there have been taxes 
since before the Roman Empire. And the fact is, productivity stands alone. Productivity is 
productivity. I n  fact, the more productive you are, maybe the more i ncome taxes you' l l  pay. But 
productivity stands unto itself. -(Interjection)- Well ,  maybe that is the case, M r. Speaker. Maybe 
that is the case. But don't tel l  me, M r. Speaker, that productivity is the responsib i l ity of the 
government, because it isn't. 

Wel l ,  I l istened, and I wrote it down, Mr. Speaker. I wish the honourable member would read his 
speeches -(I nterjection)- Read them in Hansard and see what you said.  

Another myth, Mr. Speaker, is that there's lack of co-ord ination in government pol icies. One 
always wishes that there was g reater co-ordi nation.  He mentions housi ng pol icy, recreation pol icy, a 
pol icy to promote tourism and so on.  And one does wish. But really, you know, when we do get down 
to the capital Budget and the current Budget, and we look at the totality, the Cabinet and the caucus 
the government of the day, the party in government does look at the comprehensive p icture and does 
look at the total spending .  I n  fact, indeed, this Legislature I wou ld hope, wou ld  look at the total 
picture. We do look at the total picture. Consequently, Mr .  Speaker, that is another myth when he 
says that there is no integration of pol icy. There can never be perfect integration, but certain ly we are 
not unmindful of the moneys that we spend in one department as opposed to another department. 

I want to say this most specifica l ly about housing because a lot has been said about the 
$33,500,000 Job Creation Program, and I would remind members that we do have an accelerated 
Capital Works Program, and perhaps the Min ister of Publ ic Works may wish to speak to that, but we 
are -( I nterjection)- accelerating the spending there. I want to remind the honourable members 
that th is year, Anno Domini ,  this year of our Lord, 1 977-78, we' l l  go to the fiscal year, we intend to 
spend between $55 mi l l ion and $65 mi l l ion for new housing and then an additional $5 mi l l ion,  $6 
mi l l ion and maybe $7 mi l l ion dol l ars for the Home Repair Program. We're accelerat ing the Home 
Repai r Program and we're doing our very best to put in  p lace new housing for those people who can 
least afford it. I say to you, M r. Speaker, this is done very deliberately, and this in  itself, w i l l  be very 
conducive to job creation. 

There you go. You see, you have a di lemma. The members of the opposition have a di lemma and it 
goes back to the observations that I made in the f irst place, about always talking about the role of 
government. Because, you know if you real ly believe i n  free enterprise, if you really bel ieve in leaving 
the businesman alone to do his thing, you should have a min imal of government. The less 
government the better. That is the phi losoph ical posit ion. (Applause.) I 'm g lad to hear the members 
confirm that and I accept you r position.  it's a logical posit ion, there's noth ing wrong with it. I don't 
agree with your position,  but I'm g lad to see that you recognize this. But I 'm a l ittle confused when I 
l isten to the Member for River Heights, because that's not what I heard from his speech. You are 
always tal ki ng about what government should do for business, and real ly if you bel ieve i n  laissez-faire 
you should be arguing there shou ld be complete reduction in government spend ing,  a reduction in 
taxes, a totality, there should be a gradual dim inution in the significance and role of government in  
our society. 

Mr .  Speaker, I would say, hopeful ly in conclusion, that we have to recognize that without a 
positive ro le being p layed by government - I  don't mean the Government of Manitoba - whether it's 
the Ontario Government or the New Brunswick Government or the British Col umbia Government, or 
whether it be government of the State of New York or whether it be government of West Germany, or 
whether it be the Canadian Federal Government or whatever, I say to you, whether you l ike it or not, 
the fact is that in  order to achieve a m in imal amount of unemployment, in  order to achieve a 
maximum amount of economic deve lopment, in order to contain i nflation, i n  order to try to stimulate 
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a g reater expansion in personal income, government has to play a role. Government has to play a 
role. And the Member for River Heights ag rees with that, I th ink.  He does. But that's what makes me so 
confused, because part of the time I hear from my friends opposite, that governments shouldn't be 
playing much of a role, that we should al low the laissez-faire system to take place, and I say unto you , 
Mr .  Speaker, I say to al l  members of the House, i n  this latter part of the twentieth century, 
governments simply must p lay a role. I say in the Province of Manitoba that we have to be more 
conscious than ever before of the ro le that government plays particu larly in the creation of jobs for 
our peop le. There is noth ing so degrad ing as being without a job. There is noth ing so detrimental to 
the morale of society than mass amounts of unemployment. Our experience of the 1 930s should 
prove that and I suggest to you that you read about it if you don't remember it .  I don't remember it ,  but 
I have read about it and I 've heard of it from my father. There is noth ing more destroying of society. 
There is noth ing more conducive of revolution and rad ical change than unemployment, massive 
unemployment. So we recog n ize that and I th ink we recogn ize that on both sides of the House. 

So government must play a very positive prog ressive role in e l iminati ng unemployment and 
keeping down the rate of inflation. I say at this point in our t ime, at this point in our h istory, and in this 
debate, M r. Speaker, we seem to be zeroing in  on the question of creating jobs. I say that although 
unemployment is worse than we l i ke to see it and therefore we a re trying to take some action, I repeat, 
we are not an island to ourselves, we don't have the printing presses, we don't control the commercial 
tariffs, we don't control the freight rates, we don't control the natural resources that we have in  our 
province - they are given to us.  We have to l ive with them. We have to l ive with their  c l imate. But I say, 
taki ng a l l  these things i nto consideration,  reai iz ing that we are not an island unto ourselves, real izing 
that we have these l imitations, I say this, Mr. Speaker, that even though we have an undesirable h igh 
level of  unemployment and even though we may not be satisfied with other characteristics and 
features of our economic situation, I must compare the situation of the 1 970s with the situation of the 
1 960s. Because, Mr. Speaker, it was said when this government was elected in 1 969, "Wi l l  the last 
person leaving Manitoba please turn out the l ights." 

Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, the fact is that since we have been elected there has been a fantastic amount of 
economic development. The popu lation has expanded and, M r. Speaker, we have fewer people 
leaving the Province of Manitoba than we had in the 1 960s; there are fewer people leaving Manitoba 
today than there were leaving Man itoba in  the 1 960s; there are more jobs today in  Man itoba in the 
1 970s than there were in  the 1 960s and there has been more economic development in  general in the 
1 970s than in the 1 960s, when the Conservatives were in power. 

I ndeed , M r. Speaker, I th ink that explains CFI . It  explains CF \ .  Do you k now what explains CFI?  I ' l l  
tel l  you what - it was a legitimate concern on the part of  the Conservative Party of  Man itoba to  create 
jobs. -( I nterjection)- ! am not saying that it should be done at any cost. -( l nterjeciton)- Manitoba 
was on its knees for jobs. The Provi nce of Man itoba f iguratively speak ing was on its knees for jobs, 
and that explains the g ive-away under Rex Grose of the MDF. -( I nterjection)- Wel l ,  look I can tell 
you -( I nterjections)- How about Col umbia Forest Products, Lord Selk i rk Navigation Company, 
S implot and there is a whole l ist of compan ies, even Flyer I ndustries. -( l nterjections)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. EVANS: You know, there is a long l ist, long long l ist. And I remember, Mr. Speaker, when Rex 

Grose resig ned . Immed iately members opposite got up - the Member from Fort Garry said I should 
be forced to resign because we lost the Bobby H u l l  of the industrial development world. So, I ,  the 
Min ister of I ndustry should resign because -(I nterjections)- The Member for Riel ,  I 'm sorry. I 
thought it was -(l nterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. 
MR. EVANS: I th ink it was the Bobby Hu l l .  -( I nterjection)- Gordie Howe. lt was Gord ie Howe. I 

don't fol low hockey very much. But you know -( I nterjection)- Buffalo skates. At any rate, the 
members opposite said that I, as Min ister of I ndustry, should resign because Rex G rose had handed 
in h is resignation to me. Remember that. Wel l ,  I 'm not going to get into personalities, but I tel l you that 
maybe this government or maybe the previous government, I th ink the previous government, the 
Conservative Government of the day, you know, was on its knees trying to create jobs and did take 
extreme measures. 

They had a disgu ised form of public investment. Because that is what it was, disguised investment 
in  Simp lot. Simplot was publ ic investment not private investment. CFI a was publ ic investment not 
private investment. Columbia Forest Products essential ly was publ ic investment not private 
investment. And there you see, Mr. Speaker, the Conservatives, the g reat free enterprise party of 
Manitoba was using the i nstrumentality of a government agency to create jobs, because Manitoba 
was on its knees for jobs. People were leaving in droves and jobs were at a premium.  

At any rate, M r. Speaker -( l nterjection)-
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. I am going to suggest to a l l  those members who wish 

to speak ,  would they k i ndly wait thei r turn. lt is almost i m possib le to hear what the Honourable 
Member, the M i nister of Industry and Commerce, is saying. l t  is j ust not possib le when there are ten 
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people shouting. 
The Honourable Min ister of I ndustry and Commerce. 
MR. EVANS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Obviously the rise that I am getting out of honourable 

members opposite must mean that I am getting pretty close to the truth. At any rate, Mr. Speaker, my 
main point is this,  I think if anything this is my main point,  and the Member from River Heights 
recognizes it but then I get a l ittle confused in him. 

I f  we are going to do anything about job creation in Manitoba it is going to be through the 
instrumentality of government, whether you l i ke it or whether I l i ke it or whether anybody l i kes it. But I 
just plead with the honourabie members opposite to recogn ize this, and I say to you, you can tal k  
about a l l  the incentives in  the world, i t  i s  not going t o  create a s  many jobs a s  t h e  Honourable Min ister 
of Finance's Job Creation Program is going to do. He is going to create many times more jobs, many
fold more jobs -(I nterjection)- What? -(I nterjection)- For four  months. Wel l ,  look, M r. Speaker, 
two months, three months, four months. Well we wi l l  see what happens in the future. But the point is, 
Mr. Speaker, we are f i l l ing a breach that has been left, in my view, by the Federal Government. lt is 
historical ly and by p recedent and for decades it's the Federal Government of Canada. Wel l 
honourable members opposite may smi le, but the Federal Government, the Canada Manpower 
Centres, the Unemployment I nsurance Programs, is recog nition that the Federal Government has 
been the lead agency to tackle u nemployment. 

You know, we can tackle unemployment very successfu l ly in  Man itoba, but we can't prevent the 
unemployed coming to us from Ontario, for example, or from British Columbia, and as a matter of 
fact there are people coming here from B.C. and Ontario. They know that Man itoba is concerned 
about people. 

A MEMBER: Coming here for welfare. 
MR. EVANS: Coming here for welfare. Incidental ly, Mr. Speaker, I spoke to a Man itoban, a man 

who was born and raised in  Man itoba, and he decided to move back to Man itoba. He had a small  
business. I 'm not even going to tell you the place that he comes from because I want -
( I nterjection)- No, it wasn't from Brandon. l t  was in western Manitoba. I spoke to h im this weekend 
and he said "You know, I don't know what the people in this province are complaining from." He said, 
" I  am from Manitoba. I spent forty years in Ontario as a small businessman ,"  and he said, "You know, I 
want to tel l  you something right off." He said, "Mr. Evans, I voted Conservative a l l  my life for the 
provincial government but when the Federal election came along, I voted Liberal." He says, "I am 
tel l ing you that." But he says, " I  have moved to Manitoba." He says, " i t's fantastic." He said ,  " I  paid 
$ 1 1 0  every quarter for my wife and I for basic and supplementary health and medical insurance." He 
said over $440 a year he paid for medical and hospital insurance. He said, " I  don't pay anything here." 
He said, "We don't have anything cal led Pharmacare in Ontario." -(Interjection)- Wel l ,  he doesn't 
pay it as a p remium. That's the point. Wel l ,  we all pay for it, but it is paid for on a equitable basis. And 
then he said, "Autopac." He said , M r. Speaker, " l 've got the same truck I d rove in Ontario. I only pay 25 
percent of what I paid in Ontario for the -(l nterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Radisson .  
MR. HARRY SHAFRANSKY: I would l i ke to ask the Min ister o f  Industry a n d  Commerce i f  h e  i s  

aware that the Honourable Member for Swan River has been on the publ ic payro l l  a l l  of h i s  life. S o  
when he i s  talk ing about rugged individualism, he real ly doesn't know what he i s  talking about. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister has five minutes. 
MR. EVANS: I was very surprised with his conversation because I had never met this gentleman 

before. 1 don't know him. 1 met him for the very first time. And he says, "I don't know why people are 
complaining,  this is a terrific province to be in. I am sure g lad to be back in Man itoba." And then I said ,  
"Yes, I guess you paid a seven percent sales tax in  Ontario instead of the five percent that we pay in  
Man itoba. "  And he said ,  "Oh yes that is right too." 

At any rate, th ings are not that bad in Man itoba, and even in terms of u nemployment. They're a lot 
worse in parts of Quebec. They're a lot worse in British Columbia. They are certainly worse in  the 
Atlantic Provinces. As a matter of fact, as one person who moved here from the Atlantic Reg ion told 
me, he said, "What are you people worried about in  terms of unemployment? You haven't got any 
unemployment in Man itoba compared to what we have got in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia and 
Newfoundland and so on." So everything is relative I g uess. 

But the fact is, Mr. Speaker, in this Job Creation Program we recogn ize the responsibil ities. We 
are not hoodwinked by any myths. We are looking at the real ity of the situation. Whether we l ike it or 
not we know we have to engage in government spending in order to create jobs for our young people, 
for our older people, for everybody in this province. And I say to you we are not confused such as the 
Member from River Heights, who seems to talk  on both sides of the fence. We know where we are 
going and the people of Manitoba know where we are going. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. AXWORTHY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I just wanted to say that if the debatethat I have heard 
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issu ing in the last forty-five m inutes or so is an indication of what we can expect in the way of hard
nosed real istic assessment of the economic conditions of Man itoba, then God help Man itoba. 
Because I am afraid that the M i nister of I ndustry and Commerce, who is one of the sen ior Economic 
M i n isters i n  this government, is describing and a l lud ing to a set of conditions, which frankly are also a 
set of myths. They may be somewhat newer myths than the myths put forward by the Conservatives 
but nonetheless they are myths. They are not descri bing the k ind of conditions, and I th ink that that 
has been our complai nt, that this government is only prepared to brush-block economic problems 
and isn't real ly serious. l t  is attempting to take the short-term, qu ick answers as opposed to provid ing 
some leadership to this province, and ask ing people in this province to bear down and look at some of 
the real ly critical issues that they are going to have to face. 

So, f i rst, Mr. Speaker, let me j ust see if we can d ispel some of the myths that the Min ister erupted 
with. I n  a way it is unfortunate he got to his feet to speak, because I thought that last Friday afternoon 
when we had a simi lar d iscussion on jobs, it was a much more thoughtful  and interest ing and rational 
exchange about the question of how to go about creating jobs. l t  is unfortunate that the Min ister 
reverted back to form and pul led out every old chestnut out of the f i re that he cou ld possibly refer to. 
Let's just break some of those chestnuts apart. 

Fi rst, what is the Federal Government doing? In this Federal Budget a b i l l ion-and-a-half dol lars is 
being used tor job creation programs, which proportionate to the domestic expenditures of the 
Federal Government, is a much h igher proportion than what the provincial government of Man itoba 
is spend ing.  That is fact number one and the Min ister knows it. There is no reason why he should 
contradict. A b i l l ion-and-a-half dol lars for job creation across Canada, and there is  no question that 
the h ighest percentage is going to the areas where there is the h ighest unem ployment. Because it is a 
national government and it is putting its money where its p riorities are. 

Now let me also create fact number two. Fact number two, Mr. Speaker, is that the Economic 
Counci l  of  Canada, a body com posed of representatives from al l reg ions, suggested that one of the 
major problems in  job creation and econonomic development prog rams in the last decade in  this 
country, is that the provinces themselves have not been contributing thei r fai r share to the al leviation 
of reg ional d isparities or to the question of employment; and have been relying almost solely and 
exclusively upon the Federal Government to do that job. And that was fact number two and they 
analyzed it with some deg ree of economic evidence to show that in  fact the i ntervention and in itiative 
by a variety of provincial governments, including our own,  has not geared itself to the problem of job 
creation. 

So now the Min ister comes along and says, "Boy, we are uniq ue, we' re innovative, we have done 
the mag ical th ing, we are now going to step in  and create jobs in Manitoba." And certain ly, Mr. 
Speaker, when it was announced in  the Budget, I think most of us said ,  "Great." There is no q uestion 
that we welcome and applaud the fact that the provincial government is prepared to take some 
responsib i l ity. But when we saw the end result  of that program it left a d ifferent taste in our mouth. 
Because when the Min ister tal ks about the creation of jobs, we go back to the simple point that we 
have been repeating t ime and time again ,  that unemployment in  Manitoba is not a short term 
phenomenon. l t  is not a transitory situation that is going to last over the summer months. There has 
been a hard core rate of unemployment of 25,000 to 30,000 people in this province well over the past 
year and beyond. Twenty-five to 30 percent of un iversity graduates this year wi l l  not have jobs when 
they come out of those institutions. The question is that with i n  our own province it is not a transitory 
phenomenon. lt is something that is much longer term and therefore, any job creation program m ust 
be geared to that fact. l t  cannot be a short start, pop-up program that wi l l  come to a sort of a crash ing 
end sometime i n  September or October. Because a l l  of  a sudden you've s imply multipl ied the 
problem. You have created expectations. You have spent $30 m i l l ion or $40 m i l l ion and you have 
ended up real ly with no results, other than a three month respite, a temporary al leviation, a short
term hol iday, without deal ing with the basic cause of the problem. And that is the basic issue that we 
are trying to raise with you, not that you shouldn't be doing somethi ng ,  it's what you are doing. In fact, 
Mr. Speaker, what you are not doing. You are not creating the kind of program or activity or incentive 
in the province that wi l l  open up job opportun ities for people coming out of the schools, for people 
who are u nderski l led and underemployed in this province. Statistics bear out that it is a problem that 
wi l l  continue to be with us and be with us for the next five years. 

That is where the Job Creation Program of the provincial government should be d i rected, not 
toward the short-term kind of activity that the Min ister is so proud of. 

Now, let's take a look at another fact, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of I nd ustry and Commerce. 
MR. EVANS: I can ag ree with many of his observations about long-term problems, etc., but with 

the honourable member knowing that we are spending $30-odd mi l l ion for a relatively short-term 
program as he says, th ree orfour months, would he suggest to us how much money we should spend 
for an ongoing annual program? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
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MR. AXWORTHY: Well ,  the answer to that I think, M r. Speaker, is fi rst quite simple. I would not be 
spending the $30 mil l ion in  the same way that the government is doing. We put forward a program i n  
our own Budget reply that had a very different allocation of moneys as to how you cou ld get longer 
term benefit out of al most the same capital that is being spent. We also suggest that the large 
amounts - m i l l ions of dollars - that are going into a number of manpower programs is redu ndant, 
and we are not g etting ful l  value for those kinds of programs. And we have suggested very often in the 
past that we could be getting much greater value out of our capital i nvestments if we were putting 
capital investments into basic services and i nfrastructure in the provinces, which provide a 
framework within which industry can operate. l 'm not a great believer in CFis or Saunders or 
anyth ing else because I think we've seen right across the country that every time a provincial or a 
federal government tries to get i nto the business of doing the big gargantuan i ndustrial loan, they 
usually end up with a lot of egg on their face and no money in the bank. And that's been the fai lure 
story across Canada for the last ten years. So it is about time provincial and federal governments got 
out of that kind of busi ness. 

But we do say that there are other ways of providi ng incentives for business to work, and one of 
the ways is to make sure that there is a proper economic framework in place in the province. That 
means the kinds of roads and services and util ities and it means the kinds of work force that's 
available, and it does mean that there is the kind of support for research and development and 
product marketi ng that is necessary. Al l  things which have to take place. -(Interjection)- But we're 
not creati ng. I 'm sorry, Mr. Speaker, we are not. 

If you look at the Bank of Canada statistics for the past five years, there has been a net decline 
i nvestment in services infrastructure i n  western Canada. We are not even replacing what is being 
worn out.  We are actually putting less money in than we were ten years ago. We are not p utting our 
money i nto those ki nds of things. Look at some of the problems if you simply look at what is needed 
for an industrial framework in the City of Winnipeg. We are going to be desperately short of water in a 
matter of two or th ree years. We have now reached our total capacity for a water supply, yet water is 
one of the major ingredients for the development of any industrial purpose. Where is the Provincial 
Government's commitment to add another aqueduct line to bring in fresh water' into the City of 
Winnipeg for industrial pu rposes? There is no com mitment, and the Minister knows it because I've 
asked h i m  several ti mes when itis coming,  and there is no one p repared in that government to say 
that we're prepared to p ut money i nto a basic ingredient for any i ndustrial manufacturing process in  
th is  area. There has been no commitment i n  those areas and yet it is an absolutely necessary 
req u i rement if we are going to be able to say to manufacturers that want to settle in Manitoba, we can 
guarantee proper water supply through the next twenty years. Because right now we are not so sure 
we can. We've got a lot of patchwork programs but we don't have anything in the way of a definite 
economic commitment and goals in those areas. 

We also say, Mr. Speaker, that a lot of the manpower programs . . .  I can recall - g uess it's three 
years ago - going through with each and every one of the provincial departments during thei r 
Estimates, Col leges and Universities, Education, I nd ustry and Commerce, Department of Labour 
and saying, what's our manpower program? How are we beginning to try to allocate the money that 
we are i nvesting in community col leges and universities and other manpower programs, to job 
needs? And what are we doing to ensure that when students start coming out of it, that there would be 
a proper fit to the ski l ls that they have for the jobs that are req uired? Wel l , the answer at that time, Mr. 
Speaker, th ree years ago, is that there was no man power prog ram i n  place i n  the Province of 
Manitoba, and no one was doing it. We are now paying the price for that om ission of three years ago, 
because it would have taken a th ree year lead time to put a proper manpower prog ram in place in the 
province to make sure that there was proper match-ups between people and jobs, so that the ski l ls 
that were being developed i n  our schools wou ld have been su ited tor the ki nds of opportunities that 
might have been avai lable. 

But the fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, and I am speaking from personal knowledge because I 
teach in a university, I happen to know a large percentage of our g raduates, to get thei r fi rst job, have 
to leave the Provi nce of Manitoba, they're simply not here. And if you survey any g raduating class i n  
either o f  o u r  th ree un iversities and say, where are you going for your fi rst job, i t  w i l l  not b e  in the 
Province of Manitoba. We are simply losing them, because they don't see the opportun ity. Now let's 
ask the question, why? Let's ask the question, why that's not taking place? The M i nister says, you 
see, it's not our fault, because it is free enterprise and private business that is fal l i ng down. 

Let's look at one thing that's happened in the Provi nce of Manitoba in the past five years. We have 
now lost our place of pre-em inence as a major financial commercial management centre tor western 
Canada, at the very time when the resource ind ustrial development of the prairies was beg inning to 
take off, when it was beg inning to pass a thresh hold, and beg i nning to grow. One would have thought 
that that wou ld have been the ti me when our city, which has always had major advantages as a 
commercial management and fi nancial centre, would have been able to ride along with that growth; 
that we would have been the one that would have been setting up the companies for resource 
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development. But do you know where it's happeni ng? it's happen ing in  Calgary, Edmonton or in  
Toronto. We have not been ab le  to  bu i ld upon our  natural commercial f inancial advantages as  a 
centre for that k ind of industry because they've been leaving. 

And one reason is -( I nterjection)- Yes, I do. I blame it d istinctly upon this Provincial 
Government because they haven't known how to encourage the k ind of commercial management 
financial resource centres in  this province. Through every one of thei r actions they have 
demonstrated that they are not concerned with that fact; that they are ind ifferent to those problems; 
that their taxation pol icies have been designed to s imply create outflows of capital ; that we have not 
been able to take care of those natural advantages. 

So, M r. Speaker, you know when un iversity students come along and say, where are the jobs for 
me? We have to say that the jobs have left because we have lost . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. AXWORTHY: . . .  our major advantages as a financial management centre for western 

Canada. I th ink it's going to be tough to regain it frankly, Mr. Speaker. -( l nterjection)-
MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. 
MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, you know, now the Min ister wants me to revert to a h istory going 

back 20 years. 
A MEMBER: Wel l ,  so what? 
MR. AXWORTHY: We're talk ing about recent events. We're talk ing about the k inds of things that 

have happened with in  the last five or six years, when the k ind of economic g rowth in the prai ries was 
beg inn ing to move, we didn't move along with it. The latest report of the Department of Regional 
Economic Expansion has i ndicated that Man itoba sort of has lost its protective position as part of the 
prai rie, what they call island of prosperity. We are now a have-not province. We've d ropped out of that 
position. 

A MEMBER: Garbage. 
MR. AXWORTHV: Now, you say, whose fault is it? l t  is a fault  for a number of reasons, but where 

the major responsi b i l ity of the Provincial Government l ies is that they have not responded to that 
problem. They have al lowed it to become more depressed. They have al lowed it to compound itself, 
and they have not taken any ameliorative steps to respond to it. They have simply let it s l ip  away. They 
have simply let it s l ip  through thei r f ingers. They have not al lowed themselves to see that that was 
probably one of the big opportun ities that we had to create a dynamic economy and we s imply let it 
go away. lt is going to be that much more d ifficult to recreate it. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, you know you cou ld find examples time and t ime again - and I used one i n  
the House when we were debating with the Premier o n  Friday afternoon - I  said the very k ind of th ing 
where the great pride that we take in  our short-term programs is contrary, or contradictive, by the 
k ind of examples where you get smal l manufactu rers - the one who visited me said that he tried to 
get some assistance from the Provincial Government so he could h i re two chemists to help develop a 
new paint product which he sel ls throughout North America - wel l ,  there was no assistance 
forthcoming for that k ind of thing.  You see, we're too busy creati ng those three-month jobs. We can't 
g ive h im the kind of assistance he needs to h i re some chemists who wi l l  work for a couple of years 
developing new products. We don't have that kind of support in this province. Now that's the k i nd of 
contrad iction of the remarks he's made. He went to the Department of I ndustry and Commerce and 
they said, "We can give you some pamphlets about where you can go to the Federal Government to 
get some help." Wel l ,  that's not real ly very good, M r. Speaker, he wanted some help here. 

I cou ld g ive h im several other examples where business, tryi ng to get i nto new product fields and 
new areas, and trying to get some support, and no question as to subsidy, no one is argu ing it isn't a 
subsidy, but the point is it wou ld be a self- l iqu idating subsidy. lt would eventually end up paying for 
itself, there would be a cut-off point' it wou ldn't cont inue. 

A MEMBER: We have over $2 m i l l ion this year for those programs. 
MR. AXWORTHY: Sure, and we're spend ing $35 m i l l ion in short-term start-up programs. Why 

don't we spend another $5 mi l l ion on that kind, or $10 m i l l ion, if that's a necessity to be? But you are 
the ones with the experts in the Civil Service analyzing those programs, and I th ink that comes down 
to the point and thrust of our argument, they simply haven't analyzed the problem properly. lt's not 
for lack of wanting to do someth ing.  They're obviously prepared to do something.  They're spending 
money. it's just that they are spending it in the wrong places because they started off with the wrong 
assessments of what's going on. And I . th ink part of t he reason is because they are b l inded in  a sense. 
The only answer is not to provide community employment programs, which is basically what you are 
doing. 

Mr. Speaker, when the M i nister says this is innovative, it's innovative if Frank l in  Delanor Roosevelt 
was innovative, because they are going back to the old pump-priming techniques of 1 932, you know. 
If you create publ ic works and short-term make-work projects, that's the way to create jobs. We did 
that in  the depression but we found out that i t  simply doesn't recreate an economic base. i t's a stop
gap expedient measure, but it's not creating economic development in the province. -
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( lnterjection)-
Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I agree, I 've said that. I 've said that the Federal Government has got itself i nto a 

variety of manpower programs which they are now real izing have not worked as wel l  as they assumed 
they would .  Now, I don't argue with the fact that there is a place and role for community employment 
programs, but not exclusively and not in the way that they are being done this way. I f  community 
employment programs are going to have any chance of working, they must have a longer term to 
them than three or fou r months. You go and ask any federal official i n  the Canada Manpower 
Department about the assessments they have made of their short-term employment programs, they 
would tel l you very honestly, don't do it. because it doesn't work very wel l .  l t's not a good way to 
spend publ ic  money. That's what they wou ld tel l  you. 

So, M r. Speaker, I don't think they faced up very wel l  to the economic problems of the province. I 
th ink there is another problem which g rows out of that, and I f ind it surprising, I 'm sti l l  not sure I 
understand the reason why. I am told through the newspapers that the F i rst M i nister ofthis province 
takes great pride in his understand i ng and depth of knowledge about the problems of energy. And we 
have heard thousands upon thousands of words about how we are develop ing energy in the Province 
of Manitoba. And yet when I look at the measures that this government has introduced I find that the 
rhetoric far outstrips the performance, because one of the major factors in the whole q uestion of 
economic growth is, what are we going to do about energy costs? When the M i n ister says 
government has nothing to do with productivity, he knows that's not correct. He knows that the whole 
q uestion of productivity in  industry has a lot to do with what government does. l t  is a result of 
m in imum wages; it's a result of export pol icies; it's a result of transportation costs; it's a result of a 
whole number of uti l ity costs that are set by publ ic boards. The productivity is very much based upon 
the cost per un it of  any product, and I would suggest the government affects 60 or70 percent of those 
costs when the decisions are made. So to say that government has no role in affect ing productivity 
fl ies i n  the face of economic fact again. And certain ly one of the major questions on that is going to be 
the cost of energy in f inding alternative sources. And what we tend to talk about with great 
exhaustion in this p rovince is f inding new energy sources. What we do not talk about is, how do we 
cut back on energy use? How do we f ind alternate ways of spending our energy? 

We sti l l  have a Manitoba Hydro that has electrical hook ups for heat ing homes which is the most 
wasteful  use of electrical energy that man has ever devised. Heating pu rposes out of electrical energy 
is by any thermal ratio simply the worst and most excessive wastage k ind of program. We have not 
developed pricing pol icies to g ive different forms of incentive for conservation. We've made no hard 
steps in those areas. We've done nothi ng in the publ ic transit field to make changes. I n  other words 
we have not addressed some of the real ly d ifficult tough issues about energy conservation, and we 
haven't asked Manitobans in thei r own way to come up with the answers that they should have to do, 
of how do we provide for a stable rate of economic g rowth in  l ight of exorbitant energy costs? 

I haven't heard a Min ister of the Crown opposite address themselves to that issue i n  any debate, 
and yet it is an issue that is going to take some leadership because it is not an easy oneto resolve. And 
I don't pretend I have any easy answers either but it is certainly going to be one of the major critical 
questions of any economic development program, and yet, Mr. S peaker, we avoid it. We treat it as if it 
d idn't exist. We say somehow there's going to be a bonanza, somehow we're going to get polar gas 
coming down from the north and all our problems wi l l  be solved. Well they won't be; we are sti l l  going 
to be paying.  The energy prices are sti l l  going to be going up at exorbitant rates unless we f ind some 
way of beg inn ing to reduce the costs of energy drastical ly. We had a debate this morning which I 
thought was a l ittle bit s i l ly. The Member for St. Johns says, wel l corporations write off the ir  
i nsulation costs, let them bear the cost of  things. 

But he d idn't address the problem, neither did the Min ister of Finance, neither did the Min ister of 
Industry and Commerce, about what do you do with the exorbitant rise in energy costs and how that 
is going to severely detract from the economic potential and development of this province. lt is a 
major major factor and yet no one on the Treasury Bench or any of the economic M i nisters have 
addressed to that kind of question.  -( l nterjection)-

Yes, M r. Speaker. I 've heard the Min ister make press statements to that effect. What he doesn't talk 
about though, is that what the Federal Government is also trying to do, is using pricing as a 
conservation mechan ism. And the fact of the matter is at the present moment, as he wel l  knows, is  
that we are now having to  import close to  40 percent . . .  -( Interjection)- No,  I 'm not, because I 've 
said the same th ing before, that we are having to import 40 percent of our petroleum needs from other 
countries where the i nternational price is $3.00 a barrel h igher than what we're preparing to pay 
domestically. And the price is going to have to reach that i nternational level to provide it; and that we 
are having to pay the subsidy out of the Federal Treasury to do it. No, the M i n ister never talks about 
that. -(Interjection)- There is no surp lus, and the Min ister doesn't know it. 

The M i n ister is being absurd. There is no such surp lus. -(I nterjection)- There is no surplus. The 
money is going to pay for the add itional cost of having to i mport 40 percent of our petroleum needs, 
and this M i nister is not candid enough to say that. He is always simply trying to make h is pol itical 
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point without being honest about what the real situation of energy prices are in this country. I am 
simply saying to h im that no one is going to get mad at h im fortel l i ng the truth. No one is going to get 
u pset for saying it as it is. So why doesn't he be? Why doesn't he start level l i ng rather than always 
trying to paint h imself as M r. Goody Two Shoes who has no sort of responsib i l ity. it's those nasty 
guys in Ottawa who are to b lame for everything,  without looking at thefact of the matter, that they are 
dea l ing with a national situation, not just with a provincial one. So all he's s imply doing is postur ing.  
He has developed posturing to a h igh art form in  th is province. -(I nterjection)- Mr. Speaker, th is 
M in ister should go on exhibit in  the Museum of Man and Nature as being one of the al l  t ime g reat 
posturers. He has become almost a new species with in  the whole field of animal generics. You know, 
homonous posturous, is what we can cal l  the Min ister of I ndustry and Commerce. He has almost 
created h imself into a brand new species walk ing the face of the earth . 

I s imply am, frankly, Mr. Speaker, getting t ired of it, because the more we hear that k ind of 
posturing, the less we're going to be able to come up with a real istic assessment of how do we deal 
with the real problem that energy costs in the Province of Man itoba are going to rise, is going to have 
a h igh deterrent effect upon economic manufacturing growth in the province, and we've got to f ind 
some answers to it .  Those are the k inds of things I wish this M i n ister would talk about, rather than 
going for h is  program of posturing. That I th i nk, Mr. Speaker, would be the k ind of concerns that we 
have. And that comes back again to this issue of the creation of jobs in  the province and the way that 
we're spending our money. lt s imply is not addressing itself to the kind of economic real ities over the 
next four or five years. 

Let's put a couple of propositions to it. That we need to create in Man itoba in the next four years 
1 00,000 jobs. We need to create 1 00,000 permanent jobs. H ow is this government going to do it? We 
know what they're going to do for the next three months .. What are they going to do for the next four 
years? Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, right now they have no answers to that question. And yet if they real ly want 
to have an answer, that is a much more serious question than what do we do in the next three months? 
The real question on the minds of unemployed students, of unemployed people who have been 
without jobs for many years because they don't have the ski l ls ,  is how do we create 1 00,000 jobs over 
the next four years and what k ind of answers does this government have? The answers we have heard 
up to this very moment, M r. Speaker, is they have no answer. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of I ndustry and Commerce. 
MR. EVANS: A question to the honourable member. I bel ieve he ag reed with me that it wasn't 

ent i rely a provincial responsib i l ity, and I was wondering if he was going to indicate to us, what is the 
Federal Government goi ng to do to create those 1 00,000 jobs in this province? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Gladstone. 
MR. JAMES R. FERGUSON: M r. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Member for 

Fort Garry, that debate be adjourned . 
MOTION presented and carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: Does someone wish to be House Leader? The Honourable M i nister of F inance. 
HONOURABLE SAUL A. MILLER (Seven Oaks): Mr. S peaker, I wonder i f  you cal l the b i l ls ,  the 

adjourned debates on second read ing.  
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Gladstone. 
MR. FERGUSON: We have several speakers; if I could have about ten seconds, I ' l l  get them in  

here. 

BILL (No. 48) - AN ACT TO AMEND THE INSURANCE ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: Very wel l .  Bi l l  No. 48. The Honourable Member for Rh ineland . 

MR. AOLD BROWN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The f irst portion of B i l l  No. 48 seems to be mainly 
housekeeping but the latter portion of the bi l l  pertains to some insurance companies which operate 
i n  Manitoba. At present I bel ieve there are about four i nsurance compan ies that would be affected by 
the legislation i n  this b i l l ;  that is, these four insurance compan ies operate in Manitoba only. 

Now, Man itoba law presently requ i res a m uch larger , reserve than does the Canad ian and B ritish 
Companies Act under which all other i nsurance companies that sel l insurance in Manitoba and i n  
Canada operate. Federal ly-l icensed companies d o  not requ i re nearly a s  large reserves as companies 
that are l icensed u nder The Man itoba Act. 

One of the compan ies that is especial ly affected is the Red River Val ley M utual I nsurance 
Company with headquarters in  Altona. They employ n ine people. They are the fifth largest f i re 
i nsurance underwriter in Man itoba and they have premiums of around $2 m i l l ion, assets of 
$2 ,596,000.00. They are requ i red to have $5,000 in reserve for the f irst m i l l ion of l iabi l it ies and for 
every additional mi l l ion dol lars in l iabi l ities, they are requ i red to carry $3,000 in reserves. Federally
l icensed compan ies are requ i red to have 1 1 5  percent of their l iabi l it ies in reserves, which is much 
less. 

The free surplus of the Red R iver Val ley Mutual Insurance Company now shows a deficit of 
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$267,688 on thei r 1 976 Financial Statement and they expect that this wil l  not improve but the deficit 
wil l  increase as the assets of the company g row, as the company experiences g rowth. 

Now, this company, if it would have been licensed u nder the Federal Insurance Companies Act, 
they would have shown a surplus of $434,000 in excess of that which is required u nder Section 1 03, 
Subsection 1 , so you can see that this really affects the g rowth of that particular company and al l  
these other companies that come under this Act. 

Clause 6 in this bill is going to allow these companies to operate on a more equal basis with other 
companies and thei r reserve requi rements are not going to be nearly as large. 

So with those few comments, Mr. Speaker, I wou ld l ike to recom mend this bill to Law 
Amendments Com mittee. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance wil l  be closing debate. 
MR. MILLER: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I wi l l  close debate. I wi l l  simply thank the member for his 

comments and perhaps - I'm not sure whether it is permissible - perhaps the bi l l  could go to Law 
Amendments the next time we meet. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris. 
MR. WAER H. JORGENSON: I wonder, Mr. Speaker, if you would call Bi l l  No. 6. 

BILL {NO. 6) - AN ACT TO AMEND THE JURY ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: Very wel l .  The Honourable Member for Gladstone, Bi l l  No. 6. 
MR. FERGUSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I adjourned this bil l  for the Honourable Member for 

Bi rtle-Russel l. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Bi rtle-Russell .  
MR. HARRY E. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, this was a bil l  that was 

introduced in the Chamber very very early in the session and sat there for a couple of months and 
then just last week we had the second reading of it. I 'm sure that when the M i nister said there were 
some technical problems with this bi l l ,  that he was more than j ust being truthfu l .  I think there has 
been quite a bit of trouble with the implementation of this bil l .  

As you know, Sir,  the Law Reform Commission had done a study on the selection of jurors in  the 
Province of Manitoba and under the old J u ry Act, there were a lot of classifications that gave a person 
a fair degree of exemption from serving on a jury. For instance, in the field of the clergy, the clergy of 
all denom inations were exempted from service on a jury. At that particular time, there may have been 
some valid reason for exempting the clergy but we find that the clergy is involved in other aspects. I 
know a member of the clergy is involved in the H u man Rights Commission now, so I see no reason 
why a member of the clergy should not probably serve on a jury. 

There are various other exemptions that have . . . 
MR. SAUL CHERNIACK (St. Johns}: Mr. Speaker, would the honourable member permit a 

question? 
MR. GRAHAM: Certainly. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. J oh ns. 
MR. CHERNIACK: Thank you .  lt j ust occurs to me qu ickly to ask, and I'm serious about the 

confessional as being maybe one reason , or confidences that would be imparted to ministers in the 
normal course of much of thei r work. I don't know ifthat's the reason but has the honourable member 
thought of that as a possibi l ity? 

MR. JORGENSON: Well ,  Mr. Chairman, I haven't considered that but if the Member for St. Johns 
considers that to be a sufficient reason , maybe he wants to make some amendments later on. l see no 
reason why a member of the clergy should not act as a juror on a jury. After all ,  there is one basic 
question, 1 think, that is asked of anybody when they are asked to act on a jury and that is basically 
that they are going to act in a fair and im partial manner and that they have no particular bias in any 
particular case. 

There are some other things too, Mr. Speaker, that you have to recognize. When we are dealing 
with these amendments to The J u ry Act, basically what we are deal ing with is the provision of an 
annual l ist of people who have been recommended from various walks of life and have their names 
put forward . And there are several hundred names put forward from various walks of life and after al l ,  
they don't all serve. Those that are involved in  any jury trial are names that are selected from the l ist 
and names are put forward then. I believe the prosecution as well as the defence have a right to 
challenge the qual ifications of any member's name who has been proposed. 

So there are n umerous safeguards which are built into the whole system to provide for the 
assurance that the person who is going to be selected, I thi nk, wil l  act in  a fair and competent manner. 

But we find some strange things are occurring,  Mr. Speaker, in  the bill that is brought forward and 
I suggest that perhaps it p robably hasn't been too wel l  thought out when they make these 
suggestions. For instance, there is a suggestion that a particular section of the Act be repealed and 
that section that they suggest be repealed is one that says, "The selectors shall select the names of 
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those persons who, in the opinion of the selectors or of a majority of them, who are from the integrity 
of thei r character, the soundness of thei r judgment and the extent of thei r information, the most 
d iscreet and competent for the performance of the d uties of jurors." 

Now that section is being removed. No longer do they want the most discreet and competent for 
the performance of the duty of a juror.  -(I nterjection)- Wel l ,  if that's true, then they are somewhat 
inconsistent, because you go to another section which says, for instance, <; I n  the Eastern J ud icial 
District, the Board shal l bal lot for jurors unti l they have selected 1 ,000 names of persons who in  the 
judgment of the selectors are from the integrity of thei r character, the soundness of thei r judgment 
and the extent of thei r i nformation the most d iscreet and competent for the performance of the 
duties." 

So they remove it in one section but they leave it in  another. ! j ust wonder, in  the draft ing of it, why 
they would want to take it out in one particular section but leave it in  another. And that is not the only 
section that they have left it in  because they have left it in  in  other sections too. 

So I suggest that perhaps there is either someth ing there that I don't understand or maybe they 
have put the wrong number, inadvertently put the wrong number on and the section that they have 
schedu led to be removed is maybe not the one that they intended to be removed after al l .  So, it could 
be a m istake in  drafting but I j ust want to bring it to the M i n ister's attention that there seems to be 
some inconsistency here because I don't think it was their intention to leave it in  for one particular 
jud icial d istrict in  the province and not leave it there for the rest of the . . .  

The whole th rust of this b i l l ,  Mr. Speaker, is to widen the sphere of activity for people of Man itoba 
to serve on juries, but at the same t ime, I th ink  we want to maintai n that degree of assurance that 
those people who are coming forward for trial before a j ury, that that competency and that 
d iscreetness is there in those people and that they are going to receive a fai r  hearing from people who 
are competent to use thei r judgment in a very capable man ner. I th ink that should never be removed 
from any qual ifications for a juror. The people of the province deserve that assurance. 

Now, we have widened the field to include numerous categories of people that were previously 
exempted from jury service and I only hope that in  that service, those that have been nominated for 
that service, that undue pressure on thei r own personal busi ness is not a severe i nconven ience. For 
instance, one of the qual ifications or one of the classifications that was previously exempt was that of 
pi lots of vessels in actual service. Now, that is now being removed and I wou ld hope that it doesn't 
mean that, for instance, our Lord Selk irk,  the queen ship in our Manitoba fleet, is not tied up because 
the head man in that operation is serving on jury duty. -( Interjection)- We have the assurance of 
the M i n ister of Labour that the Vice-Admiral wi l l  take over. 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I just want to point out that maybe some of the mistakes or some of the points 
that I have l isted were inadvertent and if that is the case, then I th ink that in Committee, those points 
can be brought to the attention of the Committee and the changes made. I have no objection to the 
basic principle that is i nvolved, but I think that perhaps some of the wording could be cleared up and 
when we get to Committee I th ink there are a few things that cou ld probably be handled there better 
than can be handled in the House on second read ing.  

So I wou ld say that I would l ike to see th is b i l l  go to Committee for clause-by-clause examination 
so that some of the points that I raised can be clarif ied there. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: Bi l l  No. 56. The Honourable Member for Bi rtle-Russel l .  
MR. GRAHAM: Can ! have th is  matter stand p lease. 

BILL ( (No. 59) - AN ACT TO AMEND THE HUMAN RIGHTS ACT 
MR. SPEAKER: Bi l l  No. 59. The Honourable Member for F l in  Flon. 
MR. PAWLEV: I bel ieve that the h onourable member stood it for me and probably I could just, if 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. If there are no other speakers, the Honourable M i n ister shal l be 
closing debate. The Honourable Attorney-General ,  B i l l  No. 59. 

MR. PAWLEV: Mr. Speaker, I want to comment in concluding debate with respect to this b i l l  on the 
val id points that were raised , the major poi nts that were raised . The point that was raised by the 
Honourable Meer for B i rtle-Russe l l ,  a concern expressed by him that the b i l l  m ight by itself bring 
about a greater problem , a g reater problem to the extent that it might compel landlords, for instance, 
to make changes that would be incompatib le with common sense and would only add additional 
expense and i nconven ience to them. 

Certa in ly it was not my intent to introduce legis lation that would bring about unnecessary 
expense for anyone although the principle is there that we want to ensure that the physically 
handicapped do not face d iscrimination in  employment and shelter simply because they are 
handicapped . They certainly suffer enough with in  society than to ignore the problems that they so 
often encounter because of their physical handicap. 

1 was concerned about the very pragmatic concern that was expressed by the Honourable 
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Member for B i rtle-Russel l  in this regard and have checked it out. The interpretation that would have 
to be g iven to the section is that the handicapped individual would accept the premises as they are. 
For i nstance - I th ink the Member for B i rtle-Russell referred to a three-storey home - the 
hand icapped individual would accept the dwel l ing as it is. it would be up to him to decide whether 
that three-storey, the su ite at the top of the three storeys was one that would interfere with his 
i nhabiting same because of his hand icap. Or, for instance, if the bathroom door, as was mentioned by 
the Member for B irtle-Russel l  was too narrow for his wheelchair, again ,  it would be a decision that 
would have to be arrived at by the handicapped . 

But the physical ly handicapped person under this legislation cou ld not compel that the door be 
widened in order to meet his particular requirements. lt did not mean, for i nstance, that the landlord 
wou ld have to find a su ite on the first floor in order to accommodate the handicapped person if in  fact 
the su ite that was being advertised was one on the th ird floor. All  that the b i l l  states is that the 
handicap in itself is not to be used as a grounds for d iscrimi nation.  That decision as to whether the 
hand icapped i ndividual would find h im or herself in the position of not bei ng able to use the faci l ities, 
would have to be one that would be arrived at by the hand icapped, for who would be better than the 
handicapped of course to make that type of decision, a much better decision than the employer or the 
landlord. 

But certai n ly it wou ld not be intended, M r. Speaker, that the facil ities or the accommodations 
would have to be rad ical ly altered just to meet the particular problems encountered by the 
handicapped in that situation. 

There is other leg islation, I bel ieve the Honourable M inister of Labour is deal ing with the other 
legislation, bui ld ing code legislation requiring that new bui ldings, publ ic bui ld ings, accommodate 
the handicapped in certain respects and that we are deal ing with. But certainly, no i ntention to 
impose unpragmatic and impossible situations upon people that would be faced with problems 
encountered by these situations. 

M r. Speaker, I appreciate the opportunity to forward this bi l l  on to Committee. I hope that we 
receive publ ic submission on this b i l l .  I don't know whether we wi l l  hear from the Association of the 
Physically Handicapped; I hope we do. We look forward to the clause-by-clause debate there. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: Bi l l  No. 65. The Honourable Member for Fort Garry. 
MR. L. R. (Bud) SHERMAN: Stand, Mr. Speaker, please. 
MR. SPEAKER: Bi l l  No. 67. The Honourable Member for Rhineland. 
MR. B ROWN: Stand, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: Bi l l  No. 72. The Honourable Member for Birtle-Russell .  
MR. GRAHAM: Stand, M r. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: Bi l l  No. 77. The Honourable Member for Pembina. (Stand) 
B i l l  No. 79. The Honourable Member for B i rtle-Russel l .  
MR. GRAHAM: Stand, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Acting House Leader. -(I nterjection)- They are all done. 
MR. PAULLEY: Then, Mr. Speaker, we would go i nto Third Read ings. 

TH IRD READINGS - AMENDED BILLS 

B ILLS No. 2, 7, 38, 33, 20, 27, 28, 4, 5, 31 , 44, and 46 were read a third time and passed. 

BILL (No. 68) - AN ACT TO AMEND 
THE SOCIAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M inister of Labour. B i l l  No.  68. 
MR. PAULLEY presented B i l l  No. 68, an Act to Amend the Social Services Adm i nistration Act for 

th i rd reading .  
MOTION presented. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry. 
MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, just before giving third and final read ing to this b i l l ,  I would l ike to 

register for the record once again the dissatisfaction of some of our members, and certain ly my own 
dissatisfaction with the open-endedness of the provisions of the bi l l  itself, which we have referred to 
in earl ier debate in the House. We recogn ize, as we said, and as others in this House have said, the 
need for l icensing and the need for some sort of regulation in this field, but we are not happy with the 
open-ended type of b i l l  that provides the Mi nister of Health and Social Development with a carte 
blanche to lay down whatever regulations he prescribes or deems fit, and to apply those regulations. 
across the board to the type of institution mentioned and covered in the legislation. 

In Law Amendments Committee the Min ister advised me, in  response to a d irect q uestion, that 
there actually would be only one set of standards appl ied to the institutions, foster homes, day care 
centres, faci l ities of that k ind covered in the b i l l .  I recogn ize that all things being equal , one set of 
standards is desirable in society, but when you're deal ing with the kinds of problems we're looking at 
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here with native ch i ldren, people from disadvantaged areas, and people from advantaged areas, you 
get into a situation where I th ink more than one set of standards is necessary to preserve the 
opportun ity for native ch i ldren to be placed and maintained in  thei r own environment in  cultural 
terms. The same is true of others, not necessarily of native origin,  but others from certain 
underprivi leged or d isadvantaged sectors of the community and the province generally. 

That aspect I think should be re-emphasized once more for the record, p lus the fact that the 
legislation contains no h int of what those regulations and what those standards wi l l  be. Whi le  
adm itting that we need such standards, I suggest, S i r, that it  is perhaps a questionable position for  us 
to be taking to permit leg islation to go forward with that k ind of open-ended uncertain aspect to it. 

Our  concerns wi l l  no dou bt remain very h igh profi le for the next l i ttle period of time, after the 
legislation comes into effect, to see just precisely what the Min ister is doing to ensure that there 
aren't unfortunate restraints and constraints placed on certa in elements of society and unnecessary 
expenses i ncurred by others, and also to determine that the regulations are considerate and 
democratic and conscientious in  their  development and in thei r appl ication. 

We feel the jury is out on the kind of results th is type of leg islation wi l l  have, placed in  the hands of 
one M i n ister and g iv ing h im the wide-rangi ng power that it does. With those reservations, Sir ,  for the 
record, we are prepared to see the bi l l  proceed at this stage into what wi l l  official ly become law, but 
we reserve our judgment on how that law is going to work and we may be anxious to see some 
amendments made with in the next 12 months. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour. 
MR. PAULLEY: l t  does appear to me, M r. Speaker, that it m ight be appropriate to cal l it a day at this 

time, unless there is an incl i nation, and I ask the Honourable House Leader whether or not he would 
feel that it's convenient to go into Committee of the Whole House for th i rd read i ngs on two bi l ls, one, 
the Leg islative Assembly Act, which I th ink is non-controversial ,  and the Statute Law Amendments 
on Taxation. I f  that would meet with the convenience of my honourable friend for the remain ing time, 
then therefore, M r. Speaker, I wou ld move that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair and the House go 
into Committee of the Whole to consider the fol lowing b i l ls for th ird read ing:  No. 1 1 ,  an Act to Amend 
the Leg islative Assembly Act and No. 78, The Statute Law Amendment (Taxation) Act ( 1 977) . 
Seconded by the Honourable the Min ister of Agriculture. 

MOTION presented and carried and the House resolved itself i nto a Committee of the Whole with 
the Honourable Member for Logan in  the Chair. 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE HOUSE 

MR. CHAIRMAN, Mr. William Jenkins (Logan): (Bi l ls No. 1 1  and 78 were read page by page and 
passed. )  B i l ls  be reported. 

Comm ittee rise. Call in the Speaker. 
The Chairman reported upon the Committee's deliberations to Mr. Speaker and requested 

leave to sit again. 

IN SESSION 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Logan. 
MR. JENKINS: M r. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Ste. Rose, 

that the report of the Committee of the Whole be received. 
MOTION presented and carried. 

THIRD READINGS 

BILLS No. 11 and 78 were read a third time and passed. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M inister of Labour. 
MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, I bel ieve that this would be an appropriate t ime for you to cal l it 5:30, 

and may I ind icate to members that the Law Amendments Committee wi l l  be meeting this even ing for 
consideration of bi l ls, other than, as I understand it, the City of Winn ipeg Act, B i l l  No. 62. 

MR. SPEAKER: The hour of adjournment being agreed upon, the House is now adjourned and 
stands adjourned unt i l  1 0:00 a.m. tomorrow morning.  
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