THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Friday, May 5, 1978

Time: 10:00 a.m.

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. Harry E. Graham (Birtle-Russell): Before we proceed | should like to draw the
attention of the honourable membersto the gallery on my right where we have 80students of Grade 9
standing, attending Windsor Park Collegiate. These students are on a music Exchange Program
rom North Vancouver. They are under the direction of Mr. Christianson, and Windsor Park
Collegiate is in the constituency of the Honourable Member for Radisson.

At the same time | should like to draw the honourable members’ attention to the loge on my right
vhere we have Mr. John A. Bagnariol, Speaker of the House of Representatives of the State of
Nashington.

Speaker Bagnariol has been in Manitoba addressing an Executive Information System Seminar
lealing with Effective Government Management of Information Systems.

On behalf of all the members, we welcome you here today.

Presenting Petitions . . . Reading and Receiving Petitions . . . Presenting Reports by Standing

.nd Special Committees . . . Ministerial Statements and Tabling of Reports . . . Notices of Motion
. . Introduction of Bills.

ORAL QUESTIONS
IR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

IR. EDWARD SCHREYER (Rossmere): Well, Mr. Speaker, my first question is really in the nature
f a point of order. It has to do with the distribution by you, Sir, of photocopy of Citation 171, which
as to do with the form and manner in which questions should be put.

My point of order, Sir, is that the Chair, and you as the present incumbent, have a reputation,
istorical, and in your case recent but already well established, for impartiality.

By distributing Citation 171, which has to do with questions only, implies thatit is only this side of
1e House that is erring in the way in which they put the questions.

Citation 181, Sir, had you attached it, then you would have maintained your reputation for
irness and impartiality because Citation 181 indicates how questions are to be answered.

R. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Government House Leader.

ON. WARNER H. JORGENSON (Morris): | find it amusing that the Leader of the Opposition
1ould choose to rise on this point of order. He may or may not recall that almost every year in the

1st eight years that same citation has been distributed to members of the House and | never noted
at he took exception at that time.

R. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

R. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, Sir, it's a beautiful morning upon which to start this note. | believe
at the Honourable the Government House Leader is quite correct, which merely demonstrates that
was not on his toes in those days.
While pursuing this further, Mr. Speaker, may | then now direct a questionto the First Minister and
ask the First Minister if either he or his colleague, the Minister of Finance, have had opportunity to
ike direct representations to the Federal Ministry of Finance to raise objection with respect to the

her special deal — sales tax deal — with the Province of Quebec and, if so, can he indicate if any
>ly has been evoked?

{. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

IN. STERLING R.LYON, Premier (Charleswood): Mr. Speaker, | regretthatlam notin a position
answer my honourable friend's query today, but | will take it as notice for my colleague, the

1ist?r of Finance, and see what facts he has been able to ascertain through his departmental
icials.

. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, | suppose in the absence of the Minister of Finance my next
sstion would be directed to the Minister of Mines and Resources and it arises from one of the
wal reports-of the Canadian Development Corporation to the effect that some $45 million has
n invested by the Canadian Development Corporation in gas leases in Louisiana. | should like to

the Minister of Resources if he would take under advisement the possibility of making
resentations to the Government or Canada and/or the Canadian Development Corporation with
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the view in mind of persuading them to put their money into the potentials in Canada, for natural gas
exploration and development, including low pressure fields — some of which may well exist in the
Virden-Scallion area of this province, and other places.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Mines.

HON. BRIAN RANSOM (Souris-Killarney): Mr. Speaker, | am unaware of any communication with
the province at this time in thatregardbut| would trust the organization in question wouldhave some
knowledge and have some competence in the field as to where their money mightbestbe expended.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, | note that the Honourable Minister has said that he will take this
under notice, but in light of the other part of his reply, | would like to ask him if he accepts with
equanimity the prospect of continuation of investment by the CD C in energy resources in such
places as Louisiana, or wherever else?

MR.RANSOM: Mr.Speaker, | havenottaken it upon myself to make ajudgment as to the operations
of the Canadian Development Corporation.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, | would like to ask the Minister of Health if in light of the concern that
has been expressed, one copy or example of which | have conveyed to him, with respectto problems
arising as a result of the withdrawal of certain support service to district hospitals by Community
Services Division of the Department of Health, if the Minister will undertake to explore the possibility
of the restoration as much as possible of these support services to district hospitals.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

HON. L. R. (Bud) SHERMAN (Fort Garry): Mr.Speaker,|apologizetotheLeader of the Opposition.
I would ask him if he would repeat the question.

MR. SCHREYER: Yes, Mr. Speaker, it was simply to ask the Minister of Health if, in light of the fact
that there has been some expression of concern by those responsible for patient care services in
district hospitals, concern that because of the withdrawal of certain support services by the
Community Services Division of the Department of Health to the district hospitals, will the Minister
undertake to explore the possibility of restoring at least some of the support services that had been
extended to district hospitals by the Community Services Division of that department?

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, | will undertake to explore the Leader of the Opposition’s question
and the foundation for the question. If, infact, there is that concern, which has not been expressed to
me, which has not been directed to my office or to me personally, then | will undertake an
examination of it. First of all, | will examine the validity of the Leader of the Opposition’s question.

MR. SCHREYER: Well a supplementary, it is not as though the question is theoretical, Mr.
Speaker. | have conveyed to the Minister, if | haven’t yet I'm preparedtodo sonow, lettersfromsome
of the administrators of district hospitals indicating concern, or expressing concern at the
discontinuation of social services support at one or another hospital. My question is to the Minister,
in light of the fact that X-number of family counsellors, X-number of social service support workers
have been discontinued in employment at certain of the Community Services Division offices, can
the Minister indicate in the light of this expression of concern, whether he will explore the possibility
of restoration of at least some of these positions and services.

MR. SHERMAN: Well, Mr. Speaker, could | perhaps suggest this to the Honourable the Leader of
the Opposition. | will certainly explore and examine the situation to which he alludes and if | discover
that that is an area of concern, that it is an area that is producing hardship or cutback in quality of
patient services, then | would be prepared to discuss with him his basic suggestion, that is a re-
examination with a view to restoration, But | think, Sir, that it would be irresponsible to assure him
that | will explore restoration until it becomes apparent in reasonable terms that quality and
standards of patient care and services have really deteriorated.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SCHREYER: In light ofthe Ministers undertaking that he would be prepared to consider such
restoration, or partial restoration of positioms and service, if he can be satisfied thatthose positions of
direct involvement are concerned, | would like to ask him if he does not consider the opinion of the
Executive Director of Patient Care at Concordia, the Director of Financial Services at Concordia,
where they do specifically express such concern at the withdrawal of social service support as being
sufficient grounds for commencing this investigation.

MR SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.
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MR. SHERMAN: Sir, | suppose | would. But, | happen to know the Administrator of the Concordia
Hospital quite well — I'm sure the Leader of the Opposition does too — | happen to talk to the
Administrator of the Concordia Hospital quite frequently, and that message, that concern, has not
been expressed to me. | don'tknow what else | can say than what I've said in this House in the pastfew
days and weeks, Mr. Speaker. I'm monitoring the situation, I'm staying intouch with these personnel.
They are not conveying that kind of concern to me. They may be conveying it to others, and | will
check that point. If they’re conveying it to others, then there obviously must be some concern there,
but it has not been conveyed to me, and I'm in discussion with them.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, it may well be. | take the Honourable Minister’s word for it, that he
has not had any expression of concern directed to him personally, but he has been asked several
weeks ago whether this could be checked via the route of the Department. Now | have here Sir, and
I'm quite prepared to forward it to the Minister, letters by both the Executive Director of Patient Care
and the Director of Financial Services, in which in one sentence they express concern about the
curtailment of care for patients as the result of the withdrawal of service of social workers attached to
the hospital. Will the Minister take these letters as being at least a partial indication of concern?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. SHERMAN: Certainly, Mr. Speaker, | will take those letters from the Honourable Member who
is the MLA for the constituency in which that hospital is located, and with whom that hospital would
no doubt be in some contact, as a serious matter and | will look into the situation.

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

VIR. LAURENT L. DESJARDINS: My question isto the Honourable, the Minister of Health. Have all
‘he hospitals in Manitoba been placed on a global budget?

VIR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.
VIR. SHERMAN: | believe so, Mr. Speaker.

MR. DESJARDINS: If this is the case, then do they have the freedom to actually work on a global
yudget, or is there any interference from the Minister?

AR. SHERMAN: They have the freedom, Mr. Speaker.
AR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Selkirk.

AR.HOWARD PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, | have a question directed to the Attorney-General. I’'m sure
he Attorney-General has received many inquiries pertaining to the recent decision by Judge
jaryluk dismissing charges arising out of the breathalyzer on the basis that the breathalyzer
1achines were not of the proper type. Would the Attorney-General advise us this morning as to
rhether or not his department intends to appeal the decision by Judge Baryluk?

1R. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

ON. GERALD W.J.MERCIER (Osborne): Mr.Speaker,thatdecision iscurrently under review and
decision has not yet been arrived at.

IR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Transcona.

R. WILSON PARASIUK: Mr. Speaker, | address my question to the Minister responsible for the
ivil Service Commission. | have a letter here from the Progressive Conservative Victory Club, it’s
idressed to Wilson Parasiuk, Planning Secretary of Cabinet, Manitoba Government, Legislative
uilding, Winnipeg. Now given that this letter was sent to me as a civil servantto an office here in the

agislative Building, | would like to ask the Minister if she authorized the Conservative Party to solicit
nds from Manitoba civil servants.

R. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Transcona.

R. PARASIUK: If sheis not answering then | assume the silence is consent. Then, Mr. Speaker, |
yuld ask the Minister if she would contact the Conservative partyimmediately to instruct it to cease
liciting funds . . .

R.SPEAKER: Order please. There's a point of order. The Honourable Government House Leader
I a point of order.
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MR. JORGENSON: Notwithstanding my honourable friend’s experience in government, he still is
incapable of understanding a simple rule even when it's placed in front of him. That question; Sir, is
out of order because it does not relate to any Ministerial responsibility.

MR. PARASIUK: Mr. Speaker, the civil servants of the Manitoba government are having funds
solicited from them by the Conservative party and their integrity as independent civil servants is
being threatened by this type of letter, therefore, Mr. Speaker, | certainly do have the right to ask this
question of the Minister responsible for the Civil Service Commission.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. The Honourable Member for Transcona.

MR. PARASIUK: | would repeatthe question that | was making when Iwasinterrupted by the House
Leader. Will the Minister contact the Conservative party immediately to instruct it to cease soliciting
funds from civil servants employed by the Government of Manitoba?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Transcona.

MR. PARASIUK: A final supplementary. Will the Minister immediately write to the heads of Civil
Service departments instructing themto disregard these letters from the Conservative party, and will
she ask her Ministers, her colleague Ministers who are responsible for Crown corporations and
agencies to dothesameto the heads of Crown corporations and agencies, and will sheissuea formal
statement through Information Services so that all civil servants who are receiving letters like this will
be informed that they should disregard them?

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. JORGENSON: Again, Sir, on the point of order, | draw to your attention the Citation that you
just distributed to the House and | invite you to look at subsection D(d).

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Member for EImwood.

MR. RUSSELL DOERN: Mr. Speaker, | wanted to direct a question to the Minister of Health about a
situation which | assume he is monitoring. Does he have any information on Manitoba nurses being
recruited or raided by U.S. teams?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. SHERMAN: No, Mr. Speaker.

MR. DOERN: Can the Minister confirm that new and inexperienced nursing staff is being given
precedence over experienced professional nurses in Manitoba hospitals due to the government
enforced restraint program?

MR. SHERMAN: No, Mr. Speaker.

MR. DOERN: Is the Minister concerned about the negative effects of the low or no salary increases
for nurses, the poor working conditions and the lower standards of patient care in the hospitals of
Manitoba?

MR. SHERMAN: | am concerned about negative effects, Mr. Speaker, but those aren’t the negative
effects that concern me. It's the negative effects of the imputations in the kinds of questions that are
sowing misimpressions and misleading information among the public, such as the questions just
directed towards me by the Honourable Member for EiImwood.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Churchill.

MR. JAY COWAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is to the Minister of Labour. Can the
Minister inform the House as to who will replace Mr. Victor Rabinovitch as director of the Workplace
Safety and Health Division as Mr. Rabinovitch’s resignation as director becomes effective today.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

HON. NORMA L. PRICE (Assiniboia): Mr. Speaker, the position hasn't been filled asyet.

MR. COWAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, a supplementary then. Can the Minister confirm tha

instructions have been transmitted to safety and health officers to cease the issuance ¢
improvement orders and stop-work orders until such a time as a new director is appointed?
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MRS.PRICE: No, it hasn't, Mr. Speaker.

MR. COWAN: A final supplementary, Mr. Speaker, then. Can the Minister then indicate who has
been designated to hear appeals against such improvement orders as called for in the Workplace
Safety and Health Act under Section 38, clause 1, making it a responsibility of the director?

MRS. PRICE: Mr. Speaker, any decisions that have to be made in the absence of a director will be
taken care of very adequately.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, tothe Minister of Labour, canthe Minister of Labour indicate if the
governmenthasmovedasyettoappoint asuccessorto succeed ProfessorWoods who headed up for
a period of 14 years our Manitoba Joint Labour-Management Industrial Relations Committee?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MRS. PRICE: Yes, Mr. Speaker, | sent a letter a couple of weeks ago to the vice-chairman of that
committee and asked him to call a meeting of it and that is where it stands right now.

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

MR. JAMES D. WALDING: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Honourable Minister of Health. Can
the Minister of Health confirm that it has been the practice the Rehab. Centre of the Health Sciences
Centre since the beginning of this year that bed sheets are changed once a week on a Wednesday?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.
MR. SHERMAN: No, Mr. Speaker.

MR. WALDING: Mr. Speaker, would the Minister be prepared to investigate to confirm this
suggestion? Would he alsobe prepared to check his sources of informationto be certain that they are
in a position to have the full knowledge of the situation?

VIR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, | would be prepared tocheckit again. | think the answer that | gave at
‘he opening of Question Period before Orders of the Day yesterday supplies the answers to this type
>f question but I'm prepared to give that answer again and I'm prepared to check the situation again.

VIR. WALDING: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Would the Minister reconsider calling the
Sommittee on Privileges and Elections to listen to a constituent of mine who is prepared to testify

inder oath that when he was in that section this year that his sheets were changed once a weekona
Nednesday?

VIR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Kildonan.

AR.PETER FOX: Mr. Speaker, would the Minister of Labour inform the House when the freeze or
noratorium on minimum wages shall be lifted?

R. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.
IRS. PRICE: Mr. Speaker, | couldn’t hear the question.

IR. FOX: Canthe Minister of Labour inform the House when the freeze on minimum wages will be
fted, how soon?

IRS. PRICE: Mr. Speaker, it's under constant review.
IR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Logan.

IR. WILLIAM JENKINS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | direct my question to the First Minister and
elcome him back to the House after his recent iliness. | address my question to him as the Minister
1 charge of Federal-Provincial relations and ask him if he would take as notice to find out if it is the
dlicy now for visitors from the United Kingdom, coming to visit relatives in Canada, to have a letter
finvitation from the person in Canada? If | might just elaborate a bit, Mr. Speaker, my wife received a
tter today from my sister-in-law in the United Kingdom who is coming here in September for a visit.
n the form she received, and | will quote from the letter and I'll actually give the Minister a copy of
e letter after, on the forms received it says, “Visitors to Canada should have a letter of invitation of
aying with relatives.” | wish the Honourable the First Minister would look into that with his federal
yunterpart and see if that's part of Federal policy.
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

HON. STERLING R. LYON, Premier (Charleswood): Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the factthatitis
not, as the honourable member appreciates, a matter which falls within the jurisdiction of this
Legislature, | would be happy to make inquiries if he’d be good enough to supply me with the
information.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon East.

MR. LEONARD S. EVANS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd like to address a question to the Minister of
Finance responsible for the Manitoba Energy Council. Can the Minister advise the House whether
the Manitoba Energy Council and its secretariat are continuing to monitor sources of supply of
natural gas, particularly future sources of supply for the Province of Manitoba?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

HON. DONALD W. CRAIK (Riel): Well, yes, Mr. Speaker, the answer to the question would be yes
and in particular the work of the Polar Gas group is getting underway and | expect that fairly shortly
there will be more information available with regard to the work of this committee.

MR. EVANS: Last week | directed a question to the First Minister which he took as notice on the
Minister of Finance’s behalf regarding the question of possible increased exports of natural gas tc
the United States. | wonder if the Minister is now in a posmon to answer this question. The
Independent Petroleum Association of Canada is now in the process of urging the Federa
Government and the Alberta government to permit increased exportation of natural gas to the Unitec
States. In view of the need to assure adequate future supplies — and I'm not talking about 20 or 3(
years from now, I'm talking about five, six years from now — adequate future supplies of natural gas
for the Province of Manitoba, would the Minister undertake to contact his counterpart in Ottawa anc
also the National Energy Board indicating opposition to this particular move which | believe is now
getting the support of the Premier of Alberta. This is a very serious matter.

MR. CRAIK: Yes, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the question, the matter of future supplies of natural ga¢
is exceedingly important and that is one of the reasons we have attempted to establish a closer watct
on the policies that are being adopted in the west with regard to natural gas supplies. | think the
member will realize as well that the ingredients that go into these decisions are somewhat more
complicated than a straight sale in many cases and if, in fact, there are guarantees of resupply
through the Alcan Pipeline back into the Canadian supply network as a result of early shipment o
supplies from Canada and then a return at a later date with the construction of the Alcan line, this o
course will change the judgment that might be made with regard to the sale of natural gas supplie:
from Canada at the earlier date. But the nub of it all is that Energy Board hearings is the place whert
these sorts of contributions are made by the other provinces. We are, at the current time, jus
completing a very strong statement to the National Energy Board with regard tothe oil pipelining i1
Canada.

It would appear now that the decision being made, or likely to be made by the National Energ:
Board with result to supplying oil to the further Eastern provinces in Canada is, in fact,going to causi
an increase in the pipeline price of the oil in Manitoba which, of course, we are extremely strongl
opposed to and we consider to be extremely unfair but that appears to be what is happening at thq
present time on oil pricing.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Before we proceed any further, may | suggest that ifamember has:
question that requires a long answer it might be better if that answer be given in writing, rather thai
take up a long protracted period of the Question Period in the answer. The Honourable Member fo
Brandon East.

MR. EVANS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On that point or order, | appreciate your comment. | jus
mightadd that | have putatleast two written questions onthe Order Paper; | think one isatleast sevei
or eight weeks ago and I still haven’'t had a reply. | know we have been admonished many times by th
Government House Leader to put in written questions, and | believe | have been the only member t:
do so and | thus far have not received a reply.

But as a supplement to my question, very specifically my understanding is that the Independer
Petroleum Association is talking about supplies of additional exports to the United States not tied t
any strings, with no consideration of refurbishing those supplies with gas from the United State
back to Canada, orwhathave you.Soit’s astraight case of pressuring the Federal Government at thi
time. So therefore, Mr. Speaker . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Can the member indicate what type of question it is he wants to asl

MR. EVANS: Would the Minister undertake now to advise the Federal Minister of Energy and th
National Energy Board of Manitoba’s opposition to any increase in Canada’s exports to the Unite
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States at this time?

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. | think that question is a repetition of the previous question the
member had asked. The Honourable Member for Brandon East.

MR. EVANS: On the point or order, | listened to the Minister’s answer very carefully, and he did not
answer that specific part of my question, and he went on to another matter, including oil pipelines,
which | did not ask.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. May | indicate to the honourable member that he has a perfect right
Ejo ask a question; he has not got the right to expect an answer. The Minister may answer, if he so
esires.

Before we proceed, may | draw the honourable members’ attention to the gallery on my left where
we have 84 students of Grade 9 standing from Crescent View School. These students are under the
direction of Mr. Furdievick. This school is located in the constituency of the Honourable Member for
Portage la Prairie.

On behalf of all the members, we welcome you here today.

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, my question to the Minister of Finance, | believe, lends itself to a
short answer. And that is to ask the Minister of Finance if the Province of Manitoba has made
representations to the National Energy Board, or is prepared to do so, to draw a distinction between
any incremental sales of natural gas from Canada as between those that have conditions in it for
return or swap — some few years down the road — and those that do not?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CRAIK: Mr. Speaker, it's not a question of one question in isolation from the other. It's not
possible to take an isolated position without looking at the other parts of the equation that may enter
into the picture, such as the National Energy Board’s position, and with regard to the likely timing of
the Alcan line, or the fact the National Energy Board's hearings with regard to the Polar Gas line.
They all enter into the picture.

Mr. Speaker, it would seem to me that we may find ourself in the position, withregardto the Polar
Gas pipeline, that the Polar Gas pipeline can in noway be justified withoutverysubstantial exports to
the United States. Now, if you are going to take a position with regard to a singularisolated decision
onone areaofexportfromCanada, but attempttodivorceitfrom a decision with regard to the likes of
‘he Polar Gas pipeline, you are going to find yourself in a box that you can’t get out of. So it’s not
joing to be that easy to isolate these various decisions, Mr. Speaker. All | can advise the members is
‘hat we are in close contact with the matters that are going forward. The one that is of greatest

soncern to us at the moment is the decision regarding the oil pipelining and the direct implications
‘or Manitoba.

VIR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Inkster.

VIR. SIDNEY GREEN: Mr. Speaker, | would like to direct a question to the Minister of Health. Would
he Minister confirm to the House that | have now given him particulars of awoman who was in the
10spital from the 12th day of April until the 19th, had her sheets changed once on the 14th and had
he same sheets forthe dates from the 14th to the 19th — six daysinclusive — had her sheets changed
rom head to foot on the 17th when she complained. | have given him the name, the hospital and also,
Ar. Speaker, the fact that she made a complaint on her evaluation to the hospital. Would the Minister
:onfirm that | have given him this information?

AR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

1R. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, | can confirmthatthe Member for Inkster has conveyed thatsituation
> me, in the manner in which he has just presented it to the House. That's the only thing | can
onfirm. | certainly do not confirm or agree to some of the contentions in his remarks, but he certainly
as conveyed those remarks to me outside the Chamber yesterday.

While I'm on my feet, Mr. Speaker, I'd like to reply to a question that was asked me by the
lonourable the Member for Churchill earlier this month, when the honourable member asked me
thether | could confirm that the Lynn Lake Community Counselling and Resource Centre hasbeen
yrced to close its doors due to a lack of funding.

Sir, the answer to the question is that funding has been terminated fortheL ynnLake Community
.ounselling and Resource Centre by the Alcoholism Foundation of Manitoba, effective March 31st,
978.Butitisnotcorrectto concludethatthe centre hasbeen forcedtocloseitsdoorsduetoalack of
inding. The agreement, according to my information and | am prepared to go into this in detail
utside the Chamber with the honourable member because it's rather a lengthy explanation, the
jreement was reached in concurrence and with the co-operation of personnel who had been at that
antre themselves. But | would like to go into fuller detail with the member, outside the Chamber, Sir.
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. George. ‘

MR. BILLIE URUSKI: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd like to followup with aquestiontothe Minister of
Labour dealing with the minimum wage. | wonder if she could indicate to this House whatfactors she
is reviewing constantly, that she indicated, in view of the fact that the intervening period before
increases and between increases in the minimum wage and the cost-of-living increase. How faris the
Minister prepared to let that area go before she is prepared to announce anincrease in the minimum
wage?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MRS. PRICE: Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of Cabinet policy and | will not be discussing it any
further with him.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Attorney-General. Since | asked the Attorney-
General on March 29th, in connection with the Koteles break-in and he has indicated since that an
inquiry isunderway as towhether or not a full-scale probe should be undertaken, and since | have not
received any further information as to the results of same, could the Attorney-General inform the
House as to how much longer it will take for his department and the RCMP to provide him with
information pertaining to same?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.
MR. MERCIER: Next Monday morning, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, further to that same area, in view of the factthat the Attorney-General
of Alberta has indicated that RCMP involvement in various alleged break-ins, the McDonald
Commission, the Laycraft Inquiry, will be a subject of discussion at the forthcoming Attorneys-
General Conference in Edmonton, the end of June, could the Attorney-General advise the House as
to whether he is in the process of preparing a brief to that conference on behalf of the Province of
Manitoba? The Conference of Attorneys-General in Edmonton, the end of June?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, the agenda for the Attorneys-General Conference has not yet been
finally settled but the McDonald Commission is on the preliminary agenda, and we are in the process
of monitoring the involvement of the RCMP force in Manitoba with the McDonald Commission and
we will be in a position to make known the position of the Province of Manitoba atthe Conference.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Churchill.

MR. COWAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | thank the Honourable Minister of Health for the answer to
my question and will look forward to discussing it further with him. My question now is to the Minister
of Labour. Can the Minister indicate who was Acting Director of the Workplace Safety and Health
Division in the absence of a permanent Director?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MRS. PRICE: Yes, Mr. Cam Younger is, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for EImwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Speaker, | would like to direct a question to the Minister of Labour. Was the
appointment of Mr. Obie Baizley to the Cchairmanship of the Manitoba Labour Relations Board
discussed with the Manitoba Federation of Labour?

MRS. PRICE: It'sDoctorBaizley, Mr.Speaker. No, it wasn't discussed with the Manitoba Federatior
of Labour.

MR.DOERN: Will the Minister of-Labour consult with organized labour on any appointments of vita
concern and interest to them?

MRS. PRICE: If any of them have any concerns, Mr. Speaker, I'm sure they know where to find me

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon East.
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MR. EVANS: | would like to ask a question of the Minister of Finance, Mr. S in hi i

| ¢ ¢ , Mr. Speaker, in his capacity as
Chairman of the Manitoba Energy Council. Would he have his staff look into ‘t)he matter of exp?ortat);on
of Alberta, not Northern but Alberta gas, an increase that may be taking place in the near future?
Would he have his staff look into this and apprise himself of this matter? '

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CRAIK: Mr. Speaker, the staff of the Energy Council are aware and keep abreast of the
different moves. | wantto repeat to him that the export of Alberta natural gas cannot be taken out of
context with negotiations that are also going on with regard to the potential for a Polar Gas pipeline
and the implication that it has with regard toexportofnatural gas. They will be considered jointly and
when there’s a government policy to be announced that serves best, No. 1,theinterestsofManitoba,
then that policy will be announced.

MR.EVANS: Mr. Speaker, my question relates to a problem that does not relate to Polar Gas. This is
an immediate problem of increased exportation of southern Alberta gas to the United States. Would
the Minister be prepared to propose an increase in . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. May | suggest to the Member for Bra iti i
are not in t’he best interests of the Quesgt]i%n Period. ndon that repetitive questions
While I'm on my feet, may | introduce to all members of the Legislature, 40 pupils from Teulon

Collegiate. This school is located in the constituency ofthe Honourable Memb imli
of all the members, we welcome you here today. Y erfor Gimii. On behalf

ORDERS OF THE DAY
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House Leader.

MR.JORGENSON: |wanttobesurethat!|have permission fromthe oppositiontoday. Mr. Speaker,
will you call Bill No. 4 and then No. 9?

GOVERNMENT BILLS — SECOND READING
BILL NO. 4 — AN ACT TO AMEND THE HIGHWAY TRAFFIC ACT

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Honourable Attorney-General, Bill No. 4, An Actto
Amend the Highway Traffic Act. The Honourable Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, in connection with the bill dealing with the amendments to the
Highway Traffic Act, there aretwo aspects that | would like todealwith atthis point. First,of course,
Mr. Speaker, | wish to confirm the views expressed by my colleague, the Member for St. Johns, in
connection with the necessity for this bill. It would seem to me that thebill is principally based upon
developing greater administrative efficiency insofar as the police forces are in the Province of
Manitoba. That objective may be very welladmirable, it maybe quite admirable,aslongasitdoes not
‘mpinge upon certain basic rights that are reasonable to be safeguarded. Mr. Speaker, in the bill that
~ve have before you, there is the very fundamental and important objective of removing from the
righways all those motorists that in fact may be a danger to other motorists on the highways because
>f the degree of alcohol which they have consumed. That is the principle of the bill, a principle that
sertainly we support, and it was the principle by which the former government introduced the
egislation in the House last June.

Onthe other hand, | do notfeel that the billshould beimpinged upon foradministrative efficiency
vhen in fact| feel that important right may be compromised, and thatis, the changing of the wording
o remove the opportunity for a motorist to request a test some time during that 12-hour period, a
rreathalyzer test, so that person is in a position to establish that they, that he or she, is in fact in a
)osition that they can operate a vehicle safely on the highway and receive the return of the license
vithin that 12-hour period. There will, | do believe, be manyinstances ofinconvenience if that right is
10t safeguarded. The travelling salesman, for instance, that may in fact find that he will be without his
Iriver's permit for the full 12-hour period that could establish his ability to operate without question
horter than the 12-hour period. Or the truck driver, who also finds himself in that same position.

So that | do not see why, for purposes of efficiency only, we would want to remove that
pportunity for a driver, driving for purposes of commerce, for the purposes of one’s own livelihood,
) have the opportunity to obtain the return of their driver’s permit earlier than the 12-hour period if
1ey can successfully pass the breathalyzer test. | believe that is a right that the Attorney-General
hould consider safeguarding in the legislation; he should not strip away that basic right, that basic
afeguard, for bureaucratic efficiency, and that in fact is, Mr. Speaker, what is occurring at the
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present time.

Now if the Attorney-General is not prepared to make thatchange in the legislation, then | feel the
Attorney-General should take a careful look at whether or not the 12-hour period is necessary;
whether or not a 6-hour period for removal of the driver’s permit would not be sufficient.

| recall and | would urge the Attorney-General to ensure that we have before us, medical
testimony, when this bill is dealt with at committee level.

My recollection is that medical information wastotheeffect thatsixhourswouldbeasgoodas12
hoursinachieving the objectives of the legislation. If, in fact, that is so, then, Mr. Speaker, thatwould
be an altenative to the earlier, possibly an alternative to the earlier suggestion that | made in respect
to one’s inconvenience caused by not being able to demand a test within that 12-hour period. If the
delag period was only for a 6-hour period then the practical problem would not be so great.

o | would request the Attorney-General to ensure that before the committee there is medical
testimony, so that we can question medical authority as to whether or nota 6-hour period would be as
valid as a 12-hour period.

| recall when the bill was first introduced, Mr. Speaker, and I'm sure you recall it so well lastyear
when you were performing the role of justice critic of the then government, that the bill was
introduced with a 24-hour period in it. | point out to the Attorney-General the flexibility that occurred
at the committee level and the result that we amended the bill in committee, to reduce the number of
hours from 24 to 12 as a result of discussion in the committee — and | believe you, Sir, participatedin
that discussion. So that | would say to the Attorney-General, if he is not prepared to reconsider the
first point made, that serious consideration be given in committee to whether or not we need remove
the driver’s permit for the entire 12-hour period, whether six hours would not satisfactorily achieve
the same objective.

That is | believe, Mr. Speaker, the only area of a basic concern that the opposition has in
connection with this bill. | do believe that that concerncanbe dealt with in committee, whileweretain
the worthy objective of the legislation.

So on that basis, Mr. Speaker, | would not be prepared — unless there are others who wish to
speak on this bill — to hold up further passage of this bill in second reading.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General will be closing debate.

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, just briefly, it appears that there is certainly agreement in principle
with the bill and it is the detail of the bill that I, and members opposite, are concerned with. | would
expect that in committee all of these matters can be dealt with much better and that the suggestions
made by the Member for Selkirk can be dealt with in committee.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House Leader. —(Interjection)— Oh, you'’re quite
right.

QUESTION put, MOTION carried
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House Leader.
MR. JORGENSON: Call Bill No. 9, Mr. Speaker.

BILL NO.9 — AN ACT TO AMEND THE MORTGAGE BROKERS
AND MORTGAGE DEALERS ACT

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Kildonan.
MR. FOX: Thankyou, Mr. Speaker. We have considered this bill and in view of the amendments that
are contained in it, we believe it would be best dealt with in the committee when it's passedin second
reading, therefore, we are prepared to let it go.
QUESTION put, MOTION carried.
MR. SPEAKER: Bill No. 14?
MR. JORGENSON: Yes.
BILLNO. 14 — AN ACT TO AMEND THE INCOME TAX ACT (MANITOBA)
MR. SPEAR: The Honourable Member for St. James.
MR. GEORGE MINAKER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The other day | just had about five minutes tc
make a few brief comments and | don’t intend on debating a too lengthy period of time. However

there were a few items that | wanted to make and contribute to the debate on the passing of this bill
Really, Mr. Speaker, as | indicated the other-day, the basic differences between the twc
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governments are in this bill. The former government believed, as | indicated before, that the
government should be the big business, the government should be the big employer and the
government should be the big brother.

Well, Mr. Speaker, we obviously don'tbelieve in thatand in lastyear’s election, went to the people
of Manitoba and said, “That if you vote for us and we become the government, we will reduce the
personal income tax. We'll reduce the small business tax,” and really this is what's in this bill; and the
people answered and said, “Fine, we want that,” answered to the tune of 49 percent voting for us.

And Mr. Speaker, | find it very interesting that the Honourable Member for St. Johns — | don'’t
think in his particular part of the debate — indicated how he was going to vote on this bill. | think it's
quite clear how the Honourable Member for Inkster will vote on this bill because heletitbe knownin
one of the committees the other night what he was interested in seeing a government that he would
be part of do in regard to inheritance tax and in other taxes. So that | expect that the Honourable
Member for Inkster will be voting against this particular bill.

But | ask, Mr. Speaker, how can they, as representatives of the people of Manitoba in the ridings
that they represent, vote against a sales tax reduction? | would also ask, Mr. Speaker, how they, as
representatives of their people in their ridings, can vote against a personal income tax reduction?
And great to-do was made about the fact that people in the — as they called them — the middle-class
area would be better off than people in lower income areas. Well, | suggest to you, Mr. Speaker, that
the major contributors to our tax that we do collectin income tax are the blue collar workers, or the
middle-class workers, the plumbers, the carpenters, the electricians, the civil servants, these people
that they have in their particular constituencies thattheyrepresent,thataregoingto benefitfromthis
particular income tax reduction. So | cannot understand why, as representatives of their
constituency, that they would want to vote against this bill and it may well be that they won’t vote
against it and will pass it.

A MEMBER: No, they'll vote against it.

MR. MINAKER: Mr. Speaker, | listened with interest the other day when the Honourable Member —
oh, my apologies to the gentleman, | guess it's City Centre — made comments about the fact thatan
agreement with the doctors was settled at some 7 percent. My apologies, Mr. Speaker, to the
Honourable Member for Winnipeg Centre, but when he made comments about the doctors fees
being settled in the area of 7 percent, well I'm sure the Honourable Member is quite aware of the fact
that he wasn't truly relating the amount of moneys that the doctors were going to be receiving.
Because, out of those particular fees the doctors are paid, they also pay their secretaries, they also
oay their nurses, they also pay their stenographers out of those particular fees, light bills, and he
<nows very well that the 7 percentis really tocover the increased costs of running the doctors’ offices
ind so on. The only source of funds the doctors have to pay for the operations of these facilities are
‘rom the fees that they collect for their services. So it really is an unfair comparison.

Mr. Speaker, the objective of the income tax reduction, as we indicated earlier, was to encourage
he people to stay in our province, encourage the people to stay rather than leave our province for
vhere the income tax levels are more attractive, or had been more attractive prior to reductions,
‘ather than see the brain drain of the carpenters and the technicians and the engineers and so forth,
vho have liberty to travel between boundaries of provinces under the present federal and provincial
egislation. Mr. Speaker, | would think that this former government, the opposition, cannot
inderstand that type of philosophy, because they have always believed that they are the big
penders, they are the big employers, they are the big business people. | think it was answered very
Jlearly at the last election, that the people of Manitoba wanted the government to get out of business,
0 spend less money.

Mr. Speaker, | am happy to support a bill that will see small business tax be reduced, which will
iopefully attract small business and maintain small business in our province, because the greatest
reators of jobs in the province is the small business community. And, it's hoped that through this
ffort they will continue to be major employers in the province as well as expand and be able to
ompete with the competitivhess of outside the province companies.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to comment and relating it to the bill before us that the Honourable
lember for St. Johns indicated with thesetax reductions thatwe were going to create a bigger deficit
1anwhatactually has been predicted in our Estimates. Well, | suggest to the Honourable Member for
t. Johns, that he was the Finance Minister and part of the government, he is fully aware that when a
overnment sets its Estimates and passes them at the start of the fiscal year, it's very difficult to move
nd spend all that money. If think if he checks back into the past history of his government, the past
wur years history of his government, that when they had an approval of “X” number of dollars to
send, say $1.6 billion or $1.5 billion that at the actual cut-off date at the end of the year, the money
ad not all been spend. In fact, history shows that it could go as high as 4 2 percent to 2 . percent
hen you compare this, and really if you apply a 2 percent figure to what we're looking at, $1.6 billion
ymbined budget that we have this year, you're looking at $33 million thatwill not be spent because
"the lapse factor. And, Mr. Speaker, | suggest that that $33 million will cancel out the $30 million that
¥'s trying to add to create this deficit. And he knows his administrators and the people that have told
s this, he knows that it was the same administrators that had this experience with his government,
1ve predicted this. Yet, he will not accept that fact. And, heknowsvery well that there will not be the
nd of over-expenditures that he’s talking about because of that lapse factor, if he fully understands
1at the cash flow type of approach that is being taken in this budget is. Because if one applies 2
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percent . . . Then, Mr. Speaker, if he doesn'’t believe that, and | ask him sincerely, does he really
believe that this government will be able to, or will know how to spend money more than they did?
Does hereally believe thatwe are much better at spending money than their government was? And,
their government had 4 - percent lapse one year, and they had 2 % percent in other years.

So, Mr. Speaker, | can't really accept the Honourable Member for St. Johns suggestion that the $30
million carry-over will end up as an additional $30 million deficit, becauseitwill not. And, | will remind
him that we will find out when we deal with the actual financial position of the province in our
quarterly statements. That's when the fact will come out on who is correct. —(Interjection)—

Mr. Speaker, | wouldloveto answer a question after I'm finished. Mr. Speaker, | have no difficulty in
supporting the bill that’s before us. | feel thatwe are completing orat least starting to complete some
of our objectives that we put forward to the people in the last electiorn. We have confidence in the
people of Manitoba. We have confidence in the business community of Manitoba that these
initiatives will turn the economy around and get things starting to go again in Manitoba, and that
there will be investment continue in Manitoba and grow in the private sector where the major
employers are presently situated, rather than the other approach that the former government had
which was to get more and more of this involvement into the hands of the government. More and
more involvement in the control of thecash flow of the province which in oppositionwe never agreed
with, and this government do not agree with. So, | hope the opposition will consider again what the
objective of this particular bill is, and will have the guts to support it. Thank you very much.

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

MR. CHERNIACK: Thank . you, Mr. Speaker. The honourable member indicated he would be
prepared to consider a question. | would ask him whether he wishes to leave the impression that the
Conservative government of the day went through a budget process, reviewing all expenditures and
ended up with a figure which they do not expect to spend and, therefore, thatthey expect to havea
lower expenditure in this fiscal year than is shown in the Estimates that are now before Committee of

Supply?
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. James.

MR. MINAKER: Well no, Mr. Speaker. I'm glad the honourable member raised that question,
because that is why the proposed way of estimating is put forward to the Legislature at this time,
because in past whatwas happening, was that the capital carry-over was carried over from year to
year and at times when we dealtwith the Estimates in this House, we weren’t dealingwiththe capital
that was going to be spent in that year because it had been carried over from two years prior. And,
because of that combination of capital and operating that you could have when you totalled the
carry-over of capital and the capital approved for the year, and you carried it through from year to
year, you weren't able to spend all that money, and that’s why, exactly why this particular type of
accounting is being put forward and why the auditor recommended it, so that we will know exactly
what is being dealt with on a year by year basis. And, if you look at the past history of adding carry-
over capital, capital approved for the year, and the expenditure that was approved by the Legislature,
when you applied all that to be spent for that year, it wasn’t spent and would vary anywhere from
close to 5 percent in lapse down to 2 ¥ and that’s what | was raneaning by that statement.

MR. CHERNIACK: Only if the member will permit a supplementary. Setting aside capital and
current discussions, is the honourable member leaving us, does he intend to leave us with the
impression that the Estimate sheets that we are now dealing with in Committee of Supply for the
current fiscal years shows an expenditure item which the government does not expect to spend and
thatindeed the government expects to spendless because of whatever reason theyfeelthatthere will
not be a complete expenditure of the expected amount?

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

MR. MINAKER: Mr. Speaker, not at all because it depends on the definition of spending. If the
definition of spending is sending a contract out, yes, we will spend everything that’s in there that's
supposed to be spent and in the carry-over but if you look at the cash flow, then if the Accounts
Payable is not in atthat time or they haven't completed the work, you can issue a contract two months
before the end of the year for a million job, then in fact the order has been placed but will not be
accountable for until the following year because the bill hasn’t come in or the progress billinghasn’t
come in because the definition is at the year end, what isn’t either in Accounts Payable or work not
completed on that particular contract, it's cut off. So this is why I'm saying that in the old method,
there was this 4 percent lapse or this 2.5 percent lapse. So what you are comparing when you say
there's going to be a deficit of additional $30 million is to the old system and the old system, when you
added all those items together, showed that you were never able to push all that money through in
one year, it wasn't practical.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Inkster.
MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, | wish to add my comments with respect to this bill and in doing so, Mr.
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Speaker, | particularly want to deal with some of the matters that have been raised by my friend, the
Member for St. James. The Member for St. James is of the opinion that there is fear in the hearts of
any legislator to vote for a reduction in taxes and that anybody who does that is destined to political
failure. May | say, Mr. Speaker, thatI've beenin politics for 16 years with relativesuccess; | havenever
gone to my constituents on the basis that | would reduce their taxes. | have said that | would try to
make taxes apply more on those who have the ability to pay and less on those who do not have the
ability to pay. I've never called for a reduction in taxation by virtue of reduced public services.

With regard to this particular bill, Mr. Speaker, | can tell you that | would have no difficulty voting
against it on the basis that it doesn’'t represent a reduction in taxation; it represents a part of a
comprehensive budgetary program on the part of the Conservative government which will do
economic harm to this province. If one takes the income tax in isolation and says that I'm going to
charge my clients or my constituents $13.00a year more in income tax by voting against this bill, Itell
my honourable friend that | am going to cost them a lot more by voting for this bill. Although it is
possible, and has been done, for a group of legislatorsto get upandsay, “Yes, we're goingtovote for
the income tax reduction as an isolated item but we object to it in the context of what itis doing,” —
which is a legitimate position and I'm not going to argue against it — | would have no difficulty voting
against this bill on the basis of the fact that | know it is a comprehensive program. I'll deal with the
reasons, Mr. Speaker, as to why it is possible to vote against a taxation measure which ostensibly
reduces taxes.

You know, Mr. Speaker, | made a speech in this House in 1967 dealing with the very same question
that the honourable member is raising and | showed him that we could reduce taxes far more than
what the Conservative administration is suggesting. We could, Mr. Speaker, eliminate the
educational services to the people of this province and eliminate $352 million in taxes. That's $350 for
every man, woman and child in this province. $350 million means that we could wipe out the sales tax
entirely. Add to that all of the revenues — | hope that the Member for St. Johns will correct me if I'm
wrong — but | believe that we could wipe out the sales tax if we saved $350 million on education
because the sales tax is about $200 million — 5 x 40 is $200 million — and we could also wipe out
either the corporate or the personal income tax. We could say to the people of the Province of
Manitoba, “User pay,” and user pay means — and I'm going to be conservative — that for my family it
would mean $1,000 a child per year, that | would pay only for the primary and secondary education,
elementary and secondary education. | have five children; 12 yearsis $12,000 perchild and I'm being
conservative, times five children is $60,000.00. You know, I'm being very very low on what it would
cost to educate those children. I'm sure it would be $1,500 a year. But that's what | would say to the
ceople of the province, that if we are going to eliminate this tax, which in sales tax and income tax
>osts you a certainamount, and we're going to let you educate your children and that will cost you for
1 family of five a minimum of $60,000.00. | can tell you, Mr. Speaker, | don’t know about my
1onourable friend, but if | voted that way, I'd be chucked out of office so fast you wouldn't be ableto
ake a fast speed picture of it, because the people in my constituency understand very well the
enefits of society getting together, pooling their collective resources and doing things ourselves
:ollectively as a matter of social responsibility which we could never accomplish individually.

Mr. Speaker, we could eliminate another $300 million if we eliminated the health services, if we
sliminated the hospital and the medical. | can tell my honourable friend that if he camein here with a
ill saying that we will wipe out sales tax, wipe out income tax and eliminate these services, that |
vould proudly stand up and vote against that bill and | would go to the people in my constituency and
would go to the people in his constituency and we would get him defeated on the basis of voting for
uch a tax measure. So let’s not look at the percentage increase — but | will do that in afew moments
- as being what this bill is legislated. This bill is legislating a taxation and budgetary policy which |
m opposed to and which | believe a majority of the people of this province are opposed to and when
e members talk about that 49 percent, | believe that it isn't 49 percent anymore. You know, if it
rould make them feel any better and if they would guarantee me the opportunity of doing so — and

1is is probably a vacant boast and they will say, “Well, in my constituency anybody could get
lected.” — I'm willing to test that 49 percent right now. | will resign on the understanding that the
irst Minister will call an election and | will go to Inkster constituency on the basis of how | have just
oted and let us see whether the 49 percent that you are talking about for the Conservative Party
xists. | say, Mr. Speaker, that it would happen in my constituency and it would happen in St.
‘atthews and it would happen in Osborne and it would happen in many of the fringe constituencies.
a2t the First Minister call an election to test that49 percent, Mr. Chairman. Right now, let's test that 49
arcent. Because you talk about it, the members talk about it as if it was written in stone.

Mr. Speaker, when we were in office, Mr. Speaker, elected by the people of this province with 43
srcent, | heard for eight years how we'd had no mandate, that we were a minority government,
yming out of the mouths of the Conservatives. That's all | heard. At that time the electoral mandate
dn’'t mean anything. Now, suddenly, it means much more than it meant over the past eight years.
r. Speaker, the fact is that one thing that Conservatives really know but don’t care to admit is that

e electorate, once having spoken, is not thereafter mute and that we are continually. . . And one
ing that the Member for St. Matthews apparently doesn’'t know is that in this House and on the
istings, we are continually fighting the election. Not the last election, the nextelection. If there is

y problem in that connection, Mr. Speaker, that people think thatwhen laska question | remember

meone said on the other side that that is a political question, | know of no question that is nota

litical question and every single question that | ask, | ask on the hope that it will make our side
litically stronger and the other side politically weaker and every speech that| make in this House is
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based on the fact that | hope that it will commend itself to the people of the Province of Manitoba and
that it will bring discredit upon the opposition, the opposition meaning those opposed to me, the
government.

Well, Mr. Speaker, this is the basis —(Interjection)— | don’t know, | have never considered
“politician” to be a dirty word, never. | consider it to be one of the highest callings thatanybody could
be involved in. So those people who speak about “cheap political tricks” really do not understand
politics because politics is not a trick, it is not a con game as was said by the Leader of the Liberal
Party that politics is a con game, but too many people do fall into the trap of thinking that being
elected is somehow putting something over and then doing the opposite. Mr. Speaker, we are
engaged in the continual test of whether that has been done.

Mr. Speaker, | am going to get to the specifics of the taxlegislationinamoment. | dowantto deal
with the Member for St. James’ — and I'm going to try tobe as kind as | can while beingas accurate as
| can — the Member for St. James’ Archie Bunkerism with respect to matters intellectual. Well, Mr.
Chairman, | told a story in the House last year which is probably regarded by people of all
philosophical persuasions, of all philosophical persuasions, to be one of the greatest short stories
ever written. It was written by Count Tolstoi. Itis astorynot about Socialism;itis astory about human
greed which is recognized as one of the problems of mankind —(Interjection)— No.

MR. SPEAKER: May | ask the member . . .

MR. GREEN: It relates to what | am talking about. It relates to this human greed of the income tax,
yes. And Mr. Speaker, | didn’t interrupt when the honourable member was talking about it. Mr.
Speaker, may | suggest that on a bill a member has 40 minutes, and can relate almostanythingto the
subject matter of the bill with the smallest degree of ingenuity. If you're going to make me dothat, I'll
do it but we've only got 40 minutesandatthe endof40 minutes I'm going to have to stop anyway so
why don’t we just let it continue?

The honourable member attributed my philosophy as saying that a human being doesn’t need
anything more than six feet of land. The reason that the story was told, Mr. Speaker, was we were
discussing the amount of land that a man needs and at that time | thought that it was an appropriate
story — not a Socialist story — to talk about human greed as being one of the devastating problems
that people have and that no matter whatclassyou are, no matter what stage you are in, thathuman
greed is something that will kill you. That is what Tolstoi said. He said that the man who walked
around the six feet, who walked around and tried to get as much as he can, found out that by trying to
do that he had killed himself. As an intellectual, Mr. gpeaker, can the honourable member notregard
that story as to its inherent value rather than trying to attribute to me the suggestion that six feet of
land is the amount of land that a man needs. What | was talking about is human greed.

| wantto tell the honourable member that | really didn’tintend to deal with this matter. | show you a
magazine. This magazine | can’t read. It's a trade magazine that my friend, the Member for St. Johns,
maybeabletoread. It's in Japanese. It'sa magazine that was published in Japan and thereis astory
in it written by a great capitalist, one of the leading capitalists of Japan. His name is Misawa. He builds
in Japan — atthattime 50,000 homes a year. He wrote a story in this trade magazine, Mr. Speaker,
which essentially deals with his relationship with one Sidney Green, Minister in charge of Natural
Resources and Environment. This was written a year ago and they sent me atranslation; | don’'teven
know if it's correct.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. May | suggest to the honourable member that he relate his story to
income tax.

MR. GREEN: Yes, | will.
MR. SPEAKER: Very good.

MR. GREEN: | certainly will, Mr. Speaker. | am relating this story to the question of the philosophy
of the capitalism and individual achievement, and the story that Tolstoi wrote of much land does a
man need, as it relates to this income tax, which is essentially intended to show people in the
business community that they are going to be a great substantial consideration on the part of this
government, to the exclusion of others. That's whatit's doing. That's the basis of this bill. This bill is
not going to save businessmen money. And | will deal with the amount of money that we're talking
about, in a few moments.

But, Mr. Speaker, this iswhat Mr. Misawa said about this particular story. “In 1973 when Mr. Green
visited Japan | recall that Mr. Green told me a story, “How Much Land Does A Man Need” which |
understand he took from one of the stories of “ — Torstley is what they have here, and it was Tolstoi —
“while we were on route to Misawa Homes, Training Centre in Shizuoka.” By the way, | want the
honourable member to know that this magazine waswritten after we got out of Misawa — after we got
out. After we were merely there as a . .

He expanded the story further by concludlng ‘that anything belonging to nature should not be
dominated by a certain people, thus land should, in principle, be available to all human beings and
should not be dominated by one or a few.
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“Mr. Green is not tall, not in comparison with my height” — Mr. Misawa is avery short man — “and
his philosophy is so sophisticated that | have learned a lot from him.” Now, Mr. Speaker, that’s a little
bit of immodesty which | am driven to by the reading of the story.

But | am trying to indicate to my honourable friend that recognizing the intellectual validity of a
great piece of literature is not the exclusive domain of socialists; that somebody could recognize that
and be of an entirely different philosophy; and that the storyhas meaning and thatif he would readit,
that | ar? sfure that he would find that there is some meaning in it for him and for Conservatives of all
walks of life.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the honourable member talks about how this reduction in income taxis going
to do a great deal for the small business community. Now, let’s look at what it actually does. The
amountof money that a business that is netting $87,000 — and this is net, that a business after taxes
got $87,000 — after wages and everything got $87,000, will now get $89,000.00. Has anybody in
Manitoba ever heard of a business leaving Manitobaorinanyway being discouraged with Manitoba
because its profit moved from $89,000 to $87,000, that at the end of the year it showed net — this is
after taxes — $87,000 instead of $89,000.00?

Well, Mr. Speaker, let’s go to the other comparison. Let's take a smaller business, one that had a net
of $4,350.00. It will now have a net of $4,450 — $1,000 more. Has anybody heard —(Interjection)—
Oh, $40,000 — $43,500; it will have $44,500.00. Has anybody heard of a small businessman
complaining that his profit went down from $44,500 to $43,500, and therefore he was considering
altering his program.

Mr. Speaker, that is so remote as to be ridiculous. In the law business, a law firm that made one
year $87,000 and the next year $89,000 figures it made approximately the same each year. That its
orofit was roughly the same each year.

Mr. Speaker, the honourable members say that we have to do this in order to be competitive with
ather provinces. Well, | hope we don’t competitive with other provinces, because the business in
Ontario that saves $1,000 on $44,500 is paying two cents extra in sales tax from fiveto seven and if
:hey have got 14 employees, Mr. Speaker, if they have got 14 employees under Ontario law, they have
‘0 pay 14 times 500, approximately, which is $7,000 in health insurance premiums. $5,000 in health
nsurance premiums, plus the wages. And | say that that is a package of wages, but nevertheless, Mr.
Speaker, there is a law in Ontario that you have to add to a worker'swagesifthereareover 14 people
$7,000 — you have to add to their wages. And | believe it is wages. But how does that make one
sompetitive, if one looksatthe two situations and says in Manitoba we’re going from 13to 11to save
hem $1,000.00. When we go down the line, Mr. Speaker, to real small business, which after wages

. . And when you are talking about real small business you are talking about businesses which after
vages to the entrepreneur if they make $20,000 that's a good business. —(Interjection)— Well, if they
nake $20,000, how much are you saving that firm? $500 at most; has anybody heard of such a firm
eaving Manitoba because it made $19,500 instead of $20,000.00? —(Interjection)— Pardon?

Well, Mr. Speaker, I'll tell you | have been involved with businesses. | have never heard it; | have
rever heard it from any businessman that he was thinking of . . . —(Interjection)— or heard it from
hem — none of them know anything about business.

Mr. Speaker, the Member for Roblin always talked about nobody on this side ever having had to
1ave a payroll. Mr. Speaker, if you talked about small businessmen as between the two sides of the
{ouse, we double the numberofsmall businessmenthattheyhave. The MemberforSt. Boniface had
1 small business — a mortuary. The Member for Seven Oaks had a small business. He had a sheet
netal business. The Member for St. Johns had a small business. | had a small business. Howard
>awley had a small business. The former Member for Dauphin had a small business.

| suggest, Mr. Speaker, that in terms of operating small business and knowing the problems of
mall business, that the credibility of members on this side of the House surpasses members on that
ide of the House — surpasses, Mr. Speaker. But let's not take credibility as the issue. Let's look at it
n its objective facts. Which small businessman gave up his business because his profit dropped
rom $20,000, after taxes and after wages — wages to himself included — because his profits went
‘own from $20,000 to $19,500.00.

| say, Mr. Speaker, without any difficulty at all, no such case can be found in the annals of business

istory. No such case. So what does this do, Mr. Speaker? This is not a relief measure. This is a
ymbolic measure. This is a measure which says to the business community that we really can’t give
ou anything, because there is no real elbow room. And you know that’s kind of a contradictory thing.
‘he Minister of Finance comes in here and tells us that he is starving; that his hands are tied; that he
an’t operate; that heis facing a disastrous financial situation and then gives up $20million in income
1x, $8 million in estate tax — roughly $28 million. And it’s symbolic, Mr. Speaker, because itdoesn’t
o anything for the small businessman but it says to the small businessman that you are now in
overnment, and we are going to look after you, as a business government. It is a declaration of
ependency, which | have so often referred to in the past.

Mr. Speaker, the worst part of this declaration of dependency is, what does it mean? What is a
mall business? As | understand it, Mr. Speaker, a person who has invested $20,000 and makes
50,000 in the first year, is engaged in big business. He is engaged in big business. The person who
ivests $1 million and makes $100,000 has madefarless money than that first businessman — far less
ioney. And that's something that the mining companies in this province understand when they said
1at our incremental tax makes much more sense than the Ontario incremental tax. Because we
llate the profits of a business to the investment of that business. Not this — a person who makes
20,000 and invests $1,000 is engaged in small business. It seems to me he is engaged in very big
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business. He has made 2,000 percent on his money the first year.

The Minister doesn't take that into account because he is engaged in something that we all get
involved in from time to time, regrettably, and | will not even be able to exclude our own group from
that position, in essential populism which really doesn’t have any rationale behind it. Essential
populism which doesn’t have any rationale behind it because it's not based on any business principle
that one can find.

But, Mr. Speaker, the fact is that the Honourable Minister is engaged in trying to create this myth,
thisimage, thatthis governmentis going to be better for business; that a reduction in taxes does more
for economic activity than worthwhile desirable necessary public investment and expenditures; that
it is better — and | have used this example before but | will use it again — that it is better and more
profitable for society to have someone working in a massage parlour than it is to have them working
in a hospital. Because one is in the private sector and one is in the public sector.

Mr. Speaker, that’'s coming home. The Honourable Minister said that he is going to reduce . . .
The Honourable Minister and his party said that the way in which they are going to accomplish
reductions in taxes while maintaining services is to eliminate the fat. Eliminate the fat Mr. Speaker,
and they referred to Flyer Coach Industries, Saunders Aircraft. Where, in the budgetary figures of
1977, do you find moneys on operations for those companies? And if you say, well, it'slostand it’'s in
capital, well if you compare the capital with what we are paying for for your administration’s failures,
it's far more than what we are paying for Flyer and Saunders.

But in any event, those things are there. You can't reduce fat on the basis of repayment of debt.
You have to reduce it in operations. And when they came into power, Mr. Speaker, they couldn’t find
the fat. Not finding the fat, Mr. Speaker, they created a new definition of fat. If you will look at the
definition of fat — here | have here the Conservative Seventh New Collegiate Dictionary and if you
will look under fat. . . Here, where is fat? Fat under this new dictonary. Fat means, Mr. Speaker,
meals — reduce to two meals a day. Sheets — reduce to replacing sheets one time per week. —
(Interjection)— Yes, and head to toe instead of toe to head. And the elimination of health inspectors.

Well, Mr. Speaker, you know this is the Conservative definition of fat, because they haven’'t found
any fatinthat budget. Mr. Speaker, so we are now seeing a Conservative administrationthatsaysit's
hamstrung reducing taxes. Reducing taxes on the basis that it's going to stimulate the economy. . |
can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that the amount of money that will be saved by cutting hospitals to 2.9
percent and changing sheets once a week, and give it to a businessman so that he will have $45,000
instead of $44,000, will not improve the economy of this province. Because itis much more likely that
that nurse who is not working now, or the public health inspector who is not working now, or the
amount of money that was being spent in the public sector for useful things, would be spent by the
people making it in this province. Whereas there is every opportunity — as a matter of fact, the
probability that the businessman who earns an additional thousand dollars will spend that in
additional holiday — test that by yourself, test that by yourself. When | earned $35,000 a year, is that
whfen Iostarted going overseas and making trips and spending money, which | could never spend
before?

Mr. Speaker, that is the case almost universally, that the person who is working in the hospital is
spending their money in the province of Manitoba, and the businessman whom you give an extra
thousand dollars in profits is almost certain to use — (Interjection)— Well, where do | find the people
with the suntans in February, other than myself, Mr. Speaker? Other than myself? | find them
amongst my businessfriends,and | don’t faultthem, |don’tfaultthematall. | have never had anything
remotely negative tosay abouta personwhohasearned enough moneyto take agood holiday and to
go overseas, or to go to Europe, or to go south. | regret, | regret thatthat circumstance and the luck of
the draw as to who has it available to them is created by an unjust structure of society, but | certainly
would not blame the people — | do not blame them at all. —(Interjection)— Well, certain people do,
you know, | hear certain people over on your side referring to the “working stiff” who works at
Canada Packers for 50 years, has been there because he doesn't have the intelligence to do anything
else. | hear people on that side of the House saying that, and | say, Mr. Speaker, that that man is
making a sound contribution to society and is a very hard-working person. That's right. And | say to
you, Mr. Speaker, that | do not fault either of these people; what | do is fault society for passing this
type of legislation which is designed to create and maintain class differences.

You know, the First Minister and the Minister of Highways both said something which | find
incomprehensible, and that's why it’s so difficult to put yourself into somebody else’s subjectivity —
the First Minister said that the main difference between your people and our people, the
Conservatives and the New Democrats, is you believe in peace and tranquillity and non-
confrontation in society, and we believe in confrontation and creating difficulties. Well, Mr. Speaker,
you know, there is some truth in that, but what does it reflect? The man who is sitting in a position on
top of the world over a group of people who are sitting underneath him, he wants tranquillity; he
wants no problems; he wants no agitation. And really, whatyouare saying is that the economic status
quo as it presently exists is a reflection of the Divine Providence, it should always be — and anybody
who challenges it is envious and is seeking to stir up difficulties in society.

Well, Mr. Speaker, is there no understanding on the part of the other side of the House that &
person who is born in poverty, who feels that he has had all kinds of avenues closed to him, who is
living on the lowest rung on the economicladder,who, in hismind — and | will support his thinking —
feels that that is not because of some defect on the part of himself, but rather results from some type
of organization in society which has created, which has put him in that position? Is there any
understanding on the part of members on the other side of the House, that that person would be ir
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favour of change and would not want things tostay as they are, whilst my friend and friends who have
been born with silver spoons in their mouths, who will continue to profit immeasurably — if the
situation doesn’t change — should say, “We like things as they are. We're satisfied; why can’t
everybody be?” And that's the attitude, that's the attitude of the First Minister of this province, and
that's the attitude of the Minister of Highways, that somehow we are evil people because we are
willing to engage in an attempt to upset the economic status quo so that the benefits of the wealth
that is produced in the society are shared more equitably amongst the people. And that not only
becomes a wrong concept, Mr. Speaker, that becomes an evil and pernicious concept in the eyes of
the First Minister because it leads to trouble. And Mr. Speaker, it hasledto trouble as long as history
has been written. The feudal lords said the same thing, “Why can’t the serfs be happy like we are?

Why are they trying to create trouble? Don't they know that peace and tranquillity is better for them
than creating trouble?”

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable member has five minutes.

MR. GREEN: The same thing, Mr. Speaker, was true of the Industrial Revolution in Great Britain,
>etween the 1850s and the 1900s when working people decided that they would take the same steps
‘hat industrialists had been taking, and that is, trying to combine together for the purpose of
mproving their economic bargaining position, and what did the industrialists say? “Why can'tthese
>eople be happy and contented and peaceful, as we are? Why can’t they be? Don't they know that
yeace is better than difficulty?” And Mr. Speaker, the same thing is being said by the First Minister: If
he people in the Manitoba Club are not running around with signs, if they are not agitatingto try to
Ipset things, why shouldn’t you, the working people, and the people at the lowest end of the
:conomic ladder, why shouldn’'t you be happy and contented, as we are?

Well, Mr. Speaker, it just doesn’t work that way. There has been and will be, I'm afraid, for time
mmemorial, a continual struggle, if you want to call it, the First Minister will say I'm talking about
:lass war — you know, you can use whatever euphemism you like, or non-euphemism — what you
ire going to see, not only in 1978 but in 2078 is a continual conflict between those who have much of
he material goods and power in society, and those who haveless of the materialgoodsand powerin
iociety, and generally speaking the people who have much will call for peace and tranquillity and the
reople who have little will call for change. And if the honourable members think that that is a
yhenomenon which indicates that the people who have little are engaged in an evil design, it merely
eflects the shallow Archie Bunker-ism lack of knowledge which is reflected by the Member for St.
:ames when he takes a Tolstoy story and talks about itasif it represents a pernicious philosophy, that
1obody should have anything, which is the way in which he dealt with the story.

So, Mr. Speaker, I’'m going to say what this bill is. This bill is not relief to taxpayers. The amount of
elief that it grants to the $10,000 earner — | think my friend, the Member for Seven Oaks — $13.00 a
ear, a dollar a year, will be taken away from him in the park fees that he’ll have to pay if he goes
everal times —(Interjection)— It'll take away the transit fees four times, four times! A person who
ides the transit bus twice a day will be paying about $52 a year by this bill, Mr. Speaker. So when
/e're talking about who is increasing taxes, this bill is the increase in taxes to the people of the
'rovince of Manitoba. The poor family that has to send a child to university and has to get that money
7ill find this increase wiped out ten times by the mere imposition of the tuition fee. And there are
umerous other examples and we will be collecting them as to what’s going to happen tothe $11.00a
ear that you people think that you can bribe the majority of the people of the province as being a tax
2duction; it is not a tax reduction; it is a tax increase because it goes along, Mr. Speaker, part and
arcel, with an economic program which is designed to put the people that it ostensibly says are
oing to save, in a position where they will be paying more money out of their own pockets in one
»rm of user tax or another. And on that basis, Mr. Speaker, | at least want to let it be known that this
illis not tax relief; for the poor itis a pittance — with regard toincometaxit applies to nobody who is
elow the income tax paying level, and that could well be 33 percent of the population of this
rovince. With regard tothe people who pay a very small portion of taxes,andthenwemay be getting
- | would make a guess, Mr. Speaker, which is a hazardous thingtodo. . .

IR. SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable member's time is up.

R. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, I'll finish with one sentence. I'll make a guess, whichis a hazardous thing
1 do, that over 50 percent ofthe people of this province will not save $50 a year by this bill and they
ill pay much more if their family uses the transit bus.

R. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Honourable Attorney-General . . .

R. MINAKER: Mr. Speaker, | wonder if the Honourable Minister . . .

R. SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable member’s time is up. Only with leave of the House
In @ member ask a question. The Honourable Member for St. James.

R. MINAKER: Mr. Speaker, it relates to the Tolstoy story. | wonder if the Honourable Member for
kster would advise if he believes that individuals should have a Torrens title to land and should be
e to pass it on to their children?
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Inkster.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, in the context of things as they are, | would say, certainly, certainly. i
you are asking me whether the most desirable procedure on earth is that people should have 2
Torrens title, then | have to tell my honourable friend that if | said | believed in that, | would be
dispossessing the majority of the people of this province from ever having private ownership of land
Because, does not the honourable member know that the fewer number of people who have Torrens
titles, which is the way in which things move, particularly in the rural areas, the greater the numbe!
who will never have anything? And therefore, Mr. Speaker, | am accepting the Torrens title; | say thaf
it amounts to a long-term lease, that it does not amount to private property in land; that what it says
what it says is that the public will let you occupy this piece of land until we say that you no longe
should have it. That is not my thesis; that is the thesis of the Conservative government or free
enterprise governments, that pass the concept of Torrens title, and if they ever tried to change it — i
they ever tried to legislate genuine private property in land that could not be taken away by the state
— they would be defeated on that position. Because on that basis, Mr. Speaker, we would be
dispossessing a large majority of the people of this province from ever owning land.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, | beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Dauphin
that the debate be adjourned.

MOTION presented and carried.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House Leader.

MR. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, | move, seconded by the Minister of Mines, that Mr. Speaker dc
now leave the Chair and the House resolve itself into a Committee to consider of the Supply to be

granted to Her Majesty.

MOTION presented and carried and the House resolved itself into a Committee of Supply, with the
Honourable Member for Radisson in the Chair for the Department of Education and the Honourable
Member for Crescentwood in the Chair for the Department of Public Works.

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY
SUPPLY — PUBLIC WORKS

MR. CHAIRMAN, Mr. Warren Steen: Committee come to order. We have aquorum. We are on Page
70, Resolution 105, section (d) of that particular resolution, Leased Accommodations (1) Salaries
$65,500—pass — the Member for EiImwood.

MR. DOERN: Could the Minister explain the increase in salaries. Is that just normal increase, anc
what about the SMY?

HON. HARRY J. ENNS(Lakeside): We are on (d)(1). Mr. Chairman, I'm advised that the SMY
situation remains the same at 5.31. There’s a slight increase of $3,900, which is merely a provision fol
the general salary increase and annual merit increments. | believe we've discussed the othei
increase. No change in SMY positions here, specifically the answer to the Member on staff.

MR. DOERN: And no vacancies?
MR. ENNS: No vacancies in this appropriation.

MR. DOERN: | would then like to ask the Minister some questions based uponthe discussion tha
he had with the Member for St. Johns when he was here, because the moneys spent in this division o
Public Works for leases, of course, are also policywise, related to certain considerations of building
as to whether a government when it requires space, should lease that space or build that space.

But, | would like to go back to whatthe Member for St. Johns asked you, | believe it was yesterday
and that is the Minister seemed to indicate that he would give consideration to proposals of selling
existing government assets. For instance, when | was responsible for the department there were
many proposals put to me and you mentioned these the other day, people asking for space
commitments so that they could construct new buildings. In other words, give them a sizable bloc}
commitment and they will put up a building, or they will build an entire building to meet you
requirements, or they will go into partnership with you. | had one firm suggest that we would split ¢
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building 560-50, they would build it and sell one half for their purposes, etc. etc., so I’'m asking the
Minister if he could give us some further comment. The Member for St. Johns indicated that some
businessman he knew is prepared to buy any government building or office building and lease it back
to the government, and the Minister seemed to indicate that he was somewhat interested in this

concept, so, | wonder if he could indicate whether he is serious when he says this or whether he was
just sort of thinking out loud.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Minister of Public Works.

VIR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, without the benefit of Hansard I'm trying to recall or recollect
>recisely what | did say on the subject matter last night, it's not altogether clear in my own mind, but if

left any impression that there was to be any change of substance with respect to the government’s
ipproach in policy in this regard, then let me take this opportunity to correct that impression. There
simply is none. | think | was indicating that perhaps even some additional pressure or additional
"epresentations have beenmade to me in the shortperiod of monthsthat! have had the responsibility
or Public Works by the private sector with the kind of representation that’s already beenreferredto.
3ut, for two very understandable and very common sense reasons, no real action or change is
sontemplated.

Firstly, the requirements for government space, understandably, is at this particular time
ontracting, not expanding. | think what we will find ourselves being able to do is to hopefully
;onsolidate or bring togethersome ofthese spaces thatwehave inthecity,butagain, these would be
lone principally on the basis of providing for abetteradministration that perhaps now is fragmented
n different locations throughout the city. But even there | don’t see any substantive change
ccurring. | have for the members of the Committee, information on the overall lease accomodation
ipace which | perhaps should give to the Committee at this time, which covers the unoccupied space
is of March 31, 1978, which is as the recent most updating of the actual situation having in mind that
'ome space has just recently in some instances become vacant.

Of the government space. . .| can break this down, or have some of this information available to
he honourable member on districts which he is familiar with, but if he willaccept for the moment, the
irand or the total figures, allow me to give them in that way. Of a total of 39 “owned” units, that is,
uildings that the government owns, thereis a total of some 197,000 square feet of unoccupied space
t the moment. An additional total of 19 leased units, buildings, there is an additional area of 36,000
quare feet. Mr. Chairman, | have the metric figures here in metres, but | suppose that for this term
round, we'd probably be more comfortable in square footage analysis.

IR. USKIW: Give us the other.

TR. ENNS: Well, it sounds. . . | should quite frankly as a smooth politician, give you the
noccupied space in metric metres because it's considerably less. The 36,000 square feet becomes
,000 square metres or 197,000 square feet becomes 18,000. . .

AR. DOERN: For the benefit of the rural members, how many hectares is that?

IR. ENNS: Well, perhaps we can convert that further to hectares and we could then indicate that
e possibly haven't got much more than one hectare standing empty at the moment.
Butin total then, Mr. Chairman, for those members, if we can get down to business again, ofthe 58

nits covered in this area of responsibility there is a total of some 233,000 square feet of unoccupied
Jace at the moment.

IR. DOERN: The Minister, although he gave some inclination of this the other day, he is now
1aking it clear that he does notintend to sell government assets, in terms of government buildings.

R. ENNS: That is very true, there is no suggestion of that.
R. DOERN: Is he giving any thought to leasing any government buildings, whole buildings?

R. ENNS: No, no current building is being considered for leasing. | suppose perhaps we can talk
»out the Provincial Garage later on on the Estimates.

R. DOERN: Yes, we certainly will, and can.

Sothere is no danger then of the Law Courts being, say, sold andrented back by the government
om some U-Rent-It firm. | mean you are not desperately looking for capital be selling capital assets,
) you can throw it into general revenue on a short-term basis.

R. ENNS: There is no such thought being given to the operation of the Department of Public
orks. While | have the microphone or the floor for a moment, | should just add that the square
otage of unoccupied space that | just related includes that of the new and vacant Provincial
arage, which is, of course, of some substance, some 70,000 square feet in itself. It also includes

ace that is unoccupied and not suitable for occupancy, such as some of the Law Courts, the old
lildings. . .
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MR. DOERN: Land Titles.

MR. ENNS: The Land Titles building, | believe. 442 William being another example which | am tol:
that if we just took the supports out from the one wall, we wouldn’t have a building any longer.

MR. DOERN: | would just like to say to the Minister for the moment, when the time comes for a
expansion rather than a contraction | would hope that the Minister would give serious thought t
building that space rather than leasing that space, because | believe that the government can buil.
space as cheaply or cheaper than a private developer.

| would cite to the Minister the following advantages. There is no Federal sales tax, no need t
build in profit, and if the same architects and engineers can be hired, that the same contractors cal
be hired, and | believe that it is, in fact, either cheaper or as economical for government to build an
operate and maintain as the private sector. Many space requirements cannot be met by the privat
sector unless the Minister is prepared to go out and say to some developer, “Build me a Law Court
Building or build me a laboratory,” because there are just not such buildings available. You cannc
lease special purpose buildings, you know, from standard office space. A garage would be anothe
example.

I would like to ask the Minister — going back to this available space, this vacant space, 233,00
square feet — can he indicate what percentage of that, what is the percentage vacancy rate givel
government space? When we were in office it tended to hover at around 3 percent. | assume this i
greater than 3 percent, but | wonder whether staff has a percentage figure of the vacancy rate?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | believe that that figure can be arrived at if staff is given a bit of time.
would offer the opinionthatwith the inclusion of the 70,000 square feet of the new Provincial Garag
in this column, | am advised that itis 50,000. It’s nonetheless, and with the contraction ofstaffand th
many thousands and thousands of recorded, you know, civil servants that are no longer in th
employ of the government, it still hovers at 3 percent or just in that area.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, we will wait forthe figure, because | find it difficult to believe thatit is
percent, | believe it must be higher. | sent in a. . .

MR. ENNS: By way of example, Mr. Chairman, | don't mean to interject. The staffingcomponentsc
some of the new legislation that is being felt staffwise only this year, for instance, and | cite th
particular the one — The Personal Property Act that was passed several years ago, have moved int
the 15th Floor of the Woodsworth Building and occupied that space, that for admittedly a brief perio:
of time was vacant, but those kind of normal spacing requirements have been met in that mannei

MR. DOERN: |gaveyouan OrderforReturn,and | wonderif the Minister hasthe information now
The answer may be nil, but | submitted an Order for Return a month or so ago requesting informatio:
on any new leases that were entered into since our administration left office. Can the Ministe
indicate whether there have been any new leases or blocks of space taken on since October?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | am advised that Order for Return is in the process of being prepared fa
the Honourable Member. | can indicate to the Honourable Member that there have been the normse
flow of lease renewals, notably some lease renewals for MPIC in their current space accom
modations. Of any new leases of substance | am not particularly aware, | am waiting for some advic
from the staff. | am advised that there have been no changes of substance. There have been som
renewal of current leases, there has been some giving up of leases. The Department advises me the
on the question of amount of offices or other spaces purchased, rented, or leased by the Province ¢
Manitoba or its agencies since October 24th, 1977, the answer is nil by the Department of Publi
Works. | wishto pursue and do the usual searchwith other agencies departments that (a) might hav
entered into some lease arrangements that the department at this moment is not aware of. We ar
trying to pursue the similar policy of the previous administration in being the leaser of space, but a
the former Minister will know that that isn’t always the case.

MR. DOERN: But you know, here is a vital point. | don’t know what your figures are; | know roughl
what mine are. But since your administration took office about 1,500 jobs have disappeared. | gathe
about 1,000 by attrition and several hundred layoffs. Now, can the Minister confirm whether those ar
the figures he accepts.

MR. ENNS: No, | certainly don’t accept those figures and | am not in a position as being responsibl
for the overall government employment situation, nor is my staff in a position to, at this hearing
answer that to committee.

| can, and | have indicated to the members of the committee, what the staff situation is within th
Department of Public Works and members will recallitis basically unchanged, that we have operate
in the department with roughly the same.vacancy rate that has prevailed in the department for th
past number of years and we have maintained some of the SMY positions. So, essentially, | think th
honourable member will acknowledge that | can and will give him information that the departmer
has with respect to space, occupied or otherwise, but ut | certainly cannot accept the figures by th
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Hdonourable Member for EImwood as being fact.

VIR. DOERN: Well, Mr. Chairman, then these are my figures but they seem to be ones that are
jenerally accepted, that there has been approximately 1,000 positions vacated by attrition and some
100 or 500 layoffs. Now, whatever the figures are, they are sizeable. There are hundreds of people
ewer working for the province than there were when we were in power, and there arealso hundreds
ind thousands more unemployed than when we were in power.

Now, the Minister, under Leased Accommodations has aslightly improved budget. The amount of
noney thatour government spent on Leased Accommodations, compared to what you are spending,
'ou are spending more money than we spent on Salariesand Other Expenditures,and | would like to
inow why. If there are fewer civil servants working for the Provincial Government of the order of 10
rercent, or whatever the amount is, it would seem that logic would dictate that therebea comparable
eduction in the amount of space and in the budget for space.

Now, can the Minister explain why that is not reflected in the Estimates?

AR. CHAIRMAN: | think before the Minister answers the question, the Member for EImwood might
vant to make a correction. He said that there were hundreds of thousands unemployed.

AR. DOERN: Hundreds and thousands.

fiR. CHAIRMAN: Hundreds and thousands, not hundreds of thousands.
IR. DOERN: No, | never said that.

1R. CHAIRMAN: All right. The Minister of Public Works.

IR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, perhaps to answer more accurately or correctly — not more accurately
ut just more specifically — a question that the honourable member asked for afew moments ago, of
1e 7 million square feet of space that the government either owns or leases, the vacancy, as stated, is
ome 233,533 square feet. Put that figure over the 7 million and you come pretty well on the three
ercent figure of vacancy rate. So, | just want to put that on the record to answer the member.

Again, Mr. Chairman, without accepting . . . And | want to be careful about this because | am
imply notin a position to accept the kind of figures that the honourable member is quite free to use,
rthether they are right or accurate is another matter. But | can indicate from just the general
xperience that in many instances some of the persons — and this by a large measure was the bulk of
1e people that regrettably employment terminated — were not big space users, in the sense that they
ften were of a term nature. They were of a seasonal type of a program, where specific office space,
s such, was notset aside from. There has been very little, and | think the Minister of Labour indicated
1at on several occasions in the House, in terms of actual permanent Civil Service staff reductions
1at would require or have with it a contingent vacantspace or reduced expenditures involved in the
1aintence of that space. Therehavebeen some, and | will certainly not leave the impression with the
iembers of the committee that there has not been some vacancies created by the staff reductions.
ut in some notable instances they have also been picked up by new programs coming onto stream.
he one that | particularly noted was the new staffing requirements and the new spacing
:quirements of the division up on the 15th floor of the Woodsworth Building taking over the
ersonal Property, that will respond and administer the Personal Property Act.

‘R. DOERN: Well, you know, Mr. Chairman, that space is only a couple of hundred squarefeetand
certainly doesn’t amount to a hill of beans in 233,000. But thisis my point. The Minister is tellingme
iatthevacancy rate isthe same asit was when | was the Minister. He is saying that, tothe best of his
1owledge, there is no change in the vacancy rate, but there is achange in the staff. There has beena
rduction in the staff. And | say that if the Minister is telling me that we have fewer civil servants by
indreds . . . | say the figure is 1,500; he may have other figures and maybe members of the
overnment would like to give their version of how many fewer civil servants there are. But there are
indreds less than there were and he still has the same amount of space. And | want to know what he
doing — what he has done in the past six months — about consolidating space, about sub-leasing
yace and about letting leases lapse.
Because surely | cannot believe that what has happened is when people move out, people there
st sort of, you know, occupy two desks instead of one, or 200 square feet instead of 100. Because,
)u know, some people do have that tendency. They will take as much space as they can. You know,
s not necessarily a peculiarity. All I'm saying is whatareyoudoing about the space thatis nolonger
quired because of government layoffs? What are you doing with it? You shouldn’t be leasing the
me amount. You should have a higher vacancy rate, althoughyousayyoudon’t. Butyoushouldbe
ending less money on leases than we were, say, a year ago.

I want to know what the Minister is doing to get rid of some of the space that has beenrented from
e private sector?

1R. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, the Honourable Member for EImwood ought to be able to realize

at, firstly, by far the greater portion of that numberif | were to acknowledge or use foramoment his
lure of staff reductions, is simply what he himself said, through attrition or through not hiring, you
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know, filling vacant positions.

Secondly, the information that | and the staff can give him at this time reflects the situation as o
March 31st, 1978, wherein, for instance, another rather substantial group of former governmen-
employees that were perhaps usersof space, who were under contract and whose contracts have no
been renewed — again in most instances those contracts arestill in the process of running outatthis
particular time. But in total, in terms of the year that | am reporting for, in this year, no appreciable
change has been reflected. We are certainly doing what he is suggesting, that where indeed space
has become vacant as a result of this, leases will be lapsed. The former Minister is well aware tha
there are, of course, contractual obligations that the government sometimes finds themselves intc
and we are attempting to rationalize this as best possible. But quite frankly, that question perhaps wil
have more meaning and the comparison will have more meaning this time next year when the staf
reductions have impacted on the department’s space requirements for the period of ayear. | think the
member would aceept the fact that in most instances we are dealing — again, | would draw the
member’s attention to the date, March 31 — in many instances, staff reductions that we receivec
notice of, those staff reductions were and did in factcontinue their obligations and their duties to thi:
date, or close to this date and some beyond that date, and therefore the change that the honourable
member is looking for really cannot be expected to show up inthedatafo  the year justconcludec
but rather will, | suspect, show up in a clearer form this time next year.

MR. DOERN: Well, Mr. Chairman, if | could do some rapid calculations — | don’t know what th
average figure was,wasit 150 square feet per person is the approximate amount of space wetakeas:
rule of thumb? But if that is the figure, if it's about 150 square feet per person, and you have 1,500 laic
off, my calculation is that this would be the equivalent of 225,000 square feet if that's correc
multiplication. And that is approximately the size of the Woodsworth Building, and that it
approximately the size of the amount of spacethatshould be available in terms of whatleasing coulc
be let go, orwhat could be non-renewed. Now, canthe Minister answer these questions? Can he givt
me any instances of any sub-leases — | assume there have been none — thatthey’re not sub-leasing
any space thatwas leased, and No. 2, can he give me instances againofany leases not renewed, anc
if so, how many square feet?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, I'll undertake to find you an answer for the latter part of the question, bu
let me just in a very short way indicate to the Honourable Member for EImwood that while he ma:
apply a rough rule of thumb of X number of square feet per employee, that of course varie:
considerably with the nature of the program that is being conducted. The requirements for squart
foot space for the operation of the Provincial Garage, for instance, is considerably differenttothato
an office containing clerical and filing duties. I'm sure the Minister understands that in an offici
which employed 10 people before and now there are 9, we don’t sublet out one corner of the office, o
180 feet. | accept the fact that if there has been a major reduction within a division then consolidatiol
takes place, as in fact it is taking place in a few cases, but the pointthat | really don'twantto leave o
the record is that that flat figure that the honourable member uses, 1,500, is not indicative of th:
number of permanent civil servants who are essentially the people thathave space allocations mad:
to them.

MR. DOERN: Can the Minister give me his figure?

MR. ENNS: No, | can't; | indicated before | cannot give you that figure because I'm not the Ministe
— | can give you the figures as they relate to the Department of Public Works and these Estimates

MR. CHAIRMAN: Gentlemen, the hour of 12:30 having arrived, | am leaving the Chair to return &
2:30 this afternoon.

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY — EDUCATION

MR. CHAIRMAN, Mr. Abe Kovnats: | woulddirect the honourable membersto Page 28, Departmei
of Education. We're on Clause 6.:-Universities Grants Commission.
Clause 6.—pass — the Honourable Member for Churchill.

MR.COWAN: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | wonder if the Minister could give us abreakdown ¢
the expenditures for the 1977-78 year in comparison to the previous year.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Burrows.

MR. BEN HANUSCHAK: Yes. | would also hope, Mr. Chairman, that in proceeding to deal with th
item in the Estimates, that the Honourable Minister would take some time to give us a brief rundow
on this particular branch of his department; on the state of affairs in the university community and ¢
forth; a progress report to date and plans for the future; as | believe has been the custom for mar
many years. —(Interjection)— And we’'ll get to that.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

HON. KEITH A. COSENS (Gimli): Mr. Chairman, in speaking to this particular section of our
Estimates, | would firstof all of course remark on the rather unique arrangement that exists between
the government and the universities. As honourable members | am sure appreciate, there has been
over the years established an arm’s-length type of arrangement through the Universities Grants
Commission. This has been maintained through statutory legislation that provides for the
responsibilities of the particular universities of this province and of that Grants Commission.

The main function of the government of this province is to provide funding to the universities in a
block grant, Mr. Chairman. The allocation of those funds to the universities, the way in which those
funds are spent is left to the discretion of the Universities Grants Commission and ultimately to the
universities involved.

We have found, Mr. Chairman, that certain rather interesting developments have taken placein
the university community over the last number of years. In the area of full-time enrollment in 1960
there were some 6,232 students, enrolled full time. In 1970 it had risen to some 16,765, and in 1977
some 17,134. A levelling off seems to have been reached in this area, and | suppose a reflection, Mr.
Chairman, on the number of young people in our society and declining enroliments in our public
school system, which of course, in turn, supplies the graduates who go on to a university education.

The full-time enrollment estimated for 1978 is 16,750, the full-time enroliment. Part-time
anrollment in 1960 was some 4,369; In 1970, some 17,395; and in 1977, Mr. Chairman,some 21,880;
and this increase in part-time enroliment — especially in the last few years — shows a newdirection,
sertainly anew thrust, in continuing education in the universities. And of those enrolled part-timein
1977, 11,741 were in the regular winter session and 10,139 in the summer session.

It's interesting that several years ago it had been estimated that part-time enroliment would
wvertake full-time enroliment in the mid-Seventies and clearly the number enrolled on part-time
yasis is now greater than the full-time enroliment by a considerable amount, Mr. Chairman.

Imight also mention at this time that the projected enrollments for the next decade would indicate
1 decline in full-time enrollments, Mr. Chairman. Again a direct reflection on the number of young
»eople who are presently in our school systems. This decline in full-time enroliment will certainly
sreate certain challenges for the universities. It is going to necessitate a careful examination of their
yrogramming and, in fact, their whole operation. I'm sureit’sa challengethatthey will be able to meet
ind one that will easily be overcome with the expertise that they have available to them.

At the sametime, the universitiesareconcerned aboutmaintaining quality as well as the question
f quantity and this is again a challenge that they have been meeting and will continue to meet, Mr.
>hairman, I'm sure in the years ahead.

There are new directions, of course, in community commitment that the universities are taking,
nuch more so than, let us say, some 10 or 15 years ago.

All in all, Mr. Chairman, | think the universities of this province are of a high standard, are well
espected across this country — and in fact in other countries of the world — and I’'m sure will
:ontinue to maintain that particular position.

The Member for Churchill had asked fora breakdown of operating expenses for 1977-78, | believe.
Il give him that information at this time.

In 1977-78 the universities operating on first claim, some $82,466,300; in addition the UGC office
rants in lieu of taxes, rentals, support programs, some $11,967,300 for a total of $94,433,600.00.

IR. CHAIRMAN: 6.—pass — the Honourable Member for Burrows.

IR. HANUSCHAK: Yes, Mr. Chairman. You will nodoubt recall thatin dealing with the Estimates of
s department in relation to the previous appropriations, that the general position taken by the
linister was that even with the modest reductions but coupled with the more efficient style of
peration, that no education program will really suffer. | would like the Minister to dwell for whatever
me it takes him to indicate to the people of Manitoba, in what manner and on the basis of what
itionale, given the inflation rate that still exists, given all the other factors that must be coped with
iday, how the universities can possibly be expected to deliver the programs, for which they are
narged with the responsibility of delivering, with only the modest increase that the Estimates Book
efore us appears to show, which is only one and a small fraction of 1 percent.

R. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

R.COSENS: Mr. Chairman, to the Member for Burrows. In fact the increase in operating funds to
e universities amounted to some $2,400,000, which on a percentage basis represents some 3
arcent. This, of course, is a little different figure to the one the Meer for Burrows has been stating.

R.HANUSCHAK: The factofthe matter still is, Mr. Chairman, ifone looks atthe figure on the left-
ind side of the line, Resolution 46 — and | believe that this is the one which the Minister wants the
ymmittee to approve, this particular line — the figure for lastyearis $87,925,000.00. The figure for
is year, which this Minister wants us to approve, is $89,108,000; and if one subtracts last year’s
jure from this year’s figure, one arrives at a figure of just a shade better than $1 million, which
nounts I'm sure — applying the same method of arithmetic division as he would — itworks out to
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just a shade better than 1 percent.

MR. COSENS: Well, Mr. Chairman, | believe the Member for Burrows is quite correct, if he takes thi

two figures before him and works his arithmetic on that basis. Butwhat he must understand isthattha
Grants Commission receives a sum of money and passes it on to the universities; and the amount o
money that the Grants Commission has handed on to the universities this year amounts to a :
percent increase. They, of course, have received this amount. In fact, if you take out the grants in lie
of taxes and other economies that the Grants Commission has seen fit to practise, the universities ii
fact have received 3 percent — a 3 percent increase, which  amthe first toadmit, Mr. Chairman, is no
certainly a huge increase at all and at a time of inflation is going to cause the universities to certainl
do a great deal of belt-tightening. But | can assure the Member for Burrows that | have had ths
opportunity, along with the Minister of Finance and the Premier, of sitting down and talking to thi
presidents of the three universities; and have received their assurance, although this is going t
present a considerable challenge to them, that they feel that they can continue to provide the qualit'
and the quantity of educational programming that they have been providing in the past; and that the
will manage to live within the bounds of the amount of money thatis being given to them through th:
Universities Grants Commission.

MR. HANUSCHAK: | would like to ask him one question at this point in time. Did he or his Firg
Minister or anyone from government suggest, advise or recommend to the universities that the:
increase their tuition fees commencing the forthcoming academic year?

MR. COSENS: Yes, Mr. Chairman, in the light of the review that had been completed, tha
recommendation was made to the Grants Commission.

MR.HANUSCHAK: Wellthen|would like the Minister to answer one further question and | now fini
it rather difficult to see how that recommendation squares with the existing legislation under whicl
universities operate. It’s my distinct recollection that the matter of setting tuition fees is on
responsibility of the Boards of Governors of the two universities and the Board of Regents of th
University of Winnipeg and not one of government to recommend or indicate or whatever t
universities what it should be but that is the prerogative, that is the responsibility of the boards an:
not of government.

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, | certainly understand the line of reasoning that the Member fo
Burrows is following, however, | would suggest to him that the Universities Grants Commissior
although receiving a recommendation from government is certainly under no compunction to folloy
that recommendation if, in their judgment, it would be harmful to the university community as
whole.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Does not the Minister feel that making a suggestion of that kind is really a
encroachment upon the autonomy and independence of the universities?

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, the Member for Burrows may interpret that particular recommenda
tion in that light. | would suggest that even among the university community, an increase of fees ha
been seen as inevitable because, for some reason that is unknown to me, there had been no increas
in fees for a considerable number of years and the fees in Manitoba had fallen certainly to the poir
where they were not only the lowest in Canada but away out of line with other provinces of thi
country. I'm sure not only the university community but all people in this province certainly saw the
as an area where the percentage of university costs being borne by the students without any probler
at all should be increased and even with the increase, Mr. Chairman, the university fees in Manitob
are still among the lowest in this country.

MR. HANUSCHAK: That brings me then to this question. What percentage of university costs i
borne by the students?

MR. COSENS: In 1975-76, Mr. Chairman, the percentage was some 11.5 percent; in 1976-77, som
11.1 percent; in 1977-78, some 9.56 percent and in 1978-79, in line with the increase in fees, it i
expected to be in the neighbourhood of 10.95, roughly 11 percent.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Yes, Mr. Chairman, | would once again like to ask the Minister and at this tim
he hasthe opportunity to elaborate at greater length in his answertoa question which | had posed t
him some time ago during questions before Orders of the Day Day, and that is this: Does he share th
view of his First Minister who appears to make a distinction between taxpayers and students. H
refers to taxpayers and students as being two separate and distinct categories or groups within ot
society because, Mr. Chairman, | do not feel that there is a distinction. | am not aware of any tax levie
by the Province of Manitoba which a student is exempt from paying by virtue of his being a studen
I'm not aware of any. All taxes that the people of Manitoba — there’s nothing, no goods, no service
that a student buys where he could declare himself as being a student and thus be exempt fro
paying whatever provincial tax may be imposed upon that good or that service. So therefore, M
Chairman, to my mind and | believe in the minds of the people of Manitoba, students are taxpayers
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he same manner as everyone else is.

Now, | think | know what the Honourable Minister might say. He might, as I've heard others, make
nention, ah, but income tax. But, Mr. Chairman, whether an individual pays tax on his income earned
1as nothing to do with his being a student except for the fact that he’s eligible for a deduction for
Jition fees so that may reduce his taxable income but other than that it has nothing to do with it,
bsolutely nothing to do with it. There are many people who are not students who are not taxpayers
or whatever reason. There might be members, as | mentioned once before, there might be members
1this House who do not pay income tax, | don’t know, because they may have been able to arrange
1eir financial affairs in such a way as to take maximum benefit of all the provisions within the tax
:gislation and thus reduce their income below the taxable level or reduce itto an absolute minimum.
-0 whether one pays an income tax or not has nothing to do with whether one is a student or not. If
1ere’s any studentwho hasa levelofincome above the taxable level, he pays taxinthesame manner
s everyone else.

In fact, Mr. Chairman, | would say that those families in which there are members attending
niversity, they are being doubly taxed. They are being doubly taxed in the sense that they pay the
ame sales tax, they pay the same income tax, they pay the same level of all other taxes that are
nposed upon them and then on top of that they pay the tuition fee plus the increase that this
overnment has recommended to the universities that they build into their budget for the
yrthcoming year. So really, | fail to see the distinction between taxpayers and students. To me,
:udents are just as much taxpayers as any othercitizen of this province. Now perhaps the Minister
1akes some distinction between taxpayers and students; his First Minister seems to make the
istinction. | would like to hear the Minister's comments whetherheshares his First Minister's view or
ot.

IR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, | think the Member for Burrows is begging the question a bit. 'm sure
1e First Minister in his comments in this particular area was intimating that most of us, and I'm sure
1e Member for Burrows’ university experience was no different than mine, or perhaps it was, butin
iost cases those who are involved in scholarly pursuits do notatthe same time have the opportunity
) be working and earning a great deal of money. When the time does come around to fill out their
come tax papers, very few find themselves in the position wherethey have topayany considerable
nount and in most cases | would suggest to the Member for Burrows most find themselves in the
Jsition where they do not have to pay anything and in fact receive money back. So when he is
iggesting somehow that students are being taxed unduly, | would suggest that if he can produce
jures that would prove this to me, | would be very interested in seeing them. It has been my
tperience with the university students in my own particular family andthosethatl knowthatin spite
‘the fact thatthey attempttowork during the non-university months, that theamountofincome that
ey can earn in that time certainly does not put them in a tax bracket where they are paying any
ynsiderable amount of taxes at all and, in most cases, pay none.

R.HANUSCHAK: Mr.Chairman, | wantto stress the pointthatthereis noindividualexemptfrom
lying any tax by virtue of being a student. The student who needs to buy a pair of shoes this
ternoon and goes down to Eaton’s or the Bay is going to pay sales tax on that pair of shoes at
:actly the same rate as the Minister would if he needs a pair of shoes. The only difference may be
at it will create a somewhat larger dentin his pocketbook in relation to the amount of money that he
1sinitthan it would in the Minister’s because hisincomeisnotatthesamelevel. Butthisnotionthat
ddents seem to enjoy some tax benefit is amyth, Mr. Chairman, because no student isexempt from
lying any tax by virtue of being a student. As | have indicated a moment ago, | don’t know how many
embers in this Housepayincometaxoratwhatleveltheypayincome tax butldo knowthattheyare

governed by the same laws and in accordance with those laws they pay the tax that the law
jicates that they must pay. The same applies to all other taxes, on whatever other goods and

rvices that they may purchase. They pay the tax that is prescribed by law. | know of no tax which
empts students from paying.

R. COSENS: Mr.Chairman, of course no one candispute the fact that students do pay sales tax
items that they purchase with their own particular money. | don’tthink that's a matter of dispute at
but | believe the Honourable Member for Burrows will— and | would find it very odd if he would not

agree that there are certain exemptions on the income tax that the students pay that favour them in

at particular circumstance.

3. HANUSCHAK: | mentioned this at the outset, that tuition fees are deductible from one’s
rnings and if a student is living away from home — I'm not a tax expert, | can’t recall that exact
yvision — but | seem to recall there is a further deduction that a student can make for living
penses away from home up to a certain maximum allowable amount. But | think thatitshould be
inted out at this time, Mr. Chairman, that in-this year, in the first year of government of the
nservative Party, that the students arebeing hit with a number of taxes, with anumber of taxes that
I make it doubly, or triply, or quadruply more difficult to pay the increase in tuition fees.

The tuition fee tax has been increased. Because of the cutback in transit grants, the increase in
nsit fares — and the Honourable Minister can do that arithmetic just as well as | can — that just to
e that student to and from university during the academic year is going to cost him an additional
).00,$35.00forthe seven oreight months thathe spends in university, notto mention the factthatit
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will also cost him an additional $4.00 or $5.00 a month to take him to and from work if he should b
fortunate enough to find work.

There’s another burden imposed upon the student — the cutback in summer employment. Nov
hopefully we'll be able to have a more thorough discussion of that when we get to Item 7.(c) unde
Youth Services.

Those are just to mention a few, Mr. Chairman, of the additional burdens imposed upon th
student of today. | think it should be pointed out, Mr. Chairman, that the increase in tuition fees i
going to be most severely felt by the sons and daughters of the families at the lower end of the socio
economic scale. NT71 Those are the ones that are going to be most hard hit. The son or daughter ¢
the more affluent family, he is not going to be hard hit. It is not going to hit him as hard, and certainl
isn’t going to hit as hard the student who may be fortunate enough to be on the payroll of his dad’
company for the summer, or the daughter can be put on the payroll of her parent’s company for th
summer, and be paid an income that will put that student within the taxable range, so he deducts ai
additional $100 from his earnings, and thus reduces his taxable income. So he is not the one that i
going to be hit. But the one at the bottom end of the socio-economic level is going to be hard hit, an
hids parents are going to be hard hit, because his parents arealso contributing toward the costs of hi
education.

So this notion that it is about time that the students paid more, but in many familiesitis notjust th
student that is paying more, it is the entire family that is contributing towards that student’
education, not just the student whose name appears on the register of one of our three universities
but the parents also contribute toward that student’s education costs, and that additional $100 o
$140 a year or $150 or whatever it may be, to the family which is at the minimum wage level or just
shade above, that is equal to a week’s wages, a week’s earnings of somebody — of the student, if h
was fortunate enough in finding a job for the summer, and if not, a week’s wages of his dad. So, yor
know, this notion that this is only an attempt to get the 16,000 or 17,000 students enrolled at universit
digging down a bitdeeper into their own pocketsand paying more for their education is really a mytt
because the entire society, the entire community will have to dig down that much deeper, an:
unfortunately that is where the inequity arises, Mr. Chairman, is that it is going to hurt those at th
lower end of the socio-economic scale much more so than those at the upper.

So, here again, Mr. Chairman, we have a perfect example, an indication of the general directior
but, you know, when we have been asking the Honourable Minister to define and explain to us thi
new direction in which the Education program is heading, | think that when we have got to thi
appropriation, the direction in which this government is heading in its Education program ha
becomeveryvery clear. It is aimed in the direction of making post-secondary education, atany rate
available only to those who can afford to pay for it, who can afford to pay for it with ease and comfor
make it available to those upon whom education costs will not be any form of a hardship.

Then, of course, in addition to that, Mr. Chairman, you were in the House earlier this mornin
when we were debating the Tax Bill, and you know for the family that is earning $25, $30, $40, $5
thousand a year, the tax cut that this government has givento them will more than offset the increas
in tuition fees. But it will clobber over the head that guy living in my riding. So that is the direction i
which this government is moving in its Education program, to bring education back to where it wa
for many many years, that it was a privilege reserved exclusively for the sons and daughters of th
members of the Manitoba Club, and for the sons and daughters of the board members of the Great
West Life Assurance Company.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 6.—pass — the Honourable Minister.

MR. COSENS: Well, we don’t have too much time left at this time, Mr. Chairman, but | would like t
start to address the remarks made by the Member for Burrows, who is making a substantial case, | ar
sure he feels, against the increase in fees, and | would ask him then how he explains the factthati
our sister province to the west, Saskatchewan, that last bastion of socialism in Canada, perhap
crumbling bastion but nonetheless a province under a government with the same politice
persuasion as himself, charges their university students who are taking Arts $625 a year, in Art:
tuition. That is $85, Mr. Chairman, a year more than our students will be paying even with th
increase, and | have not heard these great screams of protest similar to those that are emanating fror
the Member for Burrows from the people or the students of that province in that regard. They seem t
feel that that is not out of the ordinary. But here we are with some $85 a year less, Mr. Chairman, tha
that particular province, the one who | would suggest is economically in no better position than thi
particular province. There are some very basic similarities in the agricultural base.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. The time being 12:30, | am now leaving the Chair to return at 2:3
o’clock.

1796



THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Friday, May 5, 1978

‘ime: 2:30 p.m.
SUPPLY — PUBLIC WORKS

AR. CHAIRMAN, Mr. Warren Steen: We are on Page 70, Item 105.(d) Leased Accommodations.
d)(1)—pass — the Honourable Member for EImwood.

AR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, | would like to reiterate this point — | don’t know if the Minister fully
esponded or not — but just to reiterate this point, there has been a significant reduction in the staff
hrough a process of attirition and firings, and | calculate that figure to be 1500. | also calculate that,
n the basis of a rough rule-of-thumb, that’s about 150 square feet per person. | realize there is
ariations — in some cases some people may only have 100 square feet of space and others 200, but |
hink 150 is about average.

Therefore, | am saying again to the Minister that there appears to be the equivalent reduction in
quare feet required by the government, a reduction of 225,000 square feet, and thatisapproximately
e size of the Woodsworth Building and therefore, | assume that the Minister is going to give up
2ased accommodations to a figure approximating that order of over 200,000 square feet.

Now he tells me right now, in effect, that there has been no sub-leasing and | don’t recall whether
e said there is any leases that have no been renewed or whether there might be a couple of small
nes. Again | say that essentially the Minister has too high a vacancy rate vis-a-vis the number of
mployees compared to last year. He still is spending or going to spend about thesame amount of
0oney as was spent Isast year — 5.8 million compared to 5.6 million. He is spednding the same
mount on leased accommodation for fewer people.

So | am saying to him, what assurance can he give to us that he is going about consolidating,
oing to reduce the number of leases and in some instances perhaps sub-leasing vacant space.
jould he summarize again?

IR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, | don’t know what else | can add to what | have already said. (a) |
ertainly don’t accept, | don’t object but | don’'t accept the Honourable Member for EImwood’s
gures. Secondly, the nature in many instances of persons no longer in the employ of the
overnment of Manitoba were not space-holders, if you would like to put it in thatterm — not in all,
ut in a good number of instances. Space consolidation, space reductions will be felt more
scurately this time next year with respect to this department’s space requirements, because in many
istances the actual reductions or something like that didn’t occur until contracts ran outin March,
Jne, April, February and these figures that I've given him for what the current situation with respect
) space is as of March 31, 1978 essentially reflecting last year’s full government operation.

I have a list | undertook to give the honourable members of the committee of some of the changes
iat have taken place since October. It's been prepared for me on a month by month basis today
hich are a series of relatively small space requirements. A reduction of 1,360 square feet in Portage

Prairie which, | assume, without even asking staff that it probably has to do more with
nsolidation of space there into the new Portage la Prairie provincial building. Additional 1,000 feet
at was not re-leased at Roblin. Different small bits and pieces of space, 350—200 feet on St. Marys
venue, 340 feet at Ethelbert totalling some 20,000 square feet. | was asked a specific questionhad |
)ld any asset, a government asset, | would like the record to show correctly that, yes we have sold
e former provincial building in Portage la Prairie. And, | believe the Lands Titles building wasin
fect given to the community. It's not the Lands Titles building, it’s the provincial building and the
irchaser was the City of Portage la Prairie. Again the change affecting by the result of the
nsolidation of office requirements by the government into the new provincial building. | have the
iestion of how much the building was sold for? —(Interjection)— I'm told $99,000.00. In fact we did
»t change the Order-in-Council that was drawn up by the previous administration, but, Mr.
rairman, that is about all | can say in addition. The member can make the conclusions that he
shes with respect to the fact that the report on space doesn'’t reflect what he thinks it ought to
flect, and | can only reiterate once more that we're speaking in this instance, not of the space as it
ay indeed be used throughout the coming year, but reflected from these staff reductions. Theonly
jures and statistics that | have are those reflecting last year’s operation to March 31, 1978.

R. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, | have additional questions and | want to explore the area of leasing
rsus building, but my colleague from Transcona wanted to make a few remarks so I'll pass to him.

3. CHAIRMAN: The honourable member will have to wait for your other colleague. The Member
> Lac du Bonnet.

3. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | wonder if the Minister could indicate to the committee just what the

io is of owned office space versus leased office space. Is that available or handy to the Minister,
rcentagewise or something like that.
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MR. ENNS: Yes, Mr. Chairman, The gross figures, and we have been talking in square footage -
that would perhaps be the best way of giving you an overview of that situation — is that the Provinc
of Manitoba owns 6 million square feet and we lease 1,060,000 square feet. So that is the ratio; earlit
on in the discussion we indicated a total number of 7 million square feet thatare used, either owne
or leased by the government, and that is the breakdown. That has changed little over-. . . so it’s
ratio of six to one —(Interjection)— That is 1978-79.

MR. USKIW: That’s about 15 percent, roughly. Then my follow-up question to that, Mr. Chairma
in recognition of the fact that one has to lease some space for the luxury of — well, necessity «
flexibility, and not to be locked into space where space isn’t required, is there any particular polic
adopted by the government with respect to the proportionate leasing versus owned space, or a
there any changes contemplated or already taken in that regard?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | can’t indicate, and I'm not aware of, other than what perhaps my ow
personal political thoughts might be with respect to what kind of a policy there was in this regard sa
during the past seven or eight years. The department and staff fails to inform me otherwise that the
is indeed a policy and we haven’t imposed a policy in this regard.

MR. USKIW: Well, Mr. Chairman, | raise the question from two points of view: oneis the needto g
the most value for every public dollar utilized in space; and the other is to use the public capacii
financial capacity, to plug in additional buildings whenever (a) there is a need, and when we f:
below a certain level of owned space, proportionately speaking. But to tune in or sort of act as
counter-cyclical instrument vis-a-vis the unemployment thing, that it seems to me it would be sour
management from an all-around point of view, to be always in a position, to be ready, in otherworc
to add additional building space and to plug those projects in at periods in the economy whe
unemployment is above a certain level. In otherwords, PublicWorks can play avery catalystic role
terms of the economic well-being of the people of Manitoba, generally speaking, at least from :
employment and income point of view, and it's in that context that | raise those questions, wheth
there is any policy in that regard or whether we siniply just move along without any preconceivi
plan or approach to that question of space and how it may be utilized as a catalyst?

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, the public sector will be involved as it has been in the past
building, and as has been noted by the Member for EImwood, there will always be specific buildi
requirements, buildings that require, because ofthe natureofwork expectedtobedone, orthekin
of programs they expect to house. | suppose the most prominent example of thatis the constructi
that’s currently under way of the $5 million to $6 million Environmental Lab; there’s no question tt
that kind of a specialized building requirement will be undertaken and continue to be undertaken
the need arises by the public sector and this is through the aegis of the Department of Public Worl

What the new government recognizes, and to that extent will state as policy — although it's r
graven in stone, to use an expression that is sometimes used in the House — that (a) there is
somewhat depressing surplus of straight commercial office space in the city. | am pleased to rep:
that that is diminishing and that the private sector in several important incidences is bei
encouraged to ensure that a continued and stable supply of prime office spacewithinthe downto
area of Winnipeg will .in effect take place. | am making special specific references to t
commencement of the Eaton Square complex, the finally long-awaited developments at the corner
Portage and Main, along with other private initiatives that are being taken in that area by ma
buildings of prime commercial office requirements. | do not foresee, nor do | see it as the role of 1
department during the period of time that it's my responsibility to necessarily provide for
provincial needs, government needs. | believe the ratio that's just been announced and ma
available to the Committee, that of the 7 million square feetthat government needs, we own 6 millic
That ratio, just looking at that chart, has changed little, even despite the coming onstream of seve
major buildings like the Woodsworth Building, over the last five or six years — | can be corrected if |
wrong, but it’s in that area, | believe, and it has remained fairly constant — and | think that that is
acceptable ratio and ought to be continued in that way.

MR. USKIW: | simply raised the point because of the need to recognize that if you want to use
Department of Public Works as a catalyst in the economy, then obviously there has to be so
thought given long in advance as to the projected needs that the Public Works Department will he
in the next decade or the next period of time, and to be able to have preliminary work, design wi
done in order to make it possible to engage in fairly large construction projects, if indeed
government wants to play a role in terms of providing employment in periods of high unemployme

It’s in that context that | raise the need for some advance planning; in other words, we should
planning in either five yearcycles or three year programs or something like that,sothatyoucanpu
project off the shelf and plug.itinata timethatit is most beneficial tothe economy of the provinct
would be counter-productive, for example, to plug in a new project at a time when construct
activity was very buoyant and in fact you had very high tenders coming in, so it’s in that context th
raise those questions. There are times to move which are most beneficial to a number of inter
areas, (a), the public, in terms of the tax dollars spent; (b) the unemployment question and h
public investment could deal with that question through the Department of Public Works. Al
those, however, require quite a bitof preplanning and some projectingasto the needs of governm
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into the future in order that preliminary work could be done, in order to make it possible to have as
much flexibility as indeed is possible in the system. It's in that context that | raise the question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Member for Transcona.

MR. PARASIUK: I'dliketo thank the Member for EImwood who gave me the opportunity to raise my
Juestion now, because | didn't wantto getback to the Education Estimates, but frankly the Minister
1as answered a number of the questions | was going to raise. He was less operatic this afternoon and
much more intelligible from my perspective.

A MEMBER: He was in more of a hurry today.

VIR. PARASIUK: In more of a hurry possibly. | think that the whole question of this ratio of public to
ease space is one that does require judgment, and generally | would think that the permanent
‘equirements will probably be housed in public space than those things which are transitional, or
‘eflecting introductory programs or whathave you, would probably be housedin a leased space and |
:an see the rationale for doing that. | think that there probably are technical studies within the
iepartment that indicate the long term needs for space can probably most cheaply be met by the
yublic building and owning the building. | think that the Department of Public Works probably has
such technical studies although I've neverseen any and really I'm not calling for them now, but | do
hink that such technical studies exist.

I noticed in the Globe and Mail the other day that there is a bit of controversy in Ontario on this
tem, where the Department of Public Works there has done a study which indicatesthatlonger term
»ffice needs of the government of Ontario could best be met by the government building and owning
t's own space and only leasing on a transitional basis. And, since the Minister has already indicated
hat that generally is his position, I'd just like to ask him if he could possibly undertake to try and get
hat study and | wouldn’t mind taking a look at the technical analysis that has been raised in that
inalysis. | could probably get it myself, but | think the Department of Public Works probably has
)ettler contacts with the Department of Public Works in Ontario. That's the only question | really have
o place now.

AR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, I'd like to make itclearand leave on the record that the Department
’lanning and Design staff is indeed at all times trying to anticipate future government requirements,
ind in that sense is doing preliminary design work. We get indicators from client departments as to
heir needs. The client anticipates when they see legislation being forwarded and talked about and
reing passed in the House, that it will have space implications for the department, and in that manner
he department is constantly in its planning division, design division, doing preliminary estimates as
o future space requirements by whatever department or program that it may require.

| suppose, and | don’t mind saying so, that in a sense there will be | suppose, a different, an
xpressed different attitude and direction of the Department of Public Works as distinct from that
vhich has been suggested by the Member for Lac du Bonnet just a few moments ago that, (a) we do
ot see ourselves in terms of being that catalyst in terms of providing the leadership in this respect, if
'ou want to use that term, although | know it will get bounced back on me. We think that we can
rovide similar stimulus in those areas that are of equal concern in terms of job creation, in terms of
eeping the construction industry as fully employed as we can, in a general way creating the kind of
conomic climate and policies, employment in this province that will induce and hopefully
ncourage the private sector to carry on with that building. | think what’'s happening currently, in this
'rst summer of construction year that we're facing, is indicative of some success inthat measure. |
1ust say, that the government will also, as | might say I'm informed from time to time, use its space
eeds and requirements to spur on a development. It's been indicated to me that while there was not
ny finality to it, but the previous administration had talked about securing some 60,000, 70,000
quare feet of space, for instance, in the Trizec Development with the idea that that would move that
wlti-million dollar project ahead.

Now, you know, in the final analysis we can argue as to the benefits of ownership or leasing. Butin
1e context that it was raised in the committee it was a matter of job creation, it was a matter of
eeping the construction industry open and | can’t recall precisely when | said that, but in that sense,
don’t think we have done as good a job in spurring on the kind of planned and desirable downtown
evelopment through the use of the mechanism of securing some long term space requirementsin
ome of these major developments.

Other cities across Canada have done that in a more meaningful way and have secured for
iemselves the kind of favorable downtown development — well that'll always be questioned, |
uppose, in the eyes of the beholder. But, | know that in the major downtown complexin Edmonton,
yrinstance, the municipal governmentsinthe City of Edmonton, leases some upwardsto30 percent
f the space in their, | don’t know what it's called, McDonald Square Complex in the centre of
dmonton, along with | believe, some utilities companies of the province of Alberta, have leased
dditional, you know, are major customers of space in that area. And, you know, the securing of these
ind of desirable long term tenants made the development of that square possible.

| throw these out just as musings of the Minister at this point, but the pointthat | think | wantto
:ave on record is that essentially the Department main responsibility will to anticipate future needs
f government. To anticipate future needs of the various departments, and to be in a position,
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planning and design-wise to be able to respond to them at any given time.

MR.CHAIRMAN: Justbefore the Member for Transcona carries on, | wanted you to take note of thi
factthatthe lights were off. We were trying to accomodate the Member for Point Douglas as quickl
as we could. He wasn't, unfortunately, here this afternoon. Yesterday he raised the fact thatwe hat
the lights on too often. Member for Transcona.

MR. PARASIUK: I'djust like to raise something in connection with what the Minister said just now
and | really don’t even raise it in an argumentative manner, because | think many of the points h
raised have validity. | just ask him to be careful regarding government commitments to very larg
scale developments in Winnipeg, which doesn’t experience that type of rapid growth, and the on
that does concern me to a degree, is the proposed East Yard development which is a very intensiv.
use of the east yard property , and conceivably could result in the detraction of the Portage-Mai:
Street area as the downtown part of Winnipeg, and frankly, | see the East Yard development as bein:
a bit too far away from the Portage area to really reinforce that part, and that type of developmer
would actually act in direct competition to the Portage development. | think we are probably at
watershed period with respect to Portage Avenue; it could quite easily continue to deteriorate
because it is deteriorating slightly now, and | would hate itto become a type of North Main, because
think the problem with North Main was that it was allowed to deteriorate too much and it's ver
difficult developing that type of climate whereby people would want to get into the North Main are:

I'm just a bit wary of a very large development in the East Yard development, which in oneway ¢
another would be somewhat stimulated or reinforced by public sector investment with respect t
public transportation right to that particular area with respect to public housing or other types ¢
housing in that area, or also with respect to taking out lease commitments for office space which
know is being proposed for that development. That development looks very grandiose andin a sens
may in some respects compare with some of the majordowntown developments taking place in othe
cities in Canada, and we might feel a bit proud of that. But at the same time, | would be afraid of th
negative impact that that type of development might have on the Portage Avenue area.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, just on that matter, let me assure the Member for Transcona and othe¢
members of the Committee that (a), no commitment of substantial space has been made by th
government and/or agencies of the government with respect to the securing of long-term leasehol
space in any of the projects, major development projects now either at commencementstage or ¢
the horizon. What the Honourable Member for Transcona says, and | have a tendency to agree wit
him, underlines a concernthat| expressed, the kind of spreading out of the development area to tr
detriment of the main central part of the city where the public already has considerable publ
investment, and | refer specifically tothe Convention Centre. | think to totally maximize a facility suc
as the Convention Centre, it requires a high-density, fully utilized — particularly in our country wit
either underground courses, skywalks, integrated withshopping centres, convention hotel facilitie
this kind of concentrated — you know, it may notfromacountryboybe a desirable kind of matter b
certainly in terms of the utilization of such a facility as the Convention Centre, andits success hinge
on the fact that we don’t disperse our efforts and in fact allow the centre area to denigrate in ar
substantial way.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for EiImwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, there’s a couple ofinteresting questions here. The Minister express
a concern for over-building in the private sector but nevertheless he also talked about a balance
have really two questions for him, one is, is he indicating to the Committee, is the Minister indicatir
to the Committee that he's not going to develop a dogmatic approach to the question of leasing

building, but he is in fact going to come up with a mix, he’s going to continue the mix; he’'snotgoir
to do what | have been afraid he is going to do, namely to, from now on, lease all governme
requirements. Do | understand him to say that he will lease government requirements, but he will al
build government requirements?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | believe that the facts speak for themselves. We will lease where v
think it's appropriate to lease; we will build where we think it's appropriate to build.

MR.DOERN: Then | would ask him, in hisconcern forthedevelopers who obviously misjudged t!
market and were unable to anticipate or correctly make projections, they overbuilt and fil
themselves stuck with quantities of government space. | don’t know if the Minister has had a
meetings with these people; I'm sure he has; | know that as Minister of Public Works one of t
requirements | think you need is a number of buckets which should be placed in front of your de:
and when the developers come and the architects come and the engineers come they will cry bucke
before the Minister because of the fact that unless they do, they may wind up with no money and
jobs and no salaries.

So | understand his concern; he expressed a concern that there has been overbuilding of prive
office space, and although he gives us figures of 6 million and 1 million | think he would also agr
that some of these requirements couldn’t be leased; we've never thought in this province —
Conservative Minister that | know of has ever said to a private developer, “Build me a hospital and
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lease it from you,” or “Build me a Red River Community College,” | mean, we've always built our own
requirements in those departments.

Isimply say to him, on the other side of his concern does he haveany concern for the unemployed
construction workers and the architects and the engineers. | would develop that to this extent: there’s

a 30-odd percent unemployment rate in construction and the architects and engineers are facing
some pretty hard times.

Now, | have some information that | obtained earlier in the week which is also in today’s Tribune in the
mn of Frances Russell. | have some additional information that she doesn’t have in her column. But it
tions in there that Ministers —(Interjection)— My source is a number of members ofthe —(Interjection)—
10, people in the architectural profession and engineering profession. | understand that delegations have
e to the government and have been turned away. They have asked, in effect, of the Ministers — | cannot
e all of them; | can name one of them but | will not name him at the moment. But | will ask this Minister
‘her or not he has had approaches on behalf of various architectural and engineering firms who have
e and asked what indications there were of the government resuming its construction program and also
g the freeze. Many of these people hold in their hands contracts for buildings that were planned by our
rnment that were frozen or perhaps discussions — they maybe interested in other opportunities that may
2 from the new administration, so I'm saying, did the Minister callously, as the Mayor of Winnipeg was
ntly reported, that when he went to the Minister of Urban Affairs he was told, about arena aid, to go to hell.

First of all, | ask the Minister whether he has been approached recently by architects and
engineers for work, for new work or to unfreeze work that they had been assigned. Has he been
approached, and what has be told them?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, the central question there was, am | concerned? Of course I'm
concerned, and | met not only with the architects but also with members of the construction and
suilding trade unions early on and expressed a similar concern. | don’t know how much actual work
wvould, in fact, have been in progress for this coming year, because in many instances they were
natters on the planning boards only and in the early design stages.

I can’t help but note that while | didn’t read the particular article that the member refers to, | can
‘ecall a few days earlier a similar press report indicating the slowness or some of the difficulties that
‘he architectural firms, in particular, are experiencing. But the article that | read notes that this is
jeneral throughout the country and while he knows certainly the situation in Manitoba, that thatisa
jeneral situation which | think is perhaps indicative of government overbuilding and overexpending
tself in this particular, not just here in Manitoba but across the country.

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to whether or not | keep a crying towel in my office for bruised architects
w architectural firms, | can make a comment that there is, in my judgment, as great a danger to
:ncourage firms of this nature to become so overly dependent on government contracts and
jovernment work that for reasons, and the kind of very serious reasons that we face, not just here in
Aanitoba but reasons that were confirmed at the First Ministers’ Conference by the Prime Minister,
wy our Premier, read into the record, the comments made from that conference by all Premiers, First
Ainisters in this country, indicating that because of the general economic situation in Canada that
here would have to be a slowdown and a reduction of the public sector’s initiatives in many areas,
1cluding the area of Public Works projects, in the hope and in the reliance that there could be a
ietter balance achieved in encouragement of the private sector.

Mr. Chairman, | believe that the . . . And of course we will agree to disagree on this matter, but |
ielieve that with some of the encouraging announcements that are happening in the private sector
/iith respect to major multi-million dollar plans and projects actually now under way that the
rchitectural firms in this province, along with the construction industry as a whole — labour and
1anagement — can hopefully look to more stable and fuller employment opportunities in this area.

Mr. Chairman, | am generalizing; | know that. | read into the record earlier on in my presentation
f Public Works the specific works and project areas that have, in fact, been lifted from the freeze, if
ou like, that was imposed last November, and are proceeding with. Hansard will show those
articular individual projects as being proceeded with.

IR.DOERN: Could the Minister inform us whether he was the one, or one ofa number of Ministers,
'ho told the architectural representatives that there were too many architects and engineers in
lanitoba, and that he would be happy, or he would not be unhappy if some of those firms wound-
own or wound-up, or left the province? Did he tell that to the architects?

IR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | certainly wouldn’t say something of that nature, and | would have to
lace extreme incredibility as to the possibility that any other Minister might have said that.

Now, having said that, | recognize and | don't see this as being any differentthan any other field of
stivity in a relatively free and open society, in a reasonably free and open marketsituation, whether
s architects or highway contractors that find themselves, because of lack of work in any given
risdiction, move out to sister jurisdictions. When we were busy building in the Sixties major
wrthwork projects like the Red River Floodway, the Assiniboine Diversion, the Shellmouth Dam,
ajor construction efforts in the area of dirt-moving and earth-moving, we had a preponderance of
ose kind of contractors available to us here in the province, many of them coming to this province
om far away places such as Quebec, who had just finished some major work in their line in that
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province. That kind of shifting and moving about of contractural construction firms and architectura
firms is, | think, a natural component of our way of life in this country and | express no particula
desireto see it pegged atany particular level. Because | don't believe, and | simply don’t believe tha
the government, and certainly not during the tenure of our term of office, will really be attempting t¢
say that, you know, this is a desirable level of activity and we will, whether space is required or nof
build to that level in order to maintain the full employment of several architectural firms.

We will build when we think it's necessary to build, and when we can find the necessary dollars t
build, and we will lease when we think it is appropriate to lease and when the space is required

MR. DOERN: Well, Mr. Chairman, I'm trying to sort of read the message to architects and engineer
in Manitoba, and draftsmen, and contractors, and construction employees, and | read that th
Minister is saying as follows: That there may be some construction. There may be some unfreezin:
but that at least in the next year or two the picture is bleak; that the government doesnotintend t
undertake very much in the way of construction. Sixty-five percent, apparently, of architectural an
engineering work relates to government, depends on government. MHRC is going to wind down.
don't know about hospital construction. Itdoesn’tseemasifthereis going to be much doing there, ¢
schools. Certainly not much in public works. Hydro — we know some of the hydro projects have bee
frozen, and so on.

It strikes me that the message —(Interjection)— I willnottalk about hydro; it's not my speciality.
simply say to the Minister that he appears to be giving a message, telegraphing to the people in th
construction industry including architects and engineers, that the future in Manitoba is bleak an
that they shoudl should take their business elsewhere or wind down. Now, is that the message the
the Minister is giving us?

Well, I mean, you know the Member for Rock Lake, my honourable colleague of 12 years, he say
he can’t believe this. But then | have to ask him whether the opposite is true. | have to say that th
impression is not that the government is going to maintain a high level of activity: build publi
housing, build new hospitals, build new schools, build new facilities required for public works ¢
hydro. If that’s his impression, it sure isn’t the impression that his government is giving. | wish th¢
they were continuing a high level of activity, but the opposite impression is what is coming througl|
And | am asking the Minister whether his message to these professions isn't really a very bleak one
Maybe a realistic one, a message of restraint, butforthem they will take it right on the chin; they ar
the ones who will feel the impact the most.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for St. James.

MR. MINAKER: Well, Mr. Chairman, if | could maybe comment at this time if the Honourab!
Minister does not mind me making comments on up-to-date on-the-street situations that ai
occurring, because the Minister, | know, isvery busy in his department as agovernment member an
Treasury Bench member, that he might not be in contact with as many engineers or architects that
am. And | want to make it very clear to the committee before | make my comments, that | am a
engineer. I'm also a contractor. | also want to make it very clear that I've never done any business wil
the government and don't intend to while we're in government, or as a member of the Legislatur
But, | want to tell you something, Mr. Chairman, that | have talked to architects, I've dealt wil
architects; I've talked with engineers, not with all of them in Manitoba, but | would say a good numbx
of the major ones in the last six months. As a member of the Legislature, they have indicated to
their concern; they have said one very basic common thing, Mr. Chairman: yes, we becamr
dependent on government business; yes, we are concerned that what's happening is going to affe

us.

But, | would say in a court or anywhere because I'm that type of individual, and | hope that ¢
members of the Legislature are, that the majority of the people that I've talked to, architects ar
engineers have said, what you're doing is right. We got lulled, | wouldn’t say lulled, they said that v
got involved in doing consulting work for the government of the day and in some cases some of the
have had 90 percent of their business with the government. And all of asudden they recognized wh
was happening, but being free enterprisers, which maybe the honourable member doesr
recognize, never having worked as a free enterpriser —(Interjection)— well, my apologies if he ha

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please direct your comments to the Chairman

MR. MINAKER: My apologies, Mr. Chairman. They haveindicated to me that what we are doing
correct. And not only that, they have gone out and started as good free-enterprisers to go and look f
business elsewhere. But | must advise the Honourable Member for EiImwood, that as fre
enterprisers, they go where they’'re most efficient, and if they have a government that wants towhe
out the business and think thatgovernmenthasto do all the business, thenasgood free-enterprise!
they will go where they’re most efficient. That's the name of the game in the free enterprise syste:
But they have also indicated when — the Honourable former Minister has indicated when times a
tough — and the government of the day has decided that we have spent too much and we have to p
the books back into shape. They recognize this, and they're versatile enough to go out and startto ¢
after other business, which they have done.

I would say, I'm sure the pressures have been on the present Minister to try and correct t
situation, but | also have to advise the Honourable Minister which he's I'm sure very aware of, thatt
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yeople who have not gone into business because the government of the day was throwing away free
‘ides or easy business. The ones that have been there from the old days and from recent years that
vant to stay in Manitoba and keep working, have looked at the situation and gone out and tried to
sorrect it, and are out working on it right now.

So | don't believe that the architectural profession, or the engineering profession or, in fact, the
onstruction area, the ones that are here and want to stay, will die because the government has
lecided to cut back. And that's what the former Minister doesn’t really understand about the free
interprise system. That people will dig in, in the same way that our farmers will dig in; in the same way
1s my colleagues that are farmers, when they have good times, they go out and spend their money,
yut when the times get tough, they dig in. They don'’t give up the soil because times are tough. The
:ame way that the architects and the engineers who are working in our province thatwant to stay
iere, don’t give up, they dig in. They dig in very tough and they try and maintain their staff level to the
evel they can. And I'll be honest with the Honourable Member for EImwood, they can’'t maintain
werybody. But the whole idea of saying that everything has to be dependent on government is not
he correct approach in my opinion; maybe in his opinion, it obviously is.

I'm just saying to the honourable member that the profession has dug in, has recognized the
ituation that we're in, and | have to commend them. | believe that Manitoba is one of the forerunners
if what the rest of Canada has to do if we want to survive as a country, not wholly dependent on other
reas. That's what | believe is happening in Manitoba, and the professional and the contracting field
1as recognized this.

So, Mr. Minister, | would just like to advise you, which maybe you are already aware of, I'm sure
ou are, that the word on the street, putting it in layman language, is that the architects and the
ngineers and the contractors have recognized the situation that we're in in Manitoba. They
ecognize the situation that we are in as Canadians — tighten their belts, bucklingdown, and they're
oing out and trying to produce and create jobs and create business so they can survive. Butthey're
repared to do this, and they're not saying that we have been castrated to the point that we're wholly
ependent on the government either Provincial or Federal to do the work, but we are still free
nterprisers, we are still Manitobans, we're prepared to do it. | just wanted to make this comment at
1is time, Mr. Minister, because that is the word on the street as | read it, and | would think in the
1ajority of the areas that the former Minister has spoken about.

AR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Wolseley.

IR. ROBERT G. WILSON: Well, | had a basic observation | wanted to preface my question by. In
ublic Accounts on Page 121, | noted with interest that adding up the salaries of the Architectural
ngineering, there was approximately very close to $1 million in salaries paid out last year, and yet
1e surprisingly, in fact, | say alarmingly, the Member for EImwood seems to be holding atag day for
1e professional people in this province who were. . . —(Interjection— Well, he seems to be
ncouraging more government building whether we need it or not.

The question I'm saying, can we forsee the in-house use of this staff, and is their type of evaluation
1at possibly federally is taking place, where when a particular government has a large staff and
ere’s some evaluation as to in-house work vis-a-vis contracting out, because if there is a particular
eed in the community there, that possibly, if it was evaluated properly, it might be cheaper to
ontract out some of the particular work. The jobs couldn’t be handled by the particular staff,
ecause the same Member for EImwood, you know, he’s also seems to be encouraging more building
nd seems tobe encouraging more spending. | notedwithinterest, when he was the Minister, that he
ad $170,000 worth of purchases of art, and these are the kind of thing that one hasto be alarmed at,
!this stand that he’s taking for injecting this enthusiasm to get more government work for the private
actor. And | wonder if the Minister was aware that his salaries almost totalled a million dollars and
an he foresee if there is a freeze, if there is a cutback in unnecessary government building, that
ossibly there might be some savings in this area?

IR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, there will be undoubtedly, and that’s of course what the architects are
-inging to the attention of the government, possibly some notable reduction in that particular area
f expenditure that the Member for Wolseley draws our specific attention to. But the Department of
ublic Works again in its responsibilities shares with the private sector and does notbuildintoitsin-
buse staff any more professional help that we require in this area than we think is absolutely
acessary. | suppose a person could comment on the anomaly that’s being expressed here; on the
1e hand the former Minister of Public Works, and supported by his colleagues, is suggesting that
e public sector in the area of building and owning buildings should be all-embracing and with little
*no room left for the private sector to be in the business of leasing space or providing space for a
overnment. They have expressed concern that nothing should happen to change that ratio of
wghly six to one, or seven to one, to help out the private sector, but just a moment ago we have the
aintive plea here for private architects, private engineering and construction firms, who are
(periencing some difficulty because of the general slowdown in their fields of activity. And on that
irticular area, that has been the story of the building construction throughout the history of
anada. When you have major construction works taking place in specific areas of the province, all
ings tend to flow there. We have major developments currently underway in the provinces such as
berta; we can look forward to a massive and major involvement in the business of pipeline building.
But let me use thisone particular example on the Honourable Member for EiImwood, and ask him
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whether or not he wants me to unfreeze a major billion dollar construction enterprise in the Province
of Manitoba that would undoubtedly provide jobs this summer for 5,000 skilled craftsmen anc
tradesmen, and I'm referring to a freeze that their government imposed, and quite sensibly so, anc
perhaps, let me correct it; not so much their government but the directors and the management o
Hydro, that simply indicated that with the growth rate that we are experiencing, we cannot proceec
with the billion dollar development of the Limestone Dam and hydro project on the Nelson.
Now, Mr. Chairman, the answer is so simple; are we prepared, forthe sake of providing a billior
dollars worth of construction industry in the Province of Manitoba, and employing 4,000 or 5,00(
people on that project, to face a general 30 percent increase in hydro rates at the same time, whict
are imposed on every householder, on every farmer, on every userofthatvaluable resource, whict
further makes it difficult for the private sector to enter into the debate, enter into the business . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Selkirk. What is your point of order?

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Chairman, my concernwould be thatthe Ministeris goingto carry on the debat
in Hydro, thathe’s goingto bring abouta response, and | would think that you should call the Ministe
to order before we do enter into the entire field of Hydro and bring about responses I'm sure you'r
concerned about avoiding.

MR. CHAIRMAN: | think he's generally talking about construction in Manitoba and | think th
members of the Committee have all talked about it, and they've really strayed away from leasing i
the general . . .

MR. PAWLEY: Well, Mr. Chairman, you're going to find yourself in a debate on hydro rates becaus
the Minister has introduced, opened the door to that type of debate.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Rock Lake.

MR. EINARSON: Mr. Chairman, | just want to reiterate the comments on the point of order from th
Member for Selkirk, that | overheard the Member for ElImwood mention Hydro and hydro rates, anc
think thatthe Minister is quite in order if this is going to be allowed. And | would just like to say on th
point of order that we can go on and debate here for hours and hours, | just want to say, on the tot:
context of what we're debating here today, that my colleagues, or my friends on the other side, don
seem to realize that governments don’t create wealth, whether you talk about Hydro, whether yo
talk about the Public Works or what-have-you, when we're talking about jobs. But Mr. Chairman,
just wanted that for the record, that governments don’t create wealth.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Back to the Minister of Public Works.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | would of course abide by your ruling except the issue wasraised not
debate hydro rates; the issue was raised, and the Honourable Member for Selkirk wasn't around tt
Committee table just a few moments ago when the Member for Lac du Bonnetas well as the Memb:
for Transcona to some extent, and the Member for EImwood, has been pressing on the Minister ar
on the government that the public sector should take the slack out of the construction industi
currently being experienced, and that we should act as the catalyst in terms of spurring on tt
employment in an area where there is, admittedly, an unacceptable level of unemployment. | a
merely demonstrating with the Hydro example what the cost is at the other end of the scale . Idon
introduce the subject matter to debate the matter of Hydro here, but | can’t think of a more sta
example currently facing us right here in Manitoba, very germane to Manitoba, than tt
consequences of tomorrow, directing Hydro to commence full-blown the stalled, you kno:
development of the Limestone plant which is a billion dollar construction site . . .

A MEMBER: No one said that . . .

MR. ENNS: Well, no, but the consequences are so very ready and so apparent in that example, v
Chairman, if | can persist, tha t nobody is saying it and nobody is arguing it. But, Mr. Chairman, |
otherexample of uncontrolled government expenditures, merely for the sake of providing, youkno
employment whether the space is required or not has more subtle but similar implications to tl
general tax base in this province and to the general ability of those who have to compete within t!
private sector to be able to carry on business with the competitive neighbours and to be able

provide those job opportunities in the private sector that by far the majority, the majority

Manitobans working require. And | use this occasion only and | will desist from repeating it,

demonstrate that particular point.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: ... respond to the Minister. . . point of order, if hydro buildings or hyd
development came within his. portfolio and we were discussing expansion of Hydro projects a
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what the effects might be under his Ministry, | could see the invalidity of my point of order. But we are
dealing with government buildings and if the Honourable Minister wants to debate as to overall
economic or social detriment in building more government buildings within his portfolio, that's one
issue, but he is entering into a field that properly belongs to the Minister of Finance, responsible for
Hydro, and that is the hydro developments in the north.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Eimwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, on just a couple of more points in this section. No one has ever said, |
have never said, that buildings should be built for the sake of building them. What we have said is
when there is a requirement or there is a need that the government then has an option. The option is
either to lease or build. Those are the basic options when you require space. Nobody has ever said,
“Let’s build building, and then see whether or not we have any use for them. “ There might be an
incentive in atime ofhigh unemploymenttobring something on track earlier,butnoonein their right
mind would build a building that wasn’t required. The decisionthatany government faces is whether
they should go out and have someone build a building for them and lease it, or lease an empty
building, or lease a building that’s under construction, or build that requirement. Those are the kind
of decisions that we're all confronted with.

Now the advantage of leasingthateveryone knows, especially members of the Conservative Party,
is that it's less visible; you see that's the hooker there. If you lease space around the city people don't
know about it as much as if you put up a building. So there’s | suppose a political advantage there, if
you want a low profile. You can get the same amount of space, but no one can pointand say that that
is a government building. And that is what the Roblin administration did essentially. The Campbell
government built the Norquay Building or started the plans, started the ball rolling, the Roblin
government built it, and from the time the Roblin government finished the Norquay Building, to the
time that we built the Woodsworth Building, in effect, there was really no office construction of note,
but there was a hell of a lot of leasing going on. | think that is the point.

Now another point that | would like to make is that the Minister talked aboutwhether or not we
would build all our requirements. We have never done that. We have never tried to do that. In fact we
nad a policy established in Cabinet whereby | think, it was something to the effect that when you have
a requirement in a town as an example, that you do not take all the government office space,
consolidate it in one building, and build it, thereby winding down all the leases from businessmenin
the towns. We came up with a policy | think, and I’'m not exactly sureofwhetherwesaid thatifyou had
100 percent requirement for space, about onethird would be continued to be leased, or whether it
~vas one-half. It is one of those two.

So, and then what happens is when you build a building you find, usually like in Selkirk we built a
building, there was still space being leased and after a while there was additional space being leased
n the town . I'm sure the same thing will happen in Portage or in other areas where — like in Brandon,
veputupabuilding, allofasuddenthebuilding was fully occupied and there was more space rentals
joing on. And that makes sense rather than putting an addition on right away, you continueto lease
ind then at another point in time you might say well, now we’ll take up half of what we are leasing.

Iwantto just atalktothe Member for St. James, but he isnotheresol'll hold my remarksforhim.

| just have two more points here to the Minister. | would ask him this. In view of the difficulties of
irchitects and engineers in the province today, one of the things that we did, | ask him whethei he is
loing this or is going to consider doing this, in view of averyvery tough market for them, is he having
n terms of projects, like the environmental lab etc., projects like that, is he, and can he cite any
nstances where he is asking architects and engineers to complete the design drawings even if the
sonstruction will not go forward at this time? Because by so doing, the architects and engineers will
yave employment, the plans will be ready and when the government decides to take those projects
>ff the shelf, they will then be able to proceed with construction. Can he indicate whether or not there
s any policy in that regard?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister of Public Works.

VIR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, | believe generally that we try to keep the horse well in front of the
:art, once a decision is made by government policy-wise, to proceed with a major addition whether
t's a school or hospital or other public building, then the staff within the department proceeds in a
1ormal course of seeing that works proceed along the lines suggested by the Member for EiImwood.

AR. DOERN: | then ask just one another general question now and that is this, that given the fact
hat rents are escalating every year, there is an increase in rents, and that there is also a considerable
imount of slack in the construction industry and the architectural engineering area, would this also
10t be a good time to build, namely that the Minister should be considering the fact that rents are
ising and that contractors are hungry, that there is a considerable amount of competition around,
hat people are willing to cut prices, are willing to come up with good prices and so on, isthisnota
jood time to build, and is the Minister also reassessing his policy of unfreezing or freezing
:onstruction at this time?

AR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | am advised that in the course of the last year, indeed the last several
‘ears, rents in the commercial sector have in fact decreased as a result of the pressure on the owners
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of buildings where essential vacant space has been experienced. And certainly in the last year, and
certainly during the period of time that | had responsibility for the department, we are receiving very
favourable offers of rental space. In many instances, you know, rents that would have to be described
as really the bottom line where it is questionable whether the owner is receiving anywhere near a
normal return’ if | can use that phrase. | recognize that rents aren't fixed and that those rents will in
fact probably increase the nexttime a lease is re-negotiated, but in many instances we have signed
comparable to a few years ago. We have leased space at very attractive rates.

MR. DOERN: | would like to see if the Minister could provide us with any examples, or could
perhaps on Monday provide us with some examples where he has had offers of reductions in rental
space. Because | find thatmost unusual. Mr. Chairman, | think that concludes my comments there, at
least for the moment, unless the Member for St. James . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Wolseley has indicated he'd like to speak and the Member for
Selkirk, and | might just remind all members of committee thatwe are still on the same item that we
opened on first thing this morning.

MR. WILSON: | realize this is on the expense side of the ledger and we're talking about leased
accommodation but | wanted to ask the question for the record of an Industrial Park that we own and
it would possibly be —(Interjection)— | know it would be — butitwould be — the commentisifwe are
leasing space is there any way where we could lease tarpaulins or covers or something to cover al'
those planes that we’ve picked up, or is there anintention to sell them, because | can see where we're
storing a lot of equipment in a government building that would be better, if | can use the expression
better to have them stored undercanvas somewhere or sold. So my comment then is where are the —
just so that | can put this question on the record —where are all those planes now? Are they storedir
our government leased accommodation?

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, I'm advised that we are in fact currently trying to find alternate
means of storing those planes that the member brings to our attention. Whether or not we can take ug
his suggestion of mothballing them in the way that he suggests is one that perhaps could be
considered. We've approached, | think, the Department of Highways for some of the, you know
equipment that might be utilized by them. | would think that the member may also wish to ask tha
question of the Minister responding for the MDC, | suppose, who is the receiver or owner of thest
craft as to what the future dispostion of them is. We at the Department of Public Works don’t knov
whether it's a long-term holding operation. Do we mothball them for the next generation o
Manitobans to come in view at a suitable occasion or is ita temporary requirement of space from us’

MR. WILSON: Itwas just that if we're storing them in a government building it just seemed to mq
that in order to minimize our losses that we should be trying to lease out that space because it"
another item under another time — | just wanted to put that on the record.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Selkirk.

MR.PAWLEY: Mr.Chairman, | know thatyou, Mr. Chairman, are familiar with this leased area, ani
it was a question | raised last night and | wonder if the Minister has information. The leasing of th:
office space for the Department of Industry and Commerce in Selkirk thatwasvacated, brought bac
into Winnipeg — the services — and I'm just wondering if that lease was permitted to expire ¢
whether there is still a term left in connection with that lease.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, I'm advised that that particular lease expires on May 31st. It will the
lapse — in Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: We're having to pay rent now on a vacant office?
MR. ENNS: For the remainder of the month.

MR.PAWLEY: Well,| wantto make one brief comment. 'mreallysurprised atall the undue haste t
vacate premises that are providing a decentralized service in aregional centre even at the expense fc
a period of time — two months | believe would be here — two to three months of rental, which I'm sur
is not insignificant.

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, I’'m betwixt and between now. Iwas chastised amomentago by h
colleague, the Member for EImwood, telling me that what with some of these staff reductions wr
isn’'t the department indicating and showing less space than is being occupied, or what are we doir
to ensure that taxpayers’ dollars aren’'t being unwisely spent in this regard. I'm simply indicating
this specificexample given by the Member for Selkirk that | think what would have to be determined
within all reasonable description, you know, the department is acting as you would expect it to ac
Space that is no longer being required by the department is lapsing.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for St. Vital.
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MR. WALDING: | would ask the Minister if he is going to reply to the charge made by his colleague,
the Member for Wolseley, who | note is not in the room. The Member for Wolseley raised the point
that a million dollars had been paid for in-house architectural salaries and by implication made the
charge that there were architects now sitting around in the department doing nothing. Will the
Minister reply to this charge?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister of Public Works.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, I'm not going to reply to the charge because that wasn’t the mannerin
which the subject matter was raised. The Honourable Member for Wolseley was referring to the
roughly a million dollars that was being paid to outside architects — as he gleaned them from the
Public Accounts Records — and, indeed, if anything, | can only indicate that in conjunction with the
statements made earlier who was pleading on behalf of the architects, these same architects, thatit’s
my hope that we can bring on to line and to move on to production and design stage those particular
projects thatare under way and those that wecan see that will be required and have gained necessary
Cabinet approval to ensure that whether it is at the same level but that it willbe atan improved levelin
the coming years for these architects. But | make known to the Honourable Member for St. Vital that
the concern was being expressed for not in-house architects — for the outside.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Pass — the Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Chairman, | would just like toask the Minister, further to the information which
he provided on the Selkirk example, | wonder if the Minister could advise the committee as to what
other locations have office space been vacated in rural Manitoba as a result of centralizing services
which were formerly provided in regional centres and rural points in the City of Winnipeg. Is Selkirk
the only such instance or is it only the only instance that | can refer to because, of course, I'm quite
familiar with this. Has it happened in other points in rural Manitoba as well?

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, | earlier indicated and read some of the areas where some space
has been vacated but I'm not prepared, nor am | in a position to suggest that those spaces that are
being vacated are being vacated for the reason given by the Member for Selkirk. For instance,
included in that space on the list | read a little while ago when he was not at the committee —and |
recognize that he has responsibilities on other committees — but, for instance, on this list is some
20,000 square feet vacated in the City of Portage la Prairie. The old provincial building that was
turned over to the City of Portage la Prairie as a result of consolidation of space within the new
provincial building in Portage la Prairie . . .

MR. PAWLEY: I'm not questioning that.

MR. ENNS: Well, | know, but my difficulty is | have a list 0f 53,829 square feet of space that has been
vacated since October, the date of interest, I'm sure, to honourable members opposite, but | cannot
give you that information. I'd be prepared to undertake to see whether | can’'t define that more clearly
with regardto the specific question asked. I'm merely pointing out that | earlier indicated | have, you
know, a list indicating numerous areas where small space has been vacated on St. Mary Avenue, in
the Lakeview complex, but | suspect that that happens to be the case of vacating a ministerial office
that no longer is being required there.

| have, you know, other areas in Dauphin and Ste. Therese but | would have to check with the
departments involved whether or not that space is simply a normal matter of relocation of space into
more desirable areas within the community or whether or not it can be attributable to the reduction of
sither program or staff. The most noticeable example of that total that | gave you is the 20,000 square
feetthat is on this list which I'm sure is not being questioned by any members of the space vacated in
the old provincial building at Portage — space which has just simply moved over to the new
Jrovincial building. | hope the member appreciates my difficulty at this time.

VR. CHAIRMAN: (d)(1)—pass;

VIR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, | did want to reply to the Member for St. James, then maybe we could
Jo on. | understand he was being held in the hallway . Just a couple of points in regard to what he
said. He talked about belt tightening and so on and how architects are — they’d rather be
inemployed and proud than to rely on the government. There’'s some sort of shame attached —
yroud to be a free enterpriser and rather be unemployed than employed with the government . You
inow, | don't want to get into a philosophical debate . . .

A MEMBER: Go ahead. Ah, come on, go ahead.
AR. DOERN: No, | simply say, | simply make one point philosophically, and that is that it's easy to

ighten your belt when you have a 42 inch waist — you can tighten it to 40, and then you’re doing
kay.
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MR. CHAIRMAN, Mr. David Blake: Just because I've taken over the Chair forafew moments | don’t
have to have personal aspersions cast on my . . .

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, you're interpreting my objective comment as a snide remark. It is not
in reference to your considerable girth.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Carry on. The Member for EiImwood.

MR. DOERN: | justwantedtosay in general that | think the honourable member will have to take —
you know, | believe him because | think that he is one of the more straightforward and candid
members. | believe himwhen he tells me that some ofthe architectsand engineers are telling him that
— well, it’s killing them but they agree with what the government’s doing. But | think he should take
that with a grain of salt because he is now a member of the government. He is a member of the
Administration, and an engineer or architect could walk up to him and say : You know, George, your
government is wrecking this province and doing this and doing that —it’'s not a very, shall we say, a
small “p” political statement to make. It would be much smarter to say, “You know, George, I'mreally
happy about what you and Harry and all the other people are doing at the Legislature .”

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, . . . references by surname to members of the committee.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. The Member for EiImwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, all I'm saying is | don’t want my colleague for St. James, who made
some remarks before you were in the Chair . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Try and stick to Item (d)(1)Salaries.
MR. DOERN: [I'm sticking to the reply made by the Member for St. James prior to your . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: That’s up to you. The item under consideration, | would remind the Member foi
Elmwood, is Item (d)(1) Leased Accommodations, Salaries.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, if you will allow me three more sentences, | will conclude my
comments made to the Member for St. James prior to . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Are they prepared?
MR. DOERN: Yes, | wrote them out.
MR. CHAIRMAN: All right, three more sentences.

MR. DOERN: Sentence No. 1is that he should take with a grain of salt what is said to him by peoplt
in the profession because if they would have said thatto him when we were in office, about, “l an
taking all thiswork and making all this money and doing all these things, but | hate the government
you know that | am with you.” If they had said thatto him, and now they are saying thatthey love th
government even though it is killing them, then that would be all right.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The second sentence?

MR. DOERN: Butlthink —secondsentence — | think thatthe member should bevery careful abou
having people come to him, patting him on the back and saying, “You are doing a great job. My firmi
going broke; | had to sell my car; my wife is selling apples on the street but, George, | want you t
know that deep down, we are with you.”

MR. CHAIRMAN: Third setntence?
MR. DOERN: That’s it.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Item (d)(1) Salaries—pass — the Member for St. James.

MR. MINAKER: Mr. Chairman, justto advisethe Honourable Member for EImwood that| assure hii
that the people who may have commented that what we were doing was correct when we weren'ti
government and were getting the government business, a good number of them are now supportin
the Liberal candidates in the Federal election. But the people who have indicated tomethat whatw
are doing is correct and we are tightening our belts and going out and looking for business, | dor
have to comment on the philosophy that they support. All | can say is they surely outnumbered t
many the ones who were saying, we're for you; when you people were in power; and were doir
considerable business with you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Item (d)(1) Salaries—pass; Item (d)(2) Other Expenditures $5,880,900—pass -
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The Member for EiImwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, could we just have one brief explanation there, and that is,
Recoverable from Canada — what does that line refer to?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | am advised that that is the cost-sharing of Federal programs,
principally health programs which sometimes have a space component within the sharing formula.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Item (d)(2)—pass; (d)—pass; Item (e) Employee Housing, (1) Salaries $88,100—
pass — the Member for EImwood.

MRbDOERN: Mr. Chairman, could the Minister explain the number of SMYs there, last year and
this?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, there is no change in the SMY requirements in this vote, 5.16 was voted
in 1977-78, 5.16 in 1978-79. | assume from the figures the modest increase of $6,300, that there is in
fact no vacancy here but provides only for the general salary increases, annual merit increments.
Sixteen weeks of term have been added to allow for vacation and/or sick leave relief.

MR. DOERN: Does the Minister understand just the bald statement in the Task Force Report that
employee housing should be eliminated as far as possible and adequate charges made for the
remainder? Does he know the logica behind that, and if he does, what is the alternative in some cases
in rergote communities — tents, igloos, dugouts — what does he propose that staff do in remote
areas?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, it certainly wouldn’'t be my intention to in any way second-guess my
colleague or other members of the Task Force but | am prone to remark that the situation, particularly
in remote communities, and thatis principally where the department or the governmentisinvolved in
amployee housing, is one thathasn’t received the kind of attention perhaps thatthe members of the
Task Force ought to have applied to if indeed they chose to comment on it. We have an ongoing kind
>f, you know, difficulty. We recognize that we are often called upon to provide employee housing,
sertainly as part of the overall means ofattracting suitable staff into these areas,and | really don’t see
‘he department getting out from the continuation of that kind of program. There may be refinements
‘0 it from time to time as the nature and the style of the service thatis being provided may change, as
fou would expectany program to change from time to time, butitis certainly an areaof considerable
‘esponsibility for the department to find the means to properly maintain these units at reasonable
sost and to generally accept the responsibility for these units.

VIR. CHAIRMAN: (e)(1)—pass; (e)(2)—pass; (f)(1) Security Services, Salaries—pass — the
viember for EImwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, just a brief point here. | assume, as the Minister has said previously,
hat the policy of the department is unchanged, namely tendering out and announcing the bids, a
yublic rather than a kind of a private commission situation, and that there will not be an undue
reference given to a firm that has already been raised in the Chamber, namely Metropolitan, that he
s not holding any brief forthem and they will pay their money and take their chanceslike everybody
Hse.

R. ENNS: That is the situation, and that is the situation that will continue, Mr. Chairman.

AR. DOERN: Does the Minister intend to maintain the present level of in-house security services
hat we have now? We have a certain number of employees in this and other buildings who are on our
)ayroll and Public Works payroll. Does he intend to maintain that but, let's say, perhaps lease new
equirements or contract out new requirements?

1R. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, this is one particular item that | have made my thoughts known to the
onourable members of this committee and to the department, that where wehave a reasonably high
wel of service available to us from the private sector, and where there canbeandisindeed an active
umber of firms competing for the business, | wouldn’t want to indicate that the department is taking
ny fixed position that a specific level or balance will be maintained. We will look at it pragmatically.
/here it makes common sense to invite the private sector to gain gainful employment for their
mployees in this area, that will be done.

1R. CHAIRMAN: (f)(1)—pass; (f)§2)—pass; Resolution 105: Be it resolved thatthere be grantedto
er Majesty a sum not exceeding $23,242,400 for Public Works—pass.

ltem 3. Supply and Services, 3.(a)(1) Salaries under Senior Administration. The Member for
Imwood.
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MR. DOERN: Onesmall item that | would like to raise here and perhaps the Minister could give us a
partial answer and maybe acommitment, has to do — and of course it is carried further down in detail
but! would like toraise it here in the early part — just a short item — that is that the Minister, | think,
treated the Official Opposition generously when it came to the provision of space. | was given the
task of negotiating with the Minister and much to my surprise and delight, the Ministergaveusevena
more generous allotment than | had hoped for, so | thank him for that. That, | think, enables us to
function in proper circumstances as opposed to people crammed into one room.

Now, | realize that some o fthe members opposite may say, well, in the old days we wereall crammed
into our room, but there have been improvements made in the worklng conditions of MLAs over the
years. We made, I think, significant improvements; you have made an improvement there. There are
just a couple of items which don’t amount to much but which | feel are essential for us to perform our
duties, that | would like to ask you about. I think weare on the same wavelength here becauseitis too
easy to say and too easy to think that we are not going to do anything for them, namely the
opposition, etc. etc., but | don’t believe thatis the approach of the Minister. | just wantedtoask hima
couple of quick points here.

We were promised a modern telephones communications hookup because we have our officesin
the basement and upstairs we have two secretaries. We were promised — and | can’t think of the
name — a Centrex System. People came in, they studied our situation. The problem now is thateach
member has a telephone. If the member isn’t there, it rings, the secretariesare sitting upstairs and no
one is in the office and people are trying to get us, etc. etc. Just on that point, and | have a couple of
other ones, could the Minister indicate when we are going to get that Centrex hookup?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | am just about tempted to use the traditional expression, “soon.” | must
express some concern thatthatis notalready in place. It was agreed to some time ago. The necessary
instructions are in the hands of the appropriate officials. | will ask that senior staff take note of the
member’'s comments and in fact try to expedite the installation of that system which | appreciate
makes it somewhat awkward for the members opposite.

MR. DOERN: The other points are these: Again, and | think | am asking for minimum requirements
to enable us to perform our duties, what | am asking for — | would also ask the Minister whether he
could provide us perhaps with an additional typewriter or two downstairs, maybe manual or electric,
that could be accessed by MLAs. That is one item.

But one of greater importancee the Minister, | believe, could getapproval from his colleagues for
us — but | can tell you that we are labouring under some difficulty in regard to secretarial assistance.
We have two secretaries year-round, but during the session we have no additional help. Now, our
Leader has a secretary, which | believe is appropriate,and wehave twofor22 MLAs.Now,during the
year that is more than adequate, we don’t need any more, but during the session, in my judgment we
need a minimum of one extra person and probably two for a three to four-month period. | would ask
the Minister whether he could make acomment as to whether this could be provided immediately or if
he cannot ensure that now, whether he would undertake to make that provision for us next year
because it is causing a considerable difficulty in terms of all the little things that secretaries do anc
particularly the typing load and photocopying and message-taking and so on. We are just not able tc
function properly.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister of Public Works.

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, now the Honourable Member for EImwood is stretching my
generosity too far. Does he not realize that there is a restraint program on?

MR. DOERN: Did you let one of your secretaries go?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, the comments earlier expressed by the honourable member art
appreciated. | think that we arrived at a reasonable division of space available. The matter o
telephones will be looked into. | am not prepared to comment at this time as to those additional
particularly with respect to secretarial staff, that the member requests. | would ask the department t«
certainly undertake to look at what kind of additional requirements can be made. You've mentionet
the question of perhaps an additional typewriter or so, those requests will be noted, Mr. Chairmar

MR. DOERN: Well, | would thank the Minister for that and | would simply say that | couldn’t tos
strongly emphasize the need for additional secretarial assistance during the session, that that is
problem. | think the members opposite would appreciate that, but maybe they still have som
problem, but the point is that when you have 22 people sharing two secretaries and the session i
really hot and heavy, it’s just too much, they cannot handle that work load.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (a)(1)—pass; (a)(2)—pass.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, if | could just get clarification on those two increases of salaries an
other expenditures, why the increase, any change in SMYs.

MR. ENNS: There are no changes, Mr. Chairman, only provisions for general salary increase an
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annual merit increment. There’s an Item 2, Other Expenditures, provisions for rise, the cost of
stationery, private mileage payments and copying charges.

MR. DOERN: How many SMYs?

MR. ENNS: Four SMYs in this appropriation, no change,
MR. DOERN: Fine.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (a)(1) and (2)—pass; (b) Central Provincial Garage (a) Salaries.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, this opens up another major topic and there’s a couple of items that |
would like to discuss here, but | would like to make one point in reference to electric cars, and | make
this largely for the benefit of my friend from St. James, and that is that there is, you know,
considerable glee and chuckling and laughter on the part of members of the government about
problems with electric cars. | would just cite to you . . .

A MEMBER: . . .me laugh aboutit? Did you evei see me laugh about it?
MR. DOERN: Well, the Member for Wolseley is laughing.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please, order. Let the Member for EiImwood carry on.

MR. DOERN: | would just cite as an example, one article, Winnipeg Tribune, January 1978. “U.S.
recalled 12.6 million vehicles in 1977.” Now you know, here is the automotive industry, highly
developed, highly skilled, thousands of engineers and designers and God know how many years of
axperience and how many million vehicles of production in Detroit, and they have a never ending
>roblem with defects. They have not ironed out the bugs of the contemporary automobile.

A MEMBER: They have a warranty system.

MR. DOERN: | mean | myself, you know, drive an 11-year old Buick, itis a 1967, and it's in pretty
jood shape, but there were several items in that car from the beginning, | bought it a year-and-a-half
’ld, there were several items on that car, right from the beginning that were clearly defects,
:ngineering defects . . .

A MEMBER: But it got you from A to B though?

VMIR. DOERN: Yes. So, all I'm saying in general is electric car problems, you'd better believe it. We
1ad plenty of problems. They still haven’tironed them out. They still have a long way to go. But even
he contemporary gas engine automobile that we all drive has all kinds of defects, and if you buy a
rrand new car you have problems and if you run it for a while and then you get little notes from the
nanufacturer maybe that this little part has resulted in three collisions and deaths and as a result it
vill have to be recalled etc. etc. etc. That’s the point I'm making. — (Interjection) — If the member
lidn't get it I'll repeat it, but. . .

AR. WILSON: On a point of privilege, Mr. Chairman, my privilege is the Member for EiImwood has
tated that | laughed at his purchase of the electric cars. | certainly did not laugh. | was more than
.oncerned of the fact that that particular type of research information could have been gathered
vithout a $100,000 plus expenditure by the government, and | think it is a very serious blunder on his
iart and we'll just have to live with it.

AR. CHAIRMAN: Member for EImwood.

1R. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, another couple of short topics before the long one, which | think we
ron’'tgetinto in too much detail today. The member, like a number of his colleagues | think is superb,
1at’sthe only word | can use, at flying trial balloons or kites. He has an ability here, like the seat-belt
alloon and in fact thereit is, | thinkit's right out the window, it's in bright red flying down on Osborne
treet there. So, I'm saying he is pretty adept at this, | have to hand it to him becausewhen someone
ays something politically the opposition usually pounces on it and sometimes they find out that it
'as a mistake to do so.

But | believe that he has made some comments about charging civil servants for parking. This is
nold historic honourable subject and | would just like to know, if the Minister could indicate what his
itents are. Is he going to introduce legislation or change — it wouldn't be legislation, a change in
dministrative policy? Has he spoken to his colleagues around the Cabinet table? What are his
ersonal views on this matter? Does he intend to make civil servants pay for their parking, which up
ntil now has been free?

R. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | have not considered that question in any way. | would assume that that
ould be a question that would quite appropriately be dealt with by those Ministers responsible,
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negotiating with the Manitoba Government Employees Association as part and parcel of awage and
salary agreement. | would rather suspect that it always entered into those discussions. | can only
indicate to the honourable memberthat ’'mnota memberofthat sub-committeeof Cabinetand that|
have expressed no personal views or departmental views that is as Minister of Public Works. | can
indicate to the honourable membei nor have | heard around the Cabinet table, notthat | feel bound to
report to the Honourable Member EImwood what | hear around the Cabinettable, but | have not, you
know, | don’t say that facetiously, | have not heard of any changes in this respect. -

MR. DOERN: Well, Mr. Chairman, | thought, and | don’t have all my clippings here, but | thought
that a number of months ago that the Minister was quoted as saying that there was about to be a
policy of charging employees, but perhaps I’'m mistaken.

MR. ENNS: |am searching my own mind while the honourable member is asking that question. Itis
of course entirely conceivable that the printed word in the media does not always coincide with the
actual noble and precise and accurate words thatwere mentioned by this Honourable Minister from
time to time but | hold that to be one of the occupationalhazardsthat heand | both are engagedin. In
any event, there has been no consideration by the department, aside | suppose from the kind of
consideration that has come up fromtime to timeintryingto resolve some of our parking problemsin
some of our areas. We get proposals for instance, | think | mentioned it the other day at the
committee, when | was being asked by some other member, you know, what kind of proposalsam |
getting in terms of the people, the private sector coming to me offering to build buildings for lease or
for other reasons, | think | indicated that there was a proposal much in this general way from
somebody suggesting that he would like to build a parkade or parking facility within this facility and
offering X-number of car spaces to provincial employees, whom then | assume, if it were to be
entered into as a commercial venture, would either be paying for their parking spots or indeed if it
was a negotiated partof the agreement, the government would continue paying for it. But | can only
recall it in that context that it may have been raised.

But in any event | think what’s the important thing to consider here, it would not be up to the
Department of Public Works or this Minister to unilaterally move in this direction without it being part
and parcel of the negotiations which | understand are currently under way with the MGEA.

MR. DOERN: So, the Minister is telling me at the moment there is no policy on the back burner to
charge civil servants for parking?. On the negative side, does the Minister have any plans to
discourage the use of private automobiles, or does the government have any plans to discourage the
use of automobiles and perhaps related to that, discourage the use of private automobile, on the
other hand encourage the use of public transit, and/or.

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, I’'m not aware of any particular changes in policy direction, at this
particular time. Thereis a great deal of discussion taking place within the department, asis noted by
the Task Force, asto the possible changes that may occur within the government fleet. The size of the
government fleethas come under some review and some question. The necessity of itbeingthatsize
or the availability or the possibility of re-examining some leasing arrangements for some aspects of
parts of the fleet. | am just throwing outthe number ofareasthat are currently under review. It may be
timely at this point to indicate to you that at the month end of March 31st, 1978, the provincial
government fleetstands at some 2,415 vehicles. Percentage of sub-compacts and compact sedans
versus all sedans is 34 percent. Well, | don’t know whether these other matters are germane to the
argument, but we have some in rough figures . .

MR. DOERN: Well, that was my next question, so perhaps you could give us the break down.
MR. ENNS: Well, we have in total some 1,327 sedans . . .
MR. DOERN: What is the percentage of that? Is there a percentage there?

MR. ENNS: We have in the area of total wagons, that's compact wagons, intermediate wagons anc
standard design wagons, along with four 9-passenger wagons, an additional 124 in the wagon fleet

MR. MINAKER: Could If the Minister could tell us how many of those have been returned unde
warranty because they didn’t work like the electric cars.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, do | have to put up with these snide comments from members of th:
committee while I'm trying to give serious information to the committee.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Let the Minister of Public Works carry on please.
MR. ENNS: Total vans list 518. Then we have in the area of half-ton and three-quarter ton pick-up
an additional 401. We have a total of 57 special vehicles which includes such things as a bus jeep,

one-ton truck, a two-ton truck, three-ton truck, four-wheel drive units, for a further total of 5
comprising of the grand total of 2,415 units.
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MR. DOERN: The last point that | would like to ask here, but | have many other comments to make
on the fleet and we won’t be able to complete anything there today, but what is the Minister’s
ntention in regard to the number of compacts and sub-compacts. He indicated about one-third of
‘he, | guess the sedans were compacts and sub-compacts, we tried to increase this, does he have any
joals in that regard?

VIR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, I'm advised that while there has been, you know, some difficulty in these
1nits there is no change of substance considered. The recognition that manufacturers, generally, of
‘he North American automobile are moving towards the smaller compact units. What we would have
'eferrgd to as a compact unit a few years ago now has become the standard unit in many instances
ust about.

We anticipate thatif wecarryon in much the same way with the fleetand thefleet replacement, that
ve would have much the same situation and the composure of the fleet would be much the same.

MR. DOERN: So you have no intention to increase the percentage of compacts?

VIR. ENNS: We are finding that in the purchasing of our standard units, we are getting perhaps
sloser to the compacts in that instance, intermediate and sub-compacts.

VIR. CHAIRMAN: The hour of 4:30 having arrived for Private Members’ Hour. Committee rise.

SUPPLY — EDUCATION

MR. CHAIRMAN: |would direct the honourable members to the gallery on my right where we have
34 pupils of Grade 9 standing from the Grant Park High School under the direction of Mr. Dooly. This
school is in the constituency ofthe Honourable Member for River Heights and also, — there’s alittle
sonfusion — but also the Member for Crescentwood who happens to be in the other committee room
chairing the other committee this afternoon.

| would ask the honourable members to please welcome these students.

| direct the honourable members to Page 28, Department of Education, Clause 6. University
Srants Commission. Clause 6.—pass — the Honourable Member for Burrows.

VIR. HANUSCHAK: No, | was just wondering, Mr. Chairman, whether the Honourable Minister had
soncluded his remarks during the 30 seconds or so that he spoke at the time that the committee broke
‘or lunch, or not.

VIR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

VIR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, | believe when we did recess for lunch, | had been speaking to the
yoint brought forward by the Member for Burrows in regard to the fee increase and | had pointed out
hat in our neighbouring province of Saskatchewan, they pay some $625 in tuition fees and in Arts
Sourse as opposed to $540 in the Province of Manitoba with the increase. | believe that type of
somparison, Mr. Chairman, points out the tremendous discrepancy that had existed in this province
ind had been allowed to exist over a considerable number of years. Of course, even with the increase
vhich at 20 percent is considerable in a year, we still are some $85.00 below that level that exists in
3askatchewan. If the Honourable Member for Burrows can then claim thatourfee structure, asit now
ixists, is exorbitant, out of the way, not comparable to other provinces, I'd be very interested in how
1e would justify that particular point.

He brings up several other costs that occur in our society and | certainly agreewith him thatthese
ncreases do happen. | don’t think that they are going to necessarily mean that anyone will have to
niss going to university because of that particular fact. It may produce some hardship for some
ndividuals; | certainly would be the first to admit that, however, there are many of us who | am sure
1ave enrolled at university and endured some financial hardship — at least we felt it was hardship at
hat time — in order to get the type of training and the type of education that we felt would be of value
o ourselves and to society in the future.

He mentions, of course, thatit is people at the bottom of the economic scale who will be most
iffected by this. | would suggest to him that it is perhaps the people at the bottom of the scale,
tudents in that particular category or who have parents in that category, who find it most easy to
wvail themselves of government bursaries and of government loans to help them along. Whereas
hose who are in the so-called “middle” of the economic scale are the ones who, in fact, if anyone
uffers under this type of circumstance, feel the pinch, because they are just over the borderline of
ligibility for these types of help. They have to scrimp and save and budget and perhaps priorize their
fe-styles in order that their children may attend university.

But | take exception, and | would question very seriously the point that the Member for Burrows
1aintains, that it is people at the bottom of the economic scale necessarily that are hurt by this type of
1crease. | maintain it's the people at the middle of the scale who, if anyone feels any great amount of
ardship, will certainly suffer in this way.
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MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Chairman, I'd be most happy to take the Honourable Minister into my
riding and spend all the time with him that would be necessary, take him into other ridings, take him
into the riding of the Honourable Member for Churchill, and have him attempt to persuade and
convince my constituents that the fee increase is going to hit harder the family of the middle income
level, rather than the one at the bottom level.

I must confess and admitto the Honourable Minister, Mr. Chairman, | don’t have that persuasive
power to convince my constituents of that; they wouldn’t believe me. If the Honourable Minister feels
that he has that skill and ability, | would welcome him to come into Burrows constituency atany time,
or to go into any constituency wherein there may be people living at the lower end of the social
economic scale, and persuade them and get them to believe thatthe fee increase isn't going to hurt
them at all but that it's going to hurt those more who estates may be liable to succession duties, who
are in a category that they make gifts that may be subject to tax, and that sort of thing. Thatit's the
people in that bracket who are being harder hit. My constituents, Mr. Chairman, | would tell the
Honourable Minister now, would not believe him. And I'm also certain, Mr. Chairman, that he would
have difficulty in getting his constituents to believe the statement that he had just made in the House.
He would have extreme difficulty; in fact, he would find it impossible.

He justshook his head in the negative, that he wouldn’t have any difficulty. | would like to meet
that individual in his constituency who does believe him that the fee increase is not going to hurt the
guy at the bottom end of the wage scale, but rather the one in the middle and in the upper brackets.

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, | can arrange such a meeting for the Member for Burrows, if he would
like to meet that type of an individual. And | maintain, again, that the opportunity for student aid and
student assistance is there for those at the lower end of thescaleand provision hasbeen made in the
student aid appropriation to deal with these increases, ifthereis increased need, and of course when
we get to that particular part of the Estimate appropriation, | think he will noticethat we have made
that provision and | still maintain — and he is entitled to his opinion, of course — that in fact it is not
the lower but perhaps the middle where the people are just above the level that qualifies for that type
of particular aid that do suffer under this type of circumstance.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Chairman, | agree that there is another Section in the Estimates where the
impact of tuition fees on students and in turn as it relates to Student Aid could be debated more
appropriately but | just simply would want to remind the Honourable Minister at this point in time that
he would find it extremely difficult to square the comment that he has just made with the fact that
quite recently, as it will affect Student Aid for the forthcoming academic year, he has increased the
entry level into Student Aid. In other words, the loan first, the bursary second point has been raised
from what it previously was by a few hundred dollars. How one squares that with the comments that
he has made, | certainly do find it difficult to understand. However, Mr. Chairman, let me not violate
the rules and, as I've indicated, there will be a more appropriate time to debate that point.

What | would wish to ask the Honourable Minister to comment on, and this is a matter which had
been of concern to the Conservative Party and to the Legislature in general in previous yearsand I'm
sure that it still is and it is to us on this side of the House and that is the Faculty of Education, the
enrolment in the Faculty of Education as it relates to the supply and demand of teachers. The
Honourable Minister may recall that over the years there was a feeling that there was an over-supply
of graduates and, as | recall it in previous years, thatthere may havebeenatemporary over-supply of
graduates at a snapshot point in time as of September 1st of a school year or whatever but over a
period of months, three or four months, most — in fact practically all who were seeking teaching
employment did manage to find their way into the classroom. Could the Honourable Minister
comment on the present state of affairs?

There is a class of graduates who have coleted their studies this year and who will be graduating,
receiving their diplomas officially in two or three weeks’ time and whatthe job prospects appeartobe
forthem for the forthcoming school year. Perhaps he may also want to comment and express any
views that he may have on any direction or advice or guidelines that he may wish to offer for dealing
with the level of enrolment in the Faculty of Education for the forthcoming year, what he may
consider to be a reasonable level or whatever.

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, as the Meer for Burrows well knows, and I’'m sure he has lived with
this particular problem in the last two or three years as school enrolment has been dropping, and it
has dropped some 2,000 students in the public school system this year from last year and |
understand there was a drop the year before. In fact, there has been, certainly, adownwardtrend and
thereis every indication that this will continue on for some seven or eight more years. Andofcourse
as this trend continues, then we are well aware that the number of teachers required will diminish as
well. | understand that last year there were some 200 teachers who did not find employment. That's
200-and-some, Mr. Chairman, | don’t have the exact figure with me at this time.

The disturbing aspect here, Mr. Chairman, is that | also understand that we had some 200-odd
number teachers come into the province from other provinces and other countries to fill positions
that apparently could not be filled with provincial people. That, of course, is explained in part by the
fact that we have had some difficulty and will have some difficulty as the previous government has
had, in persuading people that teaching in rural areas and teaching in the northern part of this
province can be a most satisfying experience. Forsomereason,we have notbeenable to break down

’
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a certain psychology that suggests that the only teaching opportunities that are worthwhile are
within the area bounded by the perimeter, or perhaps in a city the size of Brandon.

Of course, the Member for Burrows knows full well, as | do, that the chance and the opportunity
for a teacher to meet a new challenge and to live a very satisfying professional and private life in the
rural or northern areas is equally as good as in the urban areas. And | know that he has, I'msure, as|
will do, and as | do on every opportunity that | get the chance, urge the young people entering the
teaching profession to consider teaching in the rural areas-and the northern areas of this province.

In fact, in the northern areas, Mr. Chairman, there is an opportunity not only for the same
challenge as one finds in what we talk of as the typical rural area, but the challenge of becoming
acquainted with another culture and of increasing one’s understanding of that culture and at the
same time of doing something, | think, from a humanity point of view, that is very worthwhile.

Therewas atrendatonetime, Mr. Chairman, where university graduatesfeltthatthey hadtogoto
some foreign country to teach in ordertobehelping out cultures, and soon, perhaps notas fortunate
as we were. | would suggest that you don’t have to go quite that far, that there are parts of the northern
sector of our province where good teachers are always in demand, and where they will be welcome
and where they can certainly realize a very satisfying career. And so | would say to the Member for
3urrows that in some way, and | know the previous government was not completely successful in
overcoming the problem, perhaps we won't be, but | believe that it's a common assessment that we
share that if we are short of teachers in any spot, it is in some of the more remote rural areas and in the
jorth and that certainly we do have to promote in some way the movement of graduates in the
.eaching profession into these particular areas for some of the reasons that| havejust mentioned, of
sourse.

I understand that the Faculty of Education has been monitoring the situation as far as teacher
supply is concerned and | understand that they have, in the past and will continue to do so, will
sontinue to impose some type of quota asto the number of teachers that are entering the faculty. |
vould hope that that monitoring process will not result in us having too great an over-supply of
>eople in the teaching profession. Not, Mr. Chairman, that | would suggest that trainingas ateacher
s not worthwhile in itself, it's certainly a training that more or less supplies a person with certain skills
ind abilities that probably can be used in other areas as well asthe classroom but really for the full
‘ealization or fulfilment of the professional, | think theywould liketo get into the classroom area after
‘eceiving that training. So | would say to the Member for Burrows that pretty well the same type of
»olicy will be followed in the next year at least as has been followed in that particular area.

AR. HANUSCHAK: So here's another example, Mr. Chairman, that this government is not
renturing in any new direction in education as the Minister and his colleagues had stated on many
yrevious occasions.

The Honourable Minister did make reference to the Faculty of Education consideringimposinga
juota. —(Interjection)— | would like to ask the Honourable Minister what role does he play in the
letermination of the quota that he says has been imposed?

AR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, through you to the Member for Burrows, it's my understanding that
he university, in its discretion, has made some judgments as to the proper enrolments in the faculty
n past years and has followed rather closely those guidelines that they have set out.

AR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Pembina.

AR. ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. While we're on the discussion of the Universities
irants Commission, | thought members opposite might enjoy some comparisons, Mr. Chairman, of
uition fees and costs of education that | personally paid and experienced in the course of attending
he University of Manitoba. In 1964 when | enrolled in the Faculty of Agriculture atthe University of
Aanitoba, the tuition fee was some $375.00. In that first year of education, my total expenditures that
ear were $1,200 for the year of education, for the seven some-odd months | was in the University of
Aanitoua. The tuition fee represented that year some 31.2 percent of the total dollars that | expended
o attend university for that one year.

In 1968, tuition fee in Agriculture had risen to $400 per year; and in my final year of attendance at
e university my yearly costs were $1,800 per year. It had increased by 50 percent because in the last
ear | got the urge and | bought a set of wheels. So my costs were quite a bit higher because | was
riving a car. But still, even at that, the $400 in tuition fee represented some 22.2 percent of my yearly
osts of education.

Now I've just checked with the Faculty of Agriculture and their tuition fees for 1978-1979 — a
egree program at the Faculty of Agriculture, University of Manitoba — range from $575 per year to
630 per year, the variation depending on what particular course enrolment you have.

So if we strike out an average on that range of costs, it might cost you $600 per year, on an
verage, to attend the University of Manitoba Faculty of Agriculture, to take the degree course.

Now, in brief discussions on the costs that a student incurs in a total year of education at the
Iniversity of Manitoba, it seems like $3,000 might be a reasonable cost for a year’s education at the
Iniversity of Manitoba. So in the Faculty of Agriculture we've got asituationin 1978-79 with arecent
e increase of roughly $100 per year, we've got a situation where tuition fees will equal
pproximately 20 percent — and no more than 20 percent — of the student’s out-of-pocket cost of
ducation. That has decreased since 1964 and since 1968, so that the student today is in a better
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position than | was in 1964 through 1968, to finance his portion of tuition fees as a portion of his
education costs.

My costs of my education in 1968, when | graduated, totalled some $5,900, in total, for the four
years. Now, | considered that to be an investment in the future. It was something that | could carry
around with me and use as a job recommendation. And when | graduated | received a job with a pay ol
$575 per month, for a total of $6,900 per year, upon graduation in 1968.

Now | just checked with the Department of Agriculture — seeing as how | was an agricultural
graduate — and | find that a graduate from the Faculty of Agriculture, in 1978as compared to 1968, il
he lands a job as an Agrologist 2A, with the Provincial Government — and this is the wage rate thai
approximately 90 percent of the graduate students in Agriculture receive in 1978 — his pay will stari
gut at some $15,500.00. If he has a little bit of experience in summer-related jobs, his wage will be

16,100.00.

Now, we're talking, a student in 1978 spending approximately $12,000 in total, to obtain his
degree in Agriculture and being able to step into a job which will pay him $15,500 per year — | spoke
in 1968 of graduating after spending some $5,900 for four years of education and stepping into a jot
that would pay me $6,900 — if anything it's more encouraging today to go to university in terms of
upgrading your income compared to the costs of going to university than it was in 1968. So that |
think the fee justification of $100 is not a serious implication and not a serious barrier to anybody
going to university.

When | went to university the tuition fees were, as | mentioned, approximately $400 per year; and |
openly admit that my family was not a wealthy family at that point in time. They had to scratch anc
scrounge to come up with the money to put me through the university. My father took on customr
work on an unpleasant job of breaking scrub to pay my tuitionfeesfor the first year that | was in there
in 1964. But the whole purpose of doing it, of going to university — and | had options open to me; |
could have gone out of Grade 12 and taken a job; | could have taken the diploma course ir
Agriculture, two years; or | could have taken the degree course — and | chose the degree course ai
considerable expense because | considered it to be an investment in my future. It was an investmen
that | was willing to make and that | was willing to make sacrifices for, because when | graduated
Student Aid was not as liberal in terms of bursaries then for people who couldn’t afford to fully func
their university. | graduated in 1968 after spending $5,900 going to university, with a $2,000 Canadz
Student Loan that | had to repay. | considered that no hardship at the time because | was pleased tc
have the opportunity to go to the University of Manitoba, get a degree in Agriculture and use thaf
degree in Agriculture to better my future.

| think_the same situation exists today. The opportunity to everyone is available, to go tc
university. The increment of $80.00 or $100.00 in tuition fees, if it hampers anyone from going tc
university from the dollar and cents standpoint, then | suggest, Mr. Chairman, that they’re not very
serious about the benefits of going to university and they’re not very serious about going there
because it represents a smaller portion of the total year’s cost of the education today even at the
increased rates of tuition fees; and | don’t think it hampers anyone from going to university
particularly vis-a-vis changes in the Student Aid Program.

I have to think that anyone who is claiming foul and saying that we're now turning the universities
into the “Haven of the Rich” at the expense and at the effect of closing the door on the poor people ir
Manitoba, | have to say that they’re using the cheapest form of political sensationalism to ge
themselves a little bit of coverage in the newspapers, or whatever.

If anyone is serious about a university education and serious about upgrading his future by ¢
university education, $80.00 to $100.00 per year increase in tuition fee should provide little, if any
hampering to him obtaining that education.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for St. Johns.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Chairman, | listened with interest to this last contribution and the
reminiscence of times past. So | am reminded of my times past whicharea little more pastthanthato
the honourable member.

And you, Mr. Chairman, | remember hearing your maidenspeechwhen you were harking back tc
times past and really, | suppose, we can only reflect on how far we've gotten by looking back to where
we were. So I'll tell the honourable member. I'll give him a little bit of my autobiography.

I went to university. | was the son of alawyer, one expects the lawyers are doing very well, have
always done very well, rich kids. —(Interjection)— Did somebody say rich kids? Somebody said rict
kids, | didn’t hear who. —(Interjection)— Oh, yes, well that's true, Mr. Chairman. | lived two block:
away from where | live now. | suppose we were amongst the better-off on our street.

My father was a lawyer. | went to school, to university. | worked that summer for two bits an hour
And you know, Mr. Chairman, | was arich kid because | worked for a friend of the family and he wa:
paying me the minimum wage. | discovered later that others who were working beside me, doing
better work, were somehow not being paid the minimum wage, in spite of the laws at the time.

Sobeing arichkid,asthe Minister of Education says, and having pullwithmy employer, | got twc
bits an hour; $12.38 a week. After two months | had saved some money which really made me feel liki
a rich kid, when | discovered that my father was on the verge of losing our house and he asked me if
would pay the tuitionforthatyear out of my earnings —which | did — $125.00. | think that came abou
as a result of the McRae Scandal, because it was just about that time that it was discovered tha
university funds had been stolen by other rich parents, if not rich kids, and the university was in a bas
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state, so they raised tuition fees.

The point | am making is that even for me, the rich kid, it was rather difficult forthat paymenttobe
made, but | don't talk about me. | am talking about people whom the member describes who are
having difficulty putting themselves through. | remember how, well we all used to go by streetcar to
Jniversity, there was no thought of anybody having a car, or any other means of getting there, sowe
wvent by streetcar. Streetcars were much cheaper then than they are now, Mr. Chairman, especially in
he last month and | make the point about that, because —(Interjection)— Well, they were a nickel
2ach, anickel aride. We got 8tickets for aquarter and then they weretwo for 15centsas| recallit,and
f the honourable member wants to ask a question he should do it by standing up and asking a
Juestion.

Mr. Chairman, the point | am making is that | observed so many of my fellow students who used to
aring their sandwiches to the university for lunch and didn’t have a common room because the
Iniversity didn’t have a place for them to eat, and | would see them eating their sandwiches in the
ocker room, this was in the winter, and admiring them because they had the strength and the
‘ortitude and the desire, and they did, and they worked, they delivered groceries at night —they put
‘hemselves through — as compared with the majority of university students atthat time who did not
jave to sacrifice, who came from homes where the payment was automatic, who were able to
nanage very nicely. The result was that the small minority, and a very small minority, of students who
1hadtto fi%ht ;cheir way through the educational ladder, had to be the brightest and mostaggressive,
he toughest.

But, Mr. Chairman, it would be all right if all of them started the same way and they all had to be as
1ggressive and they all had to work as hard and they all had to be as bright, that’s fair game, then |
vould say by all means let them work, let them work like my father did. My father was earning, | think,
35.00 a month when he came to Canada and he was still sweeping the streets when he was going to
-aw School, but that is all right as long as everybody is in that position.

My complaint against this government and to some extent against our government, is that we
vere not able to equalize the opportunity of these students. Thatis the pointthatl wantto makeand
hat is the point | would make right through Education. The honourable member’s speech was so
jood, | would have to ask him why it is that he does not endorse a tuition fee, a user fee, at the high
ichool level. The argument is valid. He said he could have quit school atgrade twelve, he could have
juit at grade nine. —(Interjection)— Well, | say he could have quit at nine, he said he could have quit
it twelve. | say he could have quit at nine, and | know other students have quit at nine, and not only
ecause they couldn’t cut it, but in many cases because they had to go to work. So look atit in the
;ontext.

Now, the honourable member peculiarly enough compares his graduation year of 1968 with what
s being offered today to people graduating with the same qualifications. After eight years of NDP
sovernment he suddenly discovers that life is a lot better for students who graduate from the
iniversity. The fact is that in times of rising costs and rising expectations, we deliberately — the
>hairman of the Universities Grants Commission is here to tell his Minister — we deliberately wanted
uition fees kept at the lowest level possible, because we believed that there should not be a deterrent
o higher education. We said that we believed that the equality of opportunity is important. | am not
alking about equality of income at that level. | am talking about opportunity. You can’t convince me
hat people coming from wealthy homes don’t have a stride well ahead of those coming out of poorer
iomes, to take the benefit, the full advantage of higher education. We strove for that. | tell you frankly,
Ar. Chairman, | have said it in this House in years gone by. . . | don’t know how many students we
)ave at the university undergraduate level today, | am guessing — may | throw outa figure of 30,000.
—(Interjection)— Well, let’s cut back to 20,000. Let's assume that we have 20,000 students today. Mr.
>hairman, | would reduce 20,000 to 18,000, to 15,000, if concurrently | could remove the
lisadvantages that they would have amongst the 15,000, so that they would all have the equal
ipporunity to show their ability to learn. If by doing that, if we could cut out — and wecan’tdoitand
wur goverment wasn’tabletodoit, but | think the ideal would be to be able to cut out tuition fees and
osts and even to pay students to go to school providing thatthey are able to show their ability and
heir desire to learn and to improve their ability to fulfill their lives in society. We are doing thatto a
arge extent at the high school level,and | don’t take credit that the New Democratic Party introduced
2e-free public school costs. | haven’t heard the Minister of Education proposing to charge for public
chool. | don’t know why. not, it would be more consistent with the policy of his government if they

id, and the policy of the Honourable Member for Pembina. It would be much more consistent with
is philosophy. There, Mr. Chairman, is the important difference in philosophy. Clearly thatisaclear
istincition. It is no longer what can be done, but really what we believe ought to be done.

And again | havetosay | deplorethe factthatthereare members of the Conservative Party, many of
1em, who say, “We have to raise tuition fees because we have an economic mess.” That is not true.
‘hey want to raise tuition fees because they believe that somebody should be called upon to
ontribute to his education, and the Member for Pembina made it clear, and | accept his point of view,

only he wouldn’t hide behind this fiction of a mess and this fiction of financial incapacity. The
tember for Pembina hasn’t been here that long, but | can guarantee to him that he spoke about a
1ess. As a matter of fact it seems to me that in either the Budget Speech or the Throne Speech, he
ras the one who mentioned the figure 0f225 million more often than even the Minister of Finance. |
1ay be wrong —(Interjection)— Would the Honourable Member for Pembina agree that he did
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mention at least once the figure of a $225 million deficit?

MR. DOMINO: Different speech, different topic.

MR. CHERNIACK: Yes, different speech, differenttopic, and the Memberfor St. Matthews seemstc
be able to sit on many fences and to ride many go-carts in order to arrive at some argument. | woulc
tell the honourable memberthathe will find more consistency herewherewe don’t have to apologize
for making a different speech on a different topic and showing a different philosophy.

I am saying, and | don’t think it's wrong, that the concept of user fees is one which the
Conservative Party endorses, the concept of higher tuition fees is consistent with Conservative
philosophy, and | don't fault them for it. | disagree with them, | don’t fault them. As | said | fault therr
for finding other reaso to blame.

The unfortunate thing, Mr. Chairman, is that we often help finance graduation of students whc
leave the province and the country and that's an unfortunate thing. | would not yet be prepared tc
make education exclusively available to those who guarantee to stay here because that becomes ¢
form of coercion to force a person not to move but we have to deplore the fact that we train people
highly skilled people, professional people, and then they leave the province.

I must tell the Member forPembina, | wasatadinnerthe other night where it was a farewell dinne
for a person who had lived in Manitoba for some eight years who said, “You want to know why I'n
leaving Manitoba? It’s because of the Lyon government,” he said, “I'm leaving Manitoba.” He was :
New Democrat but clearly that's what he said.

So now, Mr. Chairman, | do mentionthefactthatweare losing studentsand | deplorethefacttha
an unnamed Cabinet Minister is quoted as having said to architects, “You'd better get out of here
you've had it too good.” The phrase “you've had it too good,” is a phrase that the Minister of Labou
has already accepted as being a correct one as it applies to society generally. She said that shu
agreed that Manitobans are spoiled. She made the cute distinction — at first she agreed with spoilet
rotten and then she said, “But he didn’t really say rotten.” So I'll only go as far as she was prepared t
go. She agreed that Manitobans are spoiled. Now we learn from today’s Free Press that a Cabine
Minister is quoted as telling the architects, “Well, you've had it too good and maybe you should ge
out of the province.” | deplore it. There was just a recent announcement that a cousin of mine i
leaving the province to teach and do research elsewhere and he has complained to me in the past tha
there’s not enough money available for research in his specialty.

A MEMBER: You'd better name him because he'sa . . .

MR. CHERNIACK: Dr. Rueben Cherniack who is a highly regarded respiratory physician whos
research is renowned all over and he’s leaving Manitoba and | think it's unfortunate. | will not blam
the Lyon government for that because | believe that it's unfortunate that the education which we hav
provided to him, largely paid for by the taxpayers of Manitoba, is being lost, the direct service is bein
lostto Manitoba but that’s not the case in that people of that calibre, /8 /o, working wherever they
work for the betterment of humanity and we in Manitoba will benefit from it.

But just to brush aside as the Member for Pembina does and describewhathe paid in tuition fee
is to be out of concert with the fact that there has been tremendous strides in this province towards
reduction of cost of education and the thing is, he says, “Where will you find itcheaper?” Well, as hi
colleague from St. Matthews said, “Where will he find it cheaper?” Thethingis, they don’t really loo
alike that much but they’re the only ones in the backbench so if | confuse one for the other it shoul
be . understandable that they’re both chirping side by side.

Mr. Chairman, | just point out to the member— | don’t even disagree with his statement of facts —
point out that we have a difference in policy and philosophic approach as to the availability ¢
education and the extent to which it is beneficial for the people of Manitoba to assist others to obtai
the highest possible educational standard to which they are capable of accepting and that, to me,
the only real criteria. Do you want to learn; do you have the ability to learn; then we should make
possible for you to learn and remove financial obstacles. That’sreally all thatit’'s about, and | say th:
that’s the difference. The Member for Pembina seems to feel thatif you put in a financial obstacle,
will make them work harder. Well, it willmakethose who don’t have it work harder but it will not affe
those who maybe shouldn’t be at the university at all. Maybe we have people who should not be at tt
university but are there because they are coasting along because they can do that with ease ar
equanimity and for them it's good. | wouldn't like to see a continuation of that sharp differenti
between those to whom educational costs come easy and those to whom it comes more difficu
especially as is recently imposed on them by the increase in tuition fees.

MR. CHAIRMAN: | would like to draw the honourable members’ attention to the gallery on my rig
where we have 40 students from the Glenboro High School of Grade 9, 10 and 11 standing under tt
directorship of Mrs. R. Christie. This school islocated in the constituency of the Honourable Memb
for Souris-Killarney. | would ask the honourable members to welcome this group.

The Honourable Member for St. Matthews.

MR. LEN DOMINO: Mr. Chairman, | don't interject into the Estimates procedure very often. I"

been listening and | think the Minister of Education has beendoinganexcellentjobofexplaining r
Estimates, explaining the government'’s position. | think he’s done a good job. But the Member for ¢
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Johns has made certain points and he mentioned myself by name, or at least my constituency, and |
think that | should say something.

He mentioned other speeches at other times made in this House and | recall several of the
speeches made by other members across, vicious attacks on the government’s attitude towards the
poor and those in our society of lowincome andthose who don'thaveas much asmaybe the average
citizen. There have been many attacks made, suggestions, that this government, all of its initiatives
have been toward removing privileges and funding and services from the poorand giving them to the
middle and upper classes. The Member for St. Johns mentioned the upper and middle-income
oeople were $25,000 ayear and over. | think thatwas his definition a couple ofdaysago. Well, | would
suggestthatthisis. . . And the reason he cameto his feet and other members, andthereasonwe’re
1aving this debate right here, right now, is because they want desperately to cover up an
nconsistency in theirargument. The tuition fee raise does not hurt the poor in this province, does not
1urt the low-income people. | don’t think it does. The Member for Inkster says, “It certainly does.” |
Jon’t think it does. | would suggest to you that the tuition fee increase of about $90 a year will not
liscourage any students from going to university and, moreimportant yet, it will not in any way affect
‘he level of family income of the average student. The family income of the average student already is
nigh. It’s certainly not a poverty level type of person that goes to university. There are very few
>eople.

I taught High Schoolat Gordon Bell for almost four years. Mostof the students who go to Gordon
3ell, except for those maybe who come from the Gates, their family incomes would be less than the
average for the Province of Manitoba. It's acorearea high school and the students are poor. Very few
>f our students went on to university but yet you talk about the kids from Grant Park or any other
suburban type high school, a large majority of those children go on to university. So when you're
1sking students and families of students to pay a little more, you’re not in general asking the poor to
»ay more because the poor don't get to university. —(Interjection)— Okay, bear with me. You're
ﬁking, in this case the government is asking those who can afford to pay a little more, we’re asking

em to pay.

Now, | would suggest if you were to do away with university fees, tuition fees altogether, you would
still notalterthat mix. You would still find basically upper and middle income childrenwentthere. —
Interjection)— So if we're going to discuss ways of getting — and | think it'san admirable pursuit —
hat we should find ways of getting the low income children, the disadvantaged children — first we
1ave to get them through Junior High and through High School because most of them don’t finish,
ind then getthem on to university, let's take it completely out of this context of tuition fees, because
uition fees have nothing to do with it. If tuition fees were $500.00 a year for a course, or nothing, it still
vouldn't make any difference to most of my constituents, whodon’t send their children to university.

The reason they don’t send their children to university is because the children don’t have a desire
0 go; and the reason they don’t have a desire is because of a very deep rooted economic and social
ondition.

Now, I've been looking at a report prepared by a Jack Lamb. It’s called , “The Path Analysis of
Jarriers to Post-Secondary Education.” It's a summary actually of amuch larger report. | read it over
n lunch hours. It was prepared in March of 1978. It's a project for the Post-Secondary Research
leference Committee of the Province of Manitoba and it goes on and on. However, it's a provincial
jovernment report. They talkaboutwhich sortof students go. They talkaboutthe factthatit’smiddle
ind upper income students, students whose parents have already gone in the past, notstudents of
he working poor, not the parents of the working poor. The working poor, their childrendon’tgo. And
hey talk in their conclusion, this gentlemen suggested ways in which we can encourage more of the
voor children to go to school. He doesn’t mention tuition fees. He doesn't talk about tuition fees. He
alks about things like better or more effective guidance counselling, changing the sub-culture
mong students which encourages them to take advantage of the immediate benefits of getting ajob
ather than postponing the benefits and going on to university.

He talks about making sure the schools offer better knowledge and skills to the students when
hey’re in school. He talks about changing the values so that they can place more emphasis on
ducation and less emphasis on going out and working for the minimum wage, or just above it, as
oon as they get out of school.

| think generally the point made across by two speakers now was that the tuition fee hike
omehow hurt the poor. It doesn’'t. The tuition fee hike asks the wealthy to pay a little more. It’s
specially true when you consider that the Minister of Education and the government increased the
mount of money available to students, on the basis of need, in terms of loans and bursaries.

If you've got a child coming from a poor home, there is more money available in terms of loans
nd bursaries this year than ever before. So let’s take them out of the argument. Let's talk about who
te’re asking to pay more.

We're asking the middle and upper income children to pay more. That's who we're asking, and |
on't think there’s anything wrong with asking them to pay that. —(Interjection)—

IR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for St. Johns.

IR. CHERNIACK: Mr.Chairman, | wish | had the power to take the Member for St. Matthews and
1e Member for Pembina, and lock them into aroomand force them to talk aboutthosetwodivergent
hilosophies that | think | heard from them. | think that they ought to get together.

Mr. Chairman, the Member for St. Matthews made a better speech than | made, along the same
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lines that | was trying to make. Mr. Chairman, the Member for St. Matthews pointed out all the
obstacles there are in the way of people from the lower income groups to be able to go to university.
He pointed them out and he may recall that | said that | would like not only to remove the financial
barrier of tuition fees, | would be prepared to pay students who showed ability and desire to go to
school. | said to pay them, and that is part of the economic problem.

He spoke about the socioeconomic problems, and | wish he would realize that’s what we're
talking about all the time we're in this Legislature. That is the real reason why there are two parties in
this Legislature, because we disagree on how you approach the problem of dealing with the
socioeconomic problems of people who are in need, mostly.

But the honourable member is the one who is going to vote — I don’t think he’'syet spokenonit—
but he’'s going to vote in favour of reducing income taxation which affects the highest level of the
greatest; those whom he wants to contribute a little more to the universities because they’re wealthy
he said. Let them pay a little more, $90.00 more, meanwhile he is going to voteto remove — | think it’s
about $500.00 from a $25,000 a year person — in income tax. He is going to do that. | know he’s going
to do it. He doesn’t dare not do it.

He is going to see to it that the wealthy have a reduction in taxation and then he says, “Well, it’s
mostly the wealthy who are going to university anyway, so let them pay a little more, $90.00 more,” sc
that means that per student going to university who will pay $90.00 extra, per individual earning
substantial income, they are being reduced — we debated that this morning — they’re being reducec
$400.00 or $500.00 and meanwhile we know that the $10,000 a year person is going to be reducec
$13.00 a year. His kids will have to pay $90.00 or $100.00 more if they’re in university, per child, but h¢
is going to save $13.00.

The point is that the Member for St. Matthews is right. It's most unlikely that a person earning
$10,000 a year will have a student in university. It's a little more unlikely if the tuition fee is just a littl
bit more because there are people to whom the tuition fee has been meaningful — and I think th
Member for Pembina described that his father had to go out and do an unpleasant moonlighting jol
in orderto find the additional fees necessary to pay his tuition fees — and thatmeansthathe made:
substantial increase and a substantial sacrifice to help his son do it. And the Member for St. Matthew:
reading a book pompously tells us, tuition fees mean nothing. Well, if they mean nothing they ough
to go to the university.

Mr. Chairman, | invite them both to go to the university, sitaround the common room and talk to th
students. —(Interjection)— He just left he was there this afternoon and talking to them? -
(Interjection)— Oh, you mean as astudent? That’s correct, Mr. Chairman. The member was a studen
at the university much more recently than | was. | told him that when | went to the university, th:
tuition feeswereraised to $125 a year, not by $125, butto $125, actually by $125, and that hurt, it hui
a lot of people. So let him not say that because heis so much younger than | and gone to universit
more recently that he knows the problems that are going on among students. | suggest he go toda
and find out what they think about this Minister’s increase in their tuition fees and if this Ministe
wants to absolve himself from any blame, then let him say so because the blame lies on his shoulder
and not on his government.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Inkster.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Chairman, | listened to what the Member for St. Matthews said and | reca
participating in this debate previously with respect to the cost of higher education and how it shoul
be paid for, and | will readily concede, Mr. Chairman, that there have been arguments within th
parties on this question and that nobody has had a clear cut position with respect to it. And th
Minister of Education points out that the Saskatchewan government increased tuition fees fc
attendance at university, and this is done by a government of the New Democratic Party. May | sa:
Mr. Chairman, that | sometimes agree with what the Government of Saskatchewan does, | sometime
disagree, but | certainly wholeheartedly disagree with what has been done in Saskatchewan — I don
think it's right in Saskatchewan and | don't think it's right to the Province of Manitoba. And th
Conservative Party inthis Chamberhasindicated that they don't agreewitheverything thatisdonei
Ontario even though it's a Tory Government, or what's done in Alberta.

The point that is most often raised, Mr. Chairman, is that the tuition fee does not deter universit
attendance. | want the Conservatives to digest that thought. They say thata five or six hundred doll;
tuition fee would not deter even the lowest income group people to be able to pay for highi
education, and it would not prevent those people fromacquiring the money and going to university
| This is the same party that says that a $500 reduction in revenue on a business from $20,000 -
$19,500 is of such consequence as would mean that that business would discontinue operatio
would take its assets and leave the Province of Manitoba, because $500 — not a fee — but a $5(
difference in revenue. That instead of making $20,000 they are going to make $19,500. Mark you, N
Chairman, that is what they have been saying ever since we came into this Legislative Assemb
during the first session, and they say, Mr. Chairman, out of the same mouth, although itis two-faced
is coming out of the same mouth, that a lower income group family would not be deterred fro
having their child attend university because of a tuition fee of $500.00.

Well, Mr. Chairman, honourable members will all relate personal experiences. The Member 1
Pembina says that his father made all kinds of sacrifices and did all kinds of difficult things in order
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make it feasible for his son to attend university. Is the honourable member suggesting that all the
people in the Province of Manitoba have equal capacity to make sacrifices, because | suggestto him
that it is not so, and that what he is depending upon for a lower income group family to go to
university, is that the father will be an extraordinary person who will sacrifice his time and his hours to
make it possible for that son. And, Mr. Chairman, | don’'t see anything wrong with that — don’t
misunderstand me. | don't think that that's a bad thing, but why should it be so, why should
opportunities be so unequal, because none of the parents in the upper income groups, who come
from the “Gates” and send their children to Gordon Bell — not all of the parentshaveto dothat, they
don’t have to make that uncommon sacrifice. And if we are saying that education of lower income
groups will be based on uncommon sacrifice, does that not indicate to the honourable member that
we are discriminating against low income groups with regard to our post-secondary education, and,
Mr. Chairman, I'm not referring to the increase, I'm referring to the notion that individual
responsibility for post-secondary education on a 15 percent basis is a sensible program.

What is the result of the existing program? The Member for St. Matthews indicated the results. That
by and large, the people who acquire post-secondary education at the academic level, and now we
have a great discrimination at the industrial level, it's horrendous, it's more of a crime against society
to raise the industrial schools from $7 a month to $21 a month, that is a greater crime than the
increase in tuition fees. It is a horrendous thing to do, and this, Mr. Chairman, is the fatthat is being
cut by the Conservative Party — another definition of fat — permitting people to make themselves
sociably useful in our society by going to an industrial post-secondary school, and charging them a
user fee, that's to eliminate fat. So now we have now the list of fat that's being cut by this Conservative
administration: sheets in hospitals, meals at nursing homes, toilet paper in toilets, lifeguards. . .this
is the fat that's being eliminated by the Conservative Party.

Well, Mr. Chairman, the fact is that no matter what we have done, what we have demonstrated is
that our present system subsidizes the very well-to-do, that by and large the people who get a post-
secondary education are the well-to-do, that we are paying 85 percent of it — they are paying 15
percent of it. And what we have done, Mr. Chairman, is said that we will cause the general society,
including the poor, to pay for the education of the rich. Thatis the present system. We have made the
tuition fee high enough that it doesn’t deterthe rich, so they will get the subsidy, but it doesn’tinclude
the poor who will then have to go to work and pay taxes to payfortherich kidstogotoschool. That's
what we've been doing in the area of higher education.

Well, Mr. Chairman, if the honourable members, the Conservatives, really believethatwe should not
be subsidizing these rich people, | give them one of two propositions for the principles of
Conservatism which they spout over there: let them pay the tuition fee, the cost of education — pay
their user fee, they're rich kids, — the fee for attending university, if $500 is 10 percent or 15 percent,
then the fee is obviously in the nature of $4,000.00. Right? Is my calculation correct? Letthem pay the
$4,000.00. Do it your way and then have a needs test for those who need, who are poor, and who can
go. That’s not my way, that's your way, but that’s in principle your way, and then we will not be asking
the poorest taxpayer to subsidize rich kids. You will do it onthe basis of your Medicare program, that
the individual who can afford it will pay $4,000 and the poor kids going out and working for a living
w~hen they leave high school, will not subsidize their former friends whom theywentto school with to
Jo to university.

Those who want to go to university, and who want to make the extra supreme effort, will go and
apply for a needs test, and the government will ask them to close their eyes and cross their heart and
spit and show that they have nothing in their pockets and that their parents have nothing and that
they have received no gifts, and then they will get a needs test. That is the Conservative way.

Or, Mr. Chairman, do it in a different way, and I'm noteven able to say, the New Democratic Party
~vay, but in a different way which | have proposed in this House between 1966 and 1969, which | say
~vithout any difficulty because it was done publicly, it was part of regular discussions and public
discussions with the New Democratic Party, do it this way. Say that the provision of a higher
aducation, a post-secondary education, is to the benefit of society, that society will accept social
"esponsibility for it in the same way as we accept social responsibility for secondary education. And,
)y the way, the honourable members want to look at the statistics, universal, elementary and
secondary education have resulted in all income groups being better educated to the benefit of all of
18, as distinct from the system when private people and education was a matter of private individual
‘esponsibility and they paid for it themselves.

The honourable member says, “Get them to go to Grade 10 and 11, and not drop out.” Yes, Mr.
Shairman, if there was a future in it for them, and if, in a lower income family they did not, as of
sultural and economic inertia say that higher education is really not going to be part of us, therefore
vhat’s the use of going to the secondary school, if they really saw that there was a future for it and that
vigher education was not the province of the upper income groups, then | suggest to you that they
vould go to high school, that they would know that the higher education is going to be tested on the
»asis of capability. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is an ineptitude. That is a very difficult process. It
nvolves some arbitrary decisions, it involves some error, it involves some disappointment, but it's
jone at the medical school, it is done at the law school, and however arbitrary, however itis prone to
irror, it is not prone to the savage error that is committed by the existing system which causes a
vhole group in our population to consider the fact that post-secondary education is not for them, it is
in activity which belongs to the upper middle class groups in society because that's whatitis. Those
ire the great majority of people who go to university.

Now, you will always find the exception and the exception will always be thrown at you. Well, this
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poor family — his child went to university and became a doctor, that's true. You know, your best
examples are from personal experience because you know them best. | was from a family of six, two
of them went to university —my eldestsister, and she only went because she won scholarships every
time, and myself — and the rest of us did not go and it had to do with the tuition fee, with the money
that it was necessary to have to go to university and, Mr. Chairman, | tell you that that is not only my
own personal family experience, that is the experience of most of the children that | grew up with,
most of the children. They just did not have, and at that time it was $180 to lay out. One of the things
was fees and the other thing which was just asimportant is that they were expected attheageof 18
years to start bringing some money into the family or to share the burden. But the fee was part of it
and the other feature of it came from what the Member for St. Matthews is talking about.

A MEMBER: What about student aid?

Mr. Chairman, | believe that the concept of student aid and the concept of thatl am so poor that |
have to come to a government to help me, to get those nice Conservatives to put me through school,
is the most degrading system of all. Andyou know, I've givenyouthat system, if you'regoingtogo to
the student aid system, then ask those people who can afford it to pay for it, charge them $4,000 and
use the student aid to help those people who you think you want to get to declaretocome in and say
that they are not self-sustaining, that they are poor, that they need charity, and send them to school.
That's the Conservative system.

My system, Mr. Chairman, the one that | propose, is that we make society generally responsible
for post-secondary education. Thatwe say thatthatis something thatwegain from, and the Member
for St. Johns has gone somewhat further, but | think that in many cases it is valuable, that if | could
somehow be assured that the people that are given a post-secondary education will contribute what
they have learned to society, then there should be a way of sustaining them while they are going to
school.

But let’s not move ten jumps at a time, let us say that first of all you're going to make it available to
those who show the aptitude and the need, and, Mr. Chairman, | want to do thisand | want to do it with
restraint. | want to save the Minister money, save him money by eliminating tuition fees. Is that so
difficult? It's not difficult at all, Mr. Chairman. How much are you spending for post-secondary
education? What is the figure? Ninety million dollars? Spend eighty-five. There’s your saving. But for
those eight-five, say how many students that you can take, which faculties you can take them in and
takethe top students that youcangetforthose faculties and send them to university, butdon’'thavea
tuition fee — don’t have a tuition fee. Say that the top people who have made themselves acceptable
to the faculty, and, Mr. Chairman, the interesting thing is that the screams that you will get are the
screams from the rich. Isn’t that interesting? They will say, there were one hundred places; | am a
hundred and one on the list — | want you to open the educational system so | can get in — stop
spending eight-five, start spending ninety. Those are the people who will scream, because those are
the people who are presently getting huge subsidies, 85 percent of the costs that are being spent.

Now, Mr. Chairman, | heard somebody else say, “Don’t you believe in the work ethic? Don'’t you
believe that people should work for their education like you did?” | get that from the Member for
Sturgeon Creek. Well, you know, | find the Conservative Party becoming more radical every day. Dc
you really believe in that? Do you want a work ethic as a standard of university education? The
Member for Peina is saying yes. Fine, letus have a standard on the people who will be selected, or the
people who are paying their tuition, that they have to show that they went out and worked, not for
their father or mother, an independent source, and thatthe money they are giving to the school was
made as a result of the exercise of the work ethic, that they got a job and that's where the money is
coming to go to school. If that's what you believe, Mr. Chairman, let us require a sweat certificate
when you are applying for a university education. In accordance with your principles, that the
certificate that | am presenting is going to show that | independently earned $650, which is going tc
pay for my education, that | am not coming here through the grace of having been born with a silvel
spoon in my mouth, that I've gone out and worked, because you believe in that.

But, Mr. Chairman, they don’t believe in it. They don’t believe in either saving money, which | have
offered them a way of doing very simply; they don’t believe that people with the bestaptitude shoulc
go to university, because | have offered them the same proposal; they don’t believe that people
should work to acquire their post-secondary education; they don’t believe that those who can afforc
it should pay for it, because all of those propositions are quite contrary to what the Minister is doing

What they believe in is as follows : Let's keep our class society; let’s keep university education the
province of the upper middle class of our population. Let’s have a tuition fee that’s high enough tc
keep the educational system pure, and which will make itvery difficult for the others to get in because
if it's a deterrent to a business to get $19,500 instead of $20,000, and we believe that, we
Conservatives believe that, we have said it a hundred times, ad infinitum, then we Conservatives mus
believe that $500 will be a deterrentforthe family ofayoung personinthelowerincome group who it
not getting $20,000 or $19,500 instead of $20,000, but who is earning a total of $10,000 to look after
family, which many people are on, that that will be a deterrent, and we will have the best of bott
worlds. Our children will be subsidized by the State, and everybody will pay for it but not have i
available to them.

That's the system that you are employing and it’s not the system that you have to employ. And tha
is the system that is employed by every jurisdiction and if you want to include Saskatchewan, g¢
ahead and include it, that deals with this situation. But it's not the situation all over. There are man'
jurisdictions in the world that recognize that post-secondary education is a social rather than ai
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individual responsibility, that the society generally gains fromit, that society generally should pay for
it, and that when the people go out of the post-secondary system and enter the productive fields, then
generally they will be paying for their education as a result of the higher incomes that they will be
making as a result of the preferred position that they will have by virtue of that post-secondary
education.

So there you have it, Mr. Chairman. I've offered youabold Conservative scheme, ithaseverything,
it has restraint, it has user pay, ithasthe work ethic, and ithaswhat you love best of all —the needs
tests — because you just love to be charitable to those people who will come on their hands and
knees and grovel and say to you, “We haven't made it and we need your help.” And, Mr. Chairman, |
know from experience and direct association, there is nothing more degrading than putting a person
through those kinds of needs tests wit the possible exception of the degradation that it causes
amongst those who are being appealed to and love to think of the luxury of giving charity. There'’s
nothing more degrading than receiving charity than the sanctimonious superiority that it creates
amongst the people who are giving charity. And we say that it should be neither. We're not talking
about charity, we're talking about creating a useful society, we're talking about making it possible for
people to make a contribution to that society by post-secondary education. Now if you want to do it
your way, do it with a userfee and a needs test. If youwanttodoitinthewaythatl am suggesting,do
itby educating tothe extentofyourfinancial capacity and I'll letyou setthefigure, because don’t call
me a spender — | would spend less than you are spending, less, not more — you set the figure, and
have education socially provided for on thebasisthatit will be made available tothose whon it will do
the most good and who will thereby do the mostgood with it for the future benefit of our social and
aconomic well-being.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. ADAM: Mr. Chairman, | seek your guidance on a point of privilege. | asked the Minister a
juestion yesterday. He undertook to bring the answer today. | thank the Minister for sending me a
'ypewritten answer, however, the answer does not apply whatsoever to my questionand | wonder if |
~vould be able to perhaps — we don’t have Hansard before us — but | wonder if | could give the
Vinister the question that | gave him yesterday.

VIR. CHAIRMAN: Could | ask the Honourable Member for Ste. Rose if his question could be placed
1gain under Item 1. (a)?

VIR. ADAM: My question was 1.(e), on the Keewatin. . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: | realize, but the honourable member has another chance to ask the question
inder 1.(a) Minister’s Salary, if he would bide his time for that point.

VR. ADAM: Mr. Chairman, I'm not sure whether the Minister would be able to provide me with the
inswer in that short period of time, that's why. . .

AR. CHAIRMAN: We won't be till 1.(a) for a while, | don’'t imagine. Would the Honourable Minister
;arry on? The Honourable Minister.

AR. COSENS: We can come back to that particular item if the Member for Ste. Rose feels that the
nformation he requested has not been adequately provided. | think that the explanation that
iccompanies the information should clarify that particular situation. There is some matter of
ronfidentiality involved in the material that he requests and | believe the explanation accompanying
he material | supplied explains that, and does provide an opportunity for him to receive the
nformation from another Minister. If that is not satisfactory then perhaps he will come back to this
opic under 1.(a).

AR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Pembina.

AR. ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In the course of discussion, the Member for St. Johns
rroughtup quite an interesting concept in that he would like to have post-secondary education free
f charge and even pay the students to go to university. | think that's an interesting concept because |
1ink there’s quite a few children of wealthy families who would meet his criteria of standards to go to
iniversity who would very much enjoy having their university paid for and, as a matter of fact,
eceiving an income whilst going to university. | think that concept would be probably quite
cceptable by a lot of people, especially people who can afford right now to go to university, the
rospect of getting paid to go would be attractive.

1R. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.
AR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, | have been listening with some interest to the different comments
1at have been made by the members on both sides on this topic. | think it is rather interesting the

ivergent philosophies and schemes that have been proposed by members on particularly the other
ide. | would like to make a few comments in connection with what has been said because | don’t
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think too much of what we have heard today is new. These particular concepts have been with us fo
some time and have been considered in many different countries of the world and some hawv
adopted one, and some have adopted others. In our particular democracy, in our particular country
the idea of an elitist system such as the Member for St. Johns suggests, where the state selects thos:
who will go to university, some omnipotent board of government officials decides that this boy wi
become a doctor because of his marks and so on, and then the state will pay the full amount for tha
individual and this system will be what will provide the best educational system with the stat
deciding who will go and that will take care of all of the problems we have and the different economi
levels. That of course is one option and certainly we do have a bloc of countries in the world the
follow that system. But it is hardly consistent, Mr. Chairman, with the idea of freedom of opportunit
that we hold with in our country.

| can’t accept, and regardless of the impassioned arguments that | have heard from the Membe
for Inkster, | have known many people whom he would certainly classify as being economicall
destitute and so on, who have struggled and who have made that trip to university. | would sugges'
and perhaps it is a wrong rule of thumb to use, that quite often those who sacrifice the mostto get a
education, appreciate it the most and as a result have become more productive in our society. Ther
are perhaps many examples of that very rule of thumb sitting in this House on both sides of th
House, | would suggest. Those who sacrifice very little, quite often, as a result, do not quit
appreciate the opportunity and | think | would agree with some of the members opposite when the
put forward that idea.

Let me also say, Mr. Chairman, the idea that university should be free has all sorts of implication
with it, not only financial to the average individual but to universities themselves. Because assoona
the state begins to finance the total costs at university, then in fact the state says what will happe
there and what courses will be taught, and they dictate exactly what happens in that particule
institution. If we want to talk about academic freedom and autonomy, then, Mr. Chairman, we ca
forget about those concepts because theydisappear underthat particular system. Theyhappentob
concepts, Mr. Chairman, that in our society we still feel are valued and it is something that w
certainly will not attempt in any way to remove.

However, | would suggest that thatis the path that you would go if you wish to subscribe to a stat
education . Of course, a majority of people, | am sure, in this province subscribe to the idea the
although the citizens of the province are paying some 90 percent of educational costs at th
university, the idea certainly endures and I'm sure among a majority of people, is approved, that
students have to pay some portion of that cost, that they will feel that then they are making som
contribution to their education directly and as a result, feeling that they are a part of that and havin
made a contribution, will derive more from it.

The Member for Inkster has said that nothing is free. | think that is a concept that the fee schedul
implies and carries with it because if you went to university without paying that fee, thenyou migt
have the idea, well, this is free and really | have no investment in it, what do | havetobe concerne
about? | have paid nothing to be here, so it's a free ride and as a result, | have no commitment. ell,
happen to disagree with that, Mr. Chairman.

| also found it was rather interesting that the Member for St. Johns, speaking of some isolate
case, about someone leaving Manitoba and | don’'t know whether it was a student or a professor, th
of course happens every once in awhile, and by the same token, we have people from other province
coming here, but | wondered if it was a student, which way he was going. If he goes to the west 1
Saskatchewan he’ll pay $625.00 in fees, and if he goes to the east to Ontario, he'll pay somewhere u
to $700.00 at most of their universities. So | was a little puzzled as to which way this particular perso
might be heading, Mr. Chairman, but nevertheless | think it's interesting that he was heading one «
these directions and there can be good reason for that as well. We've always had people who hay
had reason to study at universities outside of the province, perhaps because of the particular faculi
or the particular academic interest that they had and that'snotsomethingthatl| criticize, | think thei
is certainly some logic in some cases to that.

| was interested in the comment on research. I’'m not sure just how much money is enough f¢
research, perhaps there is never enough. | know that there was some $14 million that went into tt
total research of the university last year. | have no reason to believe that that would be less thisyea
of course, that is not all government money by any stretch of the imagination. A great deal of th
comes from private sources. But | know that in some areas and particularly in the health area, | thir
we could be doing more in research. | think governments perhaps have been lax in that area ar
should have been putting a great deal more money into research in healthtotrytoovercome some:
the diseases that certainly are taking their toll on our citizenry. And of course we can look at countri¢
that are spending millions in rocketry and space travel and at the same time have not solved tt
problem of cancer or some of the otherdiseases thatas | mentionedtakesuch a toll on our humanit
Atthe same time | would suggest thatwe should be doing more in this area. All governments shou
be doing more and | don't think that | would get any argument from members opposite in that wa

| have also some concern when | hear members opposite saying that perhaps weshould take on
the top people and send them to university. Only those who show the they have the highe
intelligence. This elitist approach again bothers me a bit because quite often | think we have four
that some of the people who with the highest promise have gone on to university and perhaps aft
graduating have not made the greatest contribution to society. Whereas others, who might not me
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the criteria of this elitist approach would never have that opportunity to go, and | would suggest to
mnembers opposite and members of this House that there have been rather outstanding contributions
made by people who, at the time thatthey graduated from high school, perhaps not having reached a
sertain level of maturity or perhaps for a number of other factors, did not show that outstanding
Jromise at that particular time, but in fact in later years that developed and they made outstanding
sontributions to their society.

And that is one of the real dangers | would suggest to members opposite of that particular elitist
approach. Let’s skim off what we consider the academic cream of the crop, forgetabout the rest, and
‘hen we will solve all of the problems, and | suggest that is not a solution. —(Interjection)— The
Viember for Inkster is asking how they do it at the medical school today? They have entrance
axaminations | understand, and | understand and they possibly are picking the top."’And | suppose if
‘hatis the way the memberwishesto define thattype of elitism he may, butam suggestingthatin the
yroad entrance requirements to university, that that particular approach not be used, because
averyone has that opportunity to apply to medical school, and everyone has that opportunity to apply
0 get into law school, whereas the system that the Honourable Member for Inkster has been
ar;e,pcf).us;ngl would not even give them the opportunity to apply because they’d never be at university in

e first place.

VIR. GREEN: Mr. Chairman, lest there be any misunderstanding, on a matter of privilege, | am
villing to give everybody the opportunity to apply.

VIR. COSENS: | certainly apologize to the Member for Inkster because | had the impression,
yerhaps it was the Member for St. Johns then, that he would pick those who were judged most able
ind they would be the ones who would have the opportunity of attending university.

Let me also suggest, Mr. Chairman, if we can just return to the fees for a minute, that the amount
»f money that is derived from the fees this year will amount to some 2.1 percent of the total budget
ind that, along with the 3 percent, the universities, will total some 5.1 percent. Now, | would wonder,
Ar. Chairman, if members opposite consider that that is an inadequate amount of funding for the
Iniversities to operate on in this coming year.?

VIR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for St. Johns.

AR. CHERNIACK: | am afraid the Minister for Education has justlostsome marks in my marking.
Ar. Chairman, firstly, | don't know where he interpreted anything | said which had to dowith some
itudent leaving Manitoba to go to school elsewhere. | haven’t the slightest idea of what | could have
;aid that would have given him that idea. | did suggest that many people are leaving the province
yecause of the lack of opportunity. | meant opportunity to earn a living. | really referred specifically to
he architects who are being referred to in today’s Free Press as having learned from Cabinet
dinisters that they’ve had it too good and would be better off to leave, that’s what | referred to. | also
eferred to a cousin of mine whom | did not want to use as a debating point out of respect for him, and
vhom I don’t because | feelthat his capacity is so greatthatitbelongsinafieldwherethereis greater
ypportunity for him to do his research work.

| don’t know whether the Minister was defensive about research or not. | don’t see how one could
xxpect that the province of Manitoba, with one million people, should be able to provide research
vork to the extent — he talked about finding the cure for cancer, you know, it's a national and
nternational problem that has to be dealt with. | wouldn’t think that the people of Manitoba should
inance the highestlevel of research. The important matter for research is to attract the best teachers
ind to keep the best students, that’s the important use that research has at university but maybe he
loesn’t know it, so | guess | have to teach him something too. —(Interjection)— Oh, he says he knows
t. Well, if he knows it he wouldn’t have to be apologetic about the amount of research that is being
lone. He should know that it's an educational tool.

The reason that | spoke a little harshly nowis that | think he deliberately attemptedtodistort what
vas being said from this side of the House, and | say deliberately, and | say he lost marks because this
5 the first time during the Estimates debate that I've heard him attempt to twist something inthatway.

What we were saying, Mr. Chairman, is that there should be equal opportunity to acquire an
‘ducation in the province of Manitoba at all levels and then we talked about capacity ofa province to
inance it, and | asked him how many students we had and he didn’t know, and | didn’t know, so —
Interjection)— Well, he didn’t tell me. | said 30, and | was told not quite that much, so | said, “Well, all
ight, then maybe 20.” If he does know, that’s notimportant. The important thing is that | suggested
1at | would rather see a lesser number of people have equal opportunity to learn than the number
1atare today attending, if that is our financial capacity. Now, | would like every person in Manitoba
Jgotoschool. | would likeevery person in Manitoba to go to university, but | would expect him not to
o if he’s not able to measure up to the academic requirements to do so.

Now, the Honourable Minister talks about a leader society, and the only thing he didn’t say was
escribe Russia as being what he might think we were saying as the ideal, because he kept talking
bout state selection of students. No word did | hear from this side anything to do with state making
1e decisions. And he talked about academic freedom, and he talked —(Interjection)— Oh you see,
r. Chairman, that’s the way he operates. He talked about academic freedom, but he says that they
ay the money, therefore they make decisions. Who pays the money today? Well, to a large extent,
’s those people who he insists should think that they are paying the cost. He says people should
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have to pay something in order to appreciate that it is not for free, so who pays the cost? Let him as
the Member for St. Matthews. The Member for St. Matthews told him as well as me, if the Minister wa
listening, that it is the rich, the well off, who attend universities. And the Minister of Education says
“Let them know it costs money, so we charge them afee.” They know it costs money, that's why man
of them supported the Minister of Education in this party. They knew they could expect a reductioni
taxation from them, cause they knew they were paying for this, they didn’t want to pay so much, s
they are the ones who are very conscious of what they pay and they are the ones who who crack th
whip and play the tune for the Minister of Education, who now accuses us of wanting an elitis
society.

Let the Honourable Minister know, I'll give him a little bit more of autobiography. My sister wante
to get into medical school the early 30s, and she discovered that she had to fit into two quotas, sh
had two big problems: firstly, she was a woman; secondly, she was a Jew. She had to qualify in tw
ways in what they called numerous clauses in those days. You couldn’t go to medical school unles
you had very high marks for accreditation if you were Jewish; you had to have extremely high mark
to get in if you were a woman. Otherwise, it wasn't that difficult. That was pretty elitist, | think.

What is it today? Today it is based more on academic — well, | think it is based entirely o
academic achievement. It is still selective, not everybody can go, it is pretty tough to get int
medicine today. Maybe even tougher than it was, because now the competition isgreater because it
a 3.9 average, | gather.

But, Mr. Chairman, in the 30s you had to be non-Jewish and a male, and then itwas a lot easier
you had the money; if you had the money, there wasn’tthat much of a scramble to get in then, ther
wasn’'tsuch a big fight. | used to see the list of the applicants. There was a Professor Wardle, whorr
think so highly of because he was one of the admission members who gave me all the confidenti:
informatio8 to show me how they had three lists: women, Jews, everybody else; and told me ho
many they were told they could bring in on each of those three categories. So don't tell me abot
elitist selection. But in those days it was easier, because only the people who were well-off coul
really get in. That doesn’t apply today.

Today, people of more moderate means are able to do it, and | will not hesitate to give creditto &
of the governments in all of this country for what it was that it achieved in the last 8 years. Tk
Attorney-General came in at the end of my remarks, and he heard me talking abouta payment of $1¢
in tuition. He asked across what | thought it was worth in today’s dollars, and | said, “An awful I
more.” | think he was going to say, “Well, then, why shouldn’t the tuition be an awful lot more?” Tt
point | was making then was the $125 was a larger percentage of my ability to pay at that time the
tuition would be today, but | say that with pride and so should he. Society has progressed we
beyond the middle 30s to the extent of providing a greater opportunity of access to universities

The main reason | stood was to point out to the Honourable Minister, that if he doesn’t believe
the kind of “elitist society” that he mentioned, let him get busy in that medical school, let him go-
that law school and find out that they have their own quota system. Does he know that? Yes, he knov
that. | think it’s 10 or 15 out of 100, approximately, let'ssay 10 to 15 percent of the students going
law school are people who do not have the academic qualifications in the same capacity as tt
general run. They are selected, they're given special opportunities, and the Member for Minnedo:
likes that. He should be pleased to know that this introduction came about during the NDP regim

Mr. Chairman, there is a reverse discrimination taking place in the law school, because it
recognized — the point he makes is recognized — I don'tthink thatapplies in medicine, | don’t kno
But the important point, and the reason | rose to my feet, is that he then suggested that if there we
no tuition fee, by inference — | drew the inference that if there were no tuition fees then tl
government would be involved and there wouldn’t be academic freedom; therefore, the state wou
beinvolved, and thatis just so much errant nonsense, Mr. Chairman, so much errant nonsense. The
was never a suggestion made from this side, that selection should be made by government. Tl
decision as to who enters universities, | believe, should be left to universities.

He said something else, though. He suggested that it would be a terrible thing forgovernment
intervene as to what courses should be taken. There I'm willing to debate a little. | think that tl
people, the taxpayers’ representatives, dohavea stake in knowing that weare producingtoomany
one kind ofexpertandtoofewofanother,and | don’t mind sayingthatwhen — | don’t know whethel
was our government or the previous government that introduced a special payment for students
dentistry who were prepared to go outside of Winnipeg. We introduced it — all right, there, you c:
may call us elitest, if you like, but I'm told that our government introduced a system of spec
bursaries to dental students who agreed to spend a certain number of years practising in ru
Manitoba. That's selectivity — that’s elitist, if that's what you want to call it, but | think that tha
justified. | think that it is right for a government to recognize what is missing within its province
terms of capacity to deliver important services such as dental health services, and to have
incentive to doit. They used money, and we used money, only they give itto private enterprise by w
of taxreductions ostensibly to stimulate their interest in working in Manitoba, and we gave it to den
students. Call that elitist, if you like, but don’t for a moment suggest that we recommended: first
that numbers of students should be limited; secondly, that they should be selected by t
government. That we did not do.

Wesaid that if you have limited money, thenyou have to limit students. And ifyou limit students
is better to limit them on the basis of their ability and desire to learn than on their ability or that of th
parents to finance their going to school, and | think that’s important.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, | am not going to continue debating this particular issue, because |
see the Member for Inkster is no longer in his seat, and some of the concepts that have been put
forward he hadadvanced. But | would like to come back to the point regarding the total fundingto the
universities, both by the government and the amount of funding that they have realized through the
increase in tuition fees. | repeat, Mr. Chairman, that with the 3 percent provided through the
University Grants Commission and in turn to the Grants Commission by the government,and the 2.1
fromthe increase in tuition fees, that we're lookingata5.1 amount ofincrease to the universities. I've
been hearing from the opposition for some time, that that's not enough — 5.1 isn’'t enough, it's not
receiving enough, — but at ameeting | attended at the University of Manitoba, along with the Member
for Fort Rouge, who I'm sorry is not here at this time, and the Leader of the Opposition.

The Leader of the Opposition said to the students and others assembled there, in criticism of the 3
percent that we had provided, “If we had been looking at this, we would have provided something in
the area of 5 perhaps 6 percent.” I'm suggesting, Mr. Chairman, that throughthetuitionincreaseand
the 3 percent that we have provided, that the universities have their 5 percent,andifthe Leaderofthe
Opposition was saying that 5 percent was adequate funding — and I'm sure of course he was not
advocating afee increase — that would not be consistent with the policy ofthoseon the other side —
then | can’t see where they’re criticizing the 5 percent of moneys that the universities will have to
operate on next year. And | have some trouble, Mr. Chairman, understanding the criticism in that
area, particularly in relation to what the Leader of the Opposition has said, “Five percent or perhaps 6,
we would have considered,” and | suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the universities, along with the tuition
increase, have received 5 percent.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Burrows.

t84-07 MR. HANUSCHAK: | have two questions. Would the Honourable Minister be good
enough to give us some breakdown of the $89,108,000 to indicate how he arrives at the 3 percent
increase, because as | had indicated to the Honourable Minister previously, that on the totalamount
shown here, the increase is only one and a fraction percent, and that’s question No. 1.

Question No. 2. | would like to know from the Honourable Minister what portion of the university
costs does he feel ought to be borne by the students directly, and what portion ought to be funded out
of the public purse?

VIR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, in order to answer the first question of the Member for Burrows, and
>f course these determinations are made by the University Grants Commission, they arrived at this
ncrease of 3 percent in the following manner: they made reductions in a number of areas to bring
jownthatamount of moneythatweseeinfrontof usin the Estimates, toa pointwherethey were able
‘0 provide some $2,400,000 additional to the universities. Now, | think if the Member for Burrows does
some simple subtraction in the figures that he has in front of him he will find some $1 million
something, so we are short another million something. So if we start adding up the figures of seven
wundred thousand and some dollars in grants in lieu of taxes, and if we add in other economies that
‘he University Grants Commission themselves practised, and if we take into consideration the fact
‘hat the Grants Commission itself pays things like computer and xerox rentals, and first claims, and
hen apportions the money out to the universities — that in fact the amount of money thatthey have
jiven the universities this year amounts to some $2,400,000 more than last year, and in fact is 3
ercent.

MR.HANUSCHAK: Wouldthe Minister be good enough, rather than talking in generalities, give us
he figures that would apply on both sides of the Estimates sheet to indicate where the 3 percent
ncrease is? In other words, Mr. Chairman, here we have two figures: one $87.9 million; the other
»89.1 million, which shows one and a quarter percent increase, or whateveritworks outto precisely.

Could he give us similar figures for the fiscal yearending 1978 and for the fiscal year ending 1979
hat would show a three percent increase, rather than if the university were to exercise the following
rconomies as recommended by the Grants Commission, etc., etc., that would add up to three
ercent? Give us the precise figures.

VWR. COSENS: [I'll have the breakdown for the Member for Burrows in a minute, Mr. Chairman. It
nvolves as I've mentioned those factors previously and | can give him those particular factors with
he dollar equivalents. It will take a minute to produce those for him and if we don’t have them ready
oday, | can certainly have them ready for him on Monday. But as | say, the figure that it represents is
.ome $2,400,000 which is three percent.

iR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Burrows.

AR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Chairman, we will remind the Honourable Minister on Monday in the event
hat if the figures should not be forthcoming at that time and we’ll deal with him then. In the meantime
here was a second question that | asked the Honourable Minister, and to refresh his memory | had
sked what does he consider to be an appropriate breakdown as between the fees charged —
reakdown of funding university operations — as between fees charged directly to the students and
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that paid out of public purse? In other words, what percentage of a cost of university operations does
he feel a student should bear directly?

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, that's a rather difficult question to answer specifically to the Membe
for Burrows, but | would suggest if he looks at tuition fee costs across the country, that the figure
seems to fall into the bracket between 10 percent and 15 percent.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Chairman, you know, listening to the user pay philosophy as expoundec
by this government over the past few weeks, | am at a loss to understand why this Minister would wan
to limit the user fee to 15 percent. Why not 16, why not 20, 50, 75, or 100 percent? What is the magic
about 15 percent? Why not the 100 percent?

MR. COSENS: Well, Mr. Chairman, | would suggest that perhaps we are trying to fill in a bit of tim¢
at this point. However, perhaps the Member for Burrows is serious in his question and I'll treat it ir
thatway. | think he well realizes as certainly | do, that society in general believesthatthe contributior
of university education to our society is of value and it is prepared to paypart of that particular cost
And as a result, that is the reason that we find across this country that in all provinces, society is i1
fact preparedtopay a certain percentageand | have giventhe Honourable MemberforBurrows soms
idea of the range within which society is prepared to go in that regard, and | would suggestto him tha
that does fall into the category from 85 to 90 percent they have been prepared to pay to this poini

And while I'm on my feet, Mr. Chairman, | can now give him the breakdown that he requested an
we will go through 1977-78 and 1978-79. The operating grant — would you like me to proceed, Mi
Chairman? Very well, | will go ahead. The operating grant in 1977-78 was some $80,126,800, Mi
Chairman. First claims amounted to $2,339,500, the University Grants Commission Expense
$395,200, the support programs $1,024,400.00. I'll just pause for a bit of clarification. Compute
rentals $3,352,000, grants in lieu of taxes $7,215,000 and that totalled some $94,455,900.00. Now i
1978-79, Mr. Chairman, the operating grant some $82,490,000, the first claims $2,339,300, th:
University Grants Commission $344,200, support programs $822,500, and computer rentals —
believe Xerox and so on is in that category — $3,111,000, and the grants in lieu of taxes of course ar:
in the Department of Municipal Affairs, and the total there is some $89,108,000.00.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The time being 4:30, is it the intent of the House to go into Private Members
Hour?

MR. JORGENSON: My understanding, Mr. Chairman, is that there is no disposition on the part ¢
honourable members to go into Private Members’ Hour, and | suggest that the Committee rise.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Committee 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 Radisson.

MR. KOVNATS: Mr. Speaker, | beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Springfiel
that the report of Committee be received.

MOTION presented and carried.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House Leader.

MR. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, | move, seconded by the Minister of Consumer and Corporai
Affairs that the House do now adjourn.

MOTION presented and carried and the. House adjourned until 2:30 Monday afternoon.
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