

















Tuesday, April 18, 1978

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please.

MRS. PRICE: Mr. Speaker, to help the Minister. . . the Member rather for Churchili, | would like to
tell him that he is probably referring to yesterday morning. | appeared on a panel of the Manitoba
Chambers of Commerce. It was one of the other panelists that said, “The people of Manitoba are
spoiled rotten and that we should be prepared to all tighten our belts.” When | got up to answer one
question with regard to our economy, | said that | agreed with the gentleman.

MR. COWAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. While I'm on my feet, | would thank the Honourable Minister
of Labour for the recommendation she made for me and would she talk to the Leader of the
Opposition so when we're in government next time he can take up on it.

I would ask her then, does she agree, does she agree that we are all spoiled rotten. She seems to be
saying so today. I'm wondering if she can confirm that. Does she agree with the honourable
gentleman that said that we have to tighten our belts and that we are all spoiled rotten?

MRS. PRICE: |believe, Mr. Speaker, the man that we are talking about did not say “rotten.” He said
that we were spoiled and | entirely agree with him that we should all be prepared to tighten our belts
and economize.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lac du Bonnet.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, | would like to ask the Minister of Highways, whether or not he can
indicate to the House just when the Selkirk bridge will be reopened so that traffic can again flow
between the East and West Selkirk communities.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Highways.

HON. HARRY J. ENNS (Lakeside): Mr. Speaker, | have received some enquiries of the same nature
from people in the area and | have asked the department, the bridge engineers who are on the site
looking into the matter, to advise me of that same information as soon as possible. At the moment,
one would have to say that the likelihood of the bridge remaining closed is likely to continue until the
water recedes somewhat.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, | wonder if the Minister could indicate just at what stage the surveys are
to date with respect to a new location for a bridge which would not be subject to flooding of the
approaches.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Highways.

MR. ENNS: | am encouraged to hear that there is at least one member on the opposite side that has
no objections to building bridges or roads occasionally. We will of course take that question as
notice; the bridge is a problem area, as the member well knows. There have been to my general
information, fairly extensive surveys taken. | would be pleased to make that information available to
the members, perhaps during my Estimates, which | think are coming up shortly.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, now that the Minister of Labour has put on record her profound
views with respect to economics and philosophy that we are all spoiled, may | as one who is
presumably spoiled ask another who is presumably spoiied, whether she has in mind to follow up this
conclusion of hers with a submission for policy consideration as to whether some may perhaps be
more spoiled than others, and that perhaps we should be then looking seriously at the degree of
spoiledness in terms of the extent of luxury item purchases, semi-tuxury item purchases, and
whether some perhaps should have already their belts relatively tightened and others do not, etc.
And more specifically, can the Honourable Lady Minister indicate whether she will follow up this
conclusion of hers with willingness in the consideration of her departmental Estimates, to discuss
the extentto which there are disparities in economic opportunity and life standard and life style in our
society?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourabie Minister of Labour.

MRS. PRICE: Mr. Speaker, | feel that our government is showing every day our intent to tighten our
belts. And Mr. Speaker, while I'm on my feet, on March 27 the Leader of the Opposition asked me to
get him some comparative figures of the Civil Service employment in different parts of Canada, and |
have these figures.

Newfoundland from June to December 1977 — these are the best that | could get — they have
gone from 7,900 down to 7,300. P.E.l. went from the year 1976 to 1977 in December from 2,400, they
remain the same. Nova Scotia, for the year 1977-78 went from 8,300 to 9,200. Manitoba went from
1,204 in December 1976 to 1,203 in 1977. Quebec went from 57,000 to 60,000 from 1977 to 1978 in
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Selkirk has aiready had three questions.

MR.PAWLEY: Justone supplementary. In view of the fact that a review had been conducted a year
ago, at which time it was decided that the preliminary steps would be commenced, and since those
steps were commenced, could the Attorney-General advise me that another review will be under way
prior to placing Dr. Kasser on trial?

MR. MERCIER: No, Mr. Speaker. What has been transpiring is the translation of 11,500 pages of
documents, and the Member for Selkirk is indicating it was supposed to be finished last fall.
Something obviously went wrong because it was not finished last fall and it either is just being
completed or is nearing completion.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Transcona.

MR.WILSON PARASIUK: Thankyou, Mr. Speaker. Since the subject of people being spoiled rotten
has been raised, I'd like to direct a question to the First Minister. Has the Minister responsible fort
Task Force on Government Economy been out of the province on personal, vacation, or business, or
has he been out of the province recently while the House is sitting, on government business?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR.LYON: Mr. Speaker, i think the Honourable the Minister in question if he sees fit — and | don't
see why he should — can answer to that question when he returns to the House. We are not in the
habit in this House, as the honourable member will find out after he has been here a bit longer. to
inquire into the personal habits either of my honourable friend or of the Minister in question.

I’'m sure, however, if he chooses to respond to a question that is more than slightly impertinent, he
may.

MR. PARASIUK: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. In light of the fact that the Minister responsible for
the Task Force tabled the Task Force Report and has not been in the House available to answer
questions on that Task Force, who should we now direct questions about the Task Force to?

MR.LYON: Mr.Speaker, thereisample opportunity for my honourable friend, again when he learns
the procedures of the House, to debate these matters under Estimates.

MR. PARASIUK: Mr. Speaker, since we have not had a definite time given to debate the matter
under the Minister responsible for the Task Force Estimates, in the interir ~vhich could be the next
two or three months — who should we direct questions about the Task Force to, in order to have
accountability in the House, seeing as how the Minister has prevented us from asking questions of
Conrad Riley, the other co-chairman of the Task Force?

MR. LYON: Well again, Mr. Speaker, if my honourable friend would swallow some of his bile
without trying to choke on it, and if he would consuit with the Honourable the House Leader on his
own side of the House, he would find that he and his party have some choice as to how the Estimates
are called. | would suggest that before he continue to make a fool of himself, he further apprise
himself of the rules of this Cyamber.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rupertsland.

MR. HARVEY BOSTROM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My guestion is to the Minister of Tourism. |
would still like to know from the Minister when exactly he is going to table the report which he has
promised some many weeks ago now regarding the Jarmoc affair and his instructions to his Deputy
Minister to sign an agreement for a condominium development in the itesheli?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Tourism.

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, shortly.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. Vital.

MR. D. JAMES WALDING: Mr. Speaker, my guestion is to the Minister of Highways. Could the
Minister tell me when he expects the change-over of speed signs to metric to be completed?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Highways.
MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Speaker, the highway crews are busy attempting to change them as quickly as
possible. The information that the department gives me is that this will be accomplished within the

next week. | have no doubt, however, that having just said that, that somewhere in Manitoba
somebody, perhaps when driving through the highways and byways during better weather, willcome
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And in fact, now | can say in all fairness that | wasright, that what we received last fall was a scenario.
It was a script that was being prepared.

The script went something like this: We have taken office and we have found a harrible, horrible
mess. We have found fat and biubber in the administration. We have found exce /e spending —
unnecessary spending. We can do what we promised to do, we can, in fact, change it without hurting
programs, without cutting back, without shifting the cost to the individual or to a municipality ortoa
university or a hospital. W can do it simply by tightening up administratively better management
because it is the lack of management that has created the problem; that is pretty well what we gotand
the proof of the pudding was this fantastic debt, this interim audited statement.

it was asnapshop intime, [ indicated that at the time it was filed, and to take a snapshop in time and
say this is what is going to happen six or nine months down the road, or even three months down the
road is foolish. [ think the Minister of Finance today recognizes how foolish it is because the snapshot
in time has got him into trouble because today there is a great debate bouncing back and forth as to
when did he find out that in fact that snapshot in time was invalid? When did he discover, that in fact,
that snapshot in time, that indicated a deficit in currentaccount wasn’t anything like that, thatin fact,
the revenues from Ottawa were going to be considerably higher? At what point did he find out? That
is why snapshots in time are dangerous; that is why a snapshot in time is something that | think was
silly for the Conservative Government to try to write a scenerio basing their whole pitch basically,
their sales pitch on that particular snapshot in time interim data.

So they said they would save by cutting fat, they wouid save by good management, but in fact we
now know that the actual figures show somewhat quite differently, that in fact there is about $50
million that has suddenly come to light. | will say this for the Minister of Finance, he didn’t try to fool
the public and us here by saying that they take all the credit for it. He knew that couldn’'t be. As a
matter of fact, today, out of the $50 million, according to one of the newspapers, something like $25
million of it is due to changes in the personal income tax revenue and about $20 million due to some
other revenues from Canada. Those are newspaper figures so | don’t know how valid they are. Butwe
do know from the Minister of Finance that in fact, $50 million more is flowing from Ottawa than had
been anticipated, or $40 million, | should say. And this great great savings, great fat, was $10miilion.
Well, Mr. Speaker, as has been indicated by others before | spoke in 1976 when the former
Government was faced with an immediate drop in funds, a sudden unexpected drop in funds from
Ottawa, we went through a restraint exercise without the ballyhoo, without all the screaming, without
blaming anyone, we simply said we have got to hold back and we held back, and the result was we cut
by $20 million the funds that wouid have otherwise been spent.

So when the Government now says they spend $10 million, they have saved $10 miilion, [ teif you
that's no great shakes. What does itshow? It shows there wasn’t nearly as much fat as they are talking
about; that in fact the restraint program that we had introduced and had maintained by a 10 percent
vacancy rate in the Civil Service was effective; that in fact, there weren’t that many loose bodies
floating around. Now sure they release people, and they release many of them by ending programs,
or by cutting back on the level of service in a progra m, or starting to phase out programs —
something that they said they would not do, that they couldn’t do. But of course the Minister of
Labour feels that that is part of the fact that we are aif spoiled. | found that | hadr’t read the story that
was referred to by the Member for Churchill, but | was really shocked when e approved of a
statement which says that we are all spoiled. And | gather. . . —(Interjection)—tnat's right, youand |
are spoiled, let me teli you my friend, the Minister responsible for Housing, you and | are spoiled don’t
need public housing, you don’t need elderly public housing, you don’t need any of that, but there are
tens of thousands of people who do and you are taking out of their hide. You are taking out of their
hide. That is what you want to do. Don’t give me that guff. . .

MR. JOHNSTON: You and | as councillors did it.

MR. MILLER: My friend, you and | as councillors did what we could do within the confines and the
limits of a municipal budget based on ratepayers’ ability to pay on property tax. We did not have
access to other taxes. Our government for the first time in Canada, gave access to municipalities on
growth tax; we will see how much farther you go. | wouldn't be surprised if he was wrong.

MR. ENNS: It goes down doesn't it?

MR. MILLER: Yes it goes down butitis still higher than it was atany time during your yearsand itis
still higher than it would have been if we would have simply waited till the next election, raise them
another $3.00 and buy a few votes because that was your tactic.

MR. ENNS: | am talking about today.

MR. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, as | said, the argument about the finance of Manitoba being in such

terrible shape and the Minister of Finance. . .1 am sorry | wasn’'t here — | wasn’'t well when he made
his speech; | would certainly like to have been here but | have read it. He makes these — what he calls
a non-political Budget. . .l really gotakick out of that. . . and he ; talks about the terribie mess that

they found themselves in they're going to be realistic, he is going to make asummary of government’s
immediate and long-term objectives and present a realistic and straightforward statement of the
Province’s fiscal position and economic prospects. Then he proceeds to make one of the most
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