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Monday, May 8, 1978

requiring the signing of master agreements between the Federal Government and the Province, can
the Minister of Housing indicate does this province intend to sign those master agreements and can
he tell us when and could he aiso tell us the number of units that he would be proposing to sign for
under the new agreements?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister responsible for Housing.

HON. J. FRANK JOHNSTON (Sturgeon Creek): Mr. Speaker, the Minister in Ottawa, the
Honourable Mr. Ouellet, made an annoucement in the House on Friday. The text of that
announcement was in my office at approximately 10 after 4 Friday afternoon delivered to me from
CMHC's office in Winnipeg. Our officials had the opportunity to look it over briefly then and we're
studying it now. The telegram itself is a telegram that, or the announcement is an announcement in
principle. We have been working on an agreement with the Federal Government as all provinces have
been for the last month and a half. | have informed the regional manager of CMHC here that our
officials are ready to sit down at any time after he receives the guidelines from Ottawa to discuss this
with him. | have also told him that we will, in Manitoba, do our best to extract as much out of the
Federal Government as we can in the negotiations and we are ready to sit down any time with him. We
expect to be doing so this week.

MR. AXWORTHY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Minister, in signing the agreement, is the
government prepared to make an announcement very soon concerning the number of low income
housing units they expect to provide in the forthcoming fiscal year in view of the fact that the
construction season has now started and any new buildings or accommodations would have to be
planned now almost immediately in order to be available this year? When can we expect an
announcement or a decision by the Minister on that very important item?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister.

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, we are presently in the midst of some construction which was
announced the beginning of this year. it's proceeding this year, and | can assure the honourable
member that construction by this government on public housing of any kind will be done ina planned
area according to need which is what our department is instructed to do, and that's what we are
working on. 8MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MR. AXWORTHY: kay, Mr. Speaker, just in respect to the last answer, would the Minister confirm
that in fact the construction that he has initiated was part of the previous program? I'm asking when
can we expect to have an announcement concerning the program of this government and how many
units they expect to make available for low income purposes in the province for the forthcoming
year?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister.

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, the member is incorrect in one regard — that the previous
government had only applied for $6 million worth of construction when we took office. V  did
announce $22 million after we took office.

Mr. Speaker, as far as the numbers are concerned, the numbers will be according to studies of
need within this province which is being carried on at the present time.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourabie Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: My question is directed to the Minister of Renewable Resources. Can the Minister of
Renewable Resources confirm that farmers in the Municipalities of Rockwood and St. Andrews have
not received compensation for duck or geese damage to crops since last September, October, 19777
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Northern Affairs.

MR. McMASTER: 'l take it as notice and get back to him.

MR. PAWLEY: Would the honourable member also take as notice my gquestion as to whether or not
funds were allocated for the payment of such damage within his Estimates.

MR. SPEAKER: Thre Honourable Member for St. George.
MR. BILLIE URUSK!: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I'd like to direct a question to the First Minister and
ask him whether he can confirm that he gave a commitment to the adjusters of the private insurance

industry that they would be ultimately taking over the adjusting of general insurance claims within
this province.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.
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he indicate who are the persons who are representing the government in discussions with a
consultative committee recently set up with Manitoba Medical Association?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

HON. L. R. (Bud) SHERMAN (Fort Garry): Yes, Mr. Speaker, the government representatives are
Dr. George Johnsor, who's the special medical advisor to the Minister, Mr. Reg. Edwards, who's the
Chairman of the Commission, and the NMA representatives are Dr. Robert Meyers of Brandon and
Dr. Henry Krahn of Winnipeg.

MR. CHERNIACK: A supplementary question, Mr. Speaker. Would the Minister confirm that
important areas being considered by the consultative Committee are the assignment of patient
benefits from the Manitoba Health Services Commission and renewal of the formal contract for a
letter of understanding from the government?

lei. SHERMAN: Yes, Mr. Speaker, examination of those topics are within the committee’s terms of
reference.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, would the Honourable Minister firstly confirm which of the doctors
on that consultative committee are opted-in or opted-out and whether or not it is government policy
to pursue the question of assignment of patient benefits and to give a formal undertaking of
consultation with the Manitoba Medical on program.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, | would have to take the first part of my honourable friend’s question
as notice, the opt-in, opt-out part. The second part, it really represents in my view or my
understanding of the situation, very little change in procedure from the past when subjects of this
nature have been explored, examined and discussed both by government and MMA representatives,
perhaps not in a formally structured committee but it was our view that the a committee of this kind
would be valuable for ongoing communication. We'll see how it works out.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. Johns with a fourth question.

MR. CHERNIACK: It's a supplementary, yes, a new question, Mr. Speaker, thank you. Would the
Honourable Minister be prepared to keep the Legislature aware of the discussions that take place in
the consultative committee established with the MMA?

MR. SHERMAN: Well, | can do that certainly to a considerable extent, Mr. Speaker. | imagine that
when recommendations come forward from the committee that have some merit from the point of
view of government planning and policy, that those would find their way into the general arena of
debate particularly during the Estimates process and at that time certainly I'll supply all the
information that | have.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for The Pas.

MR. RONALD McBRYDE: Mr.Speaker, | would like to address a question to the Minister of Tourism
in regard to the proposed condominium development in the Whiteshell. | wonder if the Minister could
confirm that the building capacity in the area and the boating capacity on the lake have already been
reached in that region.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Tourism.

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, that’s part of the review.

MR. McBRYDE: Mr. Speaker, | wonder if the Minister could tell the House if he has answered any of
the numerous briefs, letters, etc. from numerous groups throughout the province expressing their
concern about this development, whether he has answered those letters and other submissions to
this date.

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, | try to answer most of my correspondence and in the correspondence
| indicate that the matter is under review and that | will be reporting.

MR. McBRYDE: Mr. Speaker, a final question. | wonder when the Minister will stop stonewalling
and table that report. Could you give us a date by which we might expect that report in the
Legislature?

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, as soon as the study is completed I'll report to the Legislature.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon East.
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. ADAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. On the 27th of April, | addressed a question to the Minister
responsible for the Manitoba Housing and Renewal Corporation in which | asked him if he could
advise how many applications for the Critical Home Repair were being processed and delivered on a
weekly basis and on a monthly basis. | wonder if he's able to provide that information yet.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minster responsible for Housing.

MR..JOHNS'TON: Mr. Speaker, | told the member when he asked the question, we'd be happy to
Iprovnde that informaticn and | have asked for it. | haven't gotitas yet, and I will give it to him as soon as
receive it.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rupertsiand.

MR. BOSTROM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is to the Minister of Tourism pertaining to
the review he was mentioning in response to the Member for Transcona. Can he indicate if he is
progressing on this review with the same assumptions that were contained within the newspaper
advertisements, that the only alternative to the existing use of the iakes in question in the northern
part of the Whiteshell is a greater use, that is, a greater use with more intensive development than is
there presently?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Tourism.

MR. BANMAN: Well, Mr. Speaker, the Member for Rupertsiand whose constituency lies within the
boundaries of the proposed Atikaki Park, and the member has dealt with that particular problem for
the last three or four years; there's the Nopiming Park, | think it's time that we develop a policy which
will finally tell people what direction we are going on the east side of Lake Winnipeg and that’s what
we're trying to get public input on. The Member for Rupertsland, when he was Minister, did not reach
a decision with regard to Atikaki and the whole Eastman area, so we are looking at it and we're hoping
to have input, and | think during the Estimates | would appreciate if the member opposite would tell
us what he feels his constituency wants with regard to that, and | hope we can have a good debate
during the Estimates on that, so we can get the feeling of that.

MR. BOSTROM: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Recognizing the Minister's non-answer to my
question, I'd like to know if he is seriously proposing, or his department is seriously proposing under
his instructions, to proceed with similar types of development to that which he had instructed his
Deputy Minister to sign an agreement with a Mr. Jarmoc in the Whiteshell Park. |s his department
considering similar type developments in other areas of the Whiteshell or in other areas of Manitoba
generally?

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, if anybody has interested areas, | met with people from Lake of the
Prairies the other day, they are interested in getting some more tourism going down there. They have
certain ideas. We are talking to people constantly and we will be trying to not only increase some of
the infrastructures throughout the province but aiso to try to create facilities which will attract more
tourists to this province.

MR. BOSTROM: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Given again that the Minister did not answer my
question, can he tell us if he has instructed his department to enter into agreements similar to the one
which he had instructed his department to sign with Jarmoc?

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. May | suggest to the honourable member that repetitive questions
are not in the best interests of the House. The Honourable Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, my question is again to the Attorney-Generai. Could the Attorney-
General confirm that the lawyer in question in connection with the break-in did not so much as
withdraw his charges but was unable to proceed with proof of his allegations in view of the fact that
the RCMP investigator, who was investigating the alleged RCMP investigation, insisted on having the
lawyer’s source of information, which was a senior RCMP officer?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, Sir, my advice was that the lawyer who made the allegation withdrew
his allegation because he could offer no support for that allegation.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that my information is that he was required to name

his source within the senior ranks of the RCMP, would the Attorney-General be prepared to take my
question as notice, and advise?
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MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Highways.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, | should indicate for further clarification that it was simply | believe one or
two representatives, or one or two private adjustors, that approached me, as indeed anybody can
approach me requesting that consideration by the Corporation be given for some additional work.
My understanding is that the Corporation uses the independent adjustors in a minimal way,
sometimes when they feel that there is advantage to the Corporation to do so, either because of a
conflict of interest or because of out of province jurisdiction difficulties. That was the nature of the
discussion and | agreed that | would indicate to the Chairman of the MPIC that the adjustors be given
whatever consideration the Corporation give them from time to time.

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

MR. URUSKE: Mr. Speaker, then the Minister is confirming that there was no firm commitment given
to private adjustors that they ultimately take over the general insurance adjusting within the
province.

MR. ENNS: No such commitment was given.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House Leader.

HON. WARNER H. JORGENSON(Morris): Mr. Speaker, before you call Orders of the Day, I'd like to
announce that Public Accounts Committee will be meeting on Thursday at 10:00 o’clock.

| beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Minister of Finance, that you, Sir, do 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.

SUPPLY — PUBLIC WORKS

MR. CHAIRMAN, Mr. Warren Steen: Committee come to order. We are on Page 71 dealing with the
Department of Public Works. We are on Iltem 3. Supply and Services, (b) Central Provinciat Garage,
Salaries. The Member for Lac du Bonnet.

MR. SAMUEL USKIW: Mr. Chairman, could you give us a breakdown on the salary component, the
SMYs?

MR. ENNS: The SMYs stand at 50.31. | believe there is no change in the SMYs. There's a modest
increase of $4,700 in this vote which provides simply for the general salary increase and the annual
merit increment.

MR. USKIW: Is that the same . . ..

MR. ENNS: There is one, pardon me, there is one SMY for which there was no salary provided so
while the SMY positions requested remain the same, one vacany for which this vote provides no
moneys for.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, I'm wondering whether the Minister could indicate whether or not this
is the same level as it was a year ago or whether it's down or up.

MR. ENNS: It is exactly the same level, Mr. Chairman.

MR. USKIW: Then the next question is, | presume this is the appropriate place for i, is to deal with
the question of the new garage and what is to take place or what is taking place with respect to
occupying the new facility and if so, what is to be done with the existing facility?

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, | would be the first one to recognize that the question of occupying
and utilizing the new facility is one of concern to the immediate staff involved. One can hardly tault
staff for looking forward to moving into a new facility. The question that undoubtedly — and I'm not
prepared to dispute — that among other reasons which 1 am prepared to dispute that led the previous
administration into erecting the new garage and the structure. is one | suppose of overall policy
direction and what one accepts as reasonable in growth in government in general and in this
particular area of the number of cars run by the department specifically as it relates to the then need
for the staff of the provincial garage to be able to look after with the quality in which we demand.
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of business because it was going to compete with them. | assume that that was said in jest.

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, knowing the bent of the previous administration, the temptation of
having a facility that can dispense gasoline in a much more convenient manner than it now is
convenient with a one-pump operating here and a congested downtown area with littie or no room
for approach or parking, it would not have surprised me, it would not have surprised me had the
facility been used to retail gas.

MR. DOERN: Well, Mr. Chairman, | know now that the member was only joking. | deduce that he
was only joking and | guess the other point is that | guess he now understands that there are in fact
four gas pumps there, not six, that he referred to.

MR. ENNS: | was able to deduce that on my inspection trip of the garage and . . .
MR. DOERN: Your eyeball inspection.
MR. ENNS: . . . and | have deduced that there are four, not six.

MR. DOERN: Right, right. Has the Minister taken a look, has he inspected with his entourage,
including members of the media, the present existing facility? H.  he had a close look at that?

MR. ENNS: Yes, I've been in that facility numerous times since my assumption of this portfolio.

MR.DOERN: Anddidthe Minister feel that, or was he not aware of the fact that there is considerable
crowding and inefficiency in those quarters?

MR. ENNS: There is quite a bit of crowding. It would be less crowding if we didn’t have those
electric cars hanging around there that nobody needs.

MR. DOERN: Well when those are removed, would it then not still be as crowded as it was before?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, there is no question that the present facilities are being taxed to their
limit, and that there would have to be some specific changes made within the structure itself if they
were to be used foranother period of time, and/or a substantiai significant reduction in the amount of
service they are required to do, namely a reduction in the fleet.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (b)(1)—pass — the Honourabie Member for EIm twood.

MR. DOERN: Well again, | would simply ask on a general basis. The Minister says that he’s
considering this whole question inrelation toa number of variables: one is the requirements of the A-
G's department, another one is the size of the staff, and | threw out afigure to him last week of $1,500
and he didn’t accept that figure. | think he felt that was too high. He now indicates that there were 65
vehicles brought in the door, and my recommendation is that he should get them out as soon as
possible because he’ll save money on every one of them. But again, can he indicate some time frame,
because he sees this in rather simple terms uitimately, and so do |, and that is that there is a facility of
$3 million in terms of a $2 miliion facility with land and so on and so on, and he’s paying arental fee of
$3,500 or $3,600 a month to keep it empty. Is he going to make his decision in a few months, orin a
couple of years? Because, if he is going to wait, until a decision is made in regard to the law courts,
this could very well take a couple of years. These are sort of age-old problems. You know, when |
think that the First Miriister, when he was A-G was being pressed to build a law court, or extend the
law courts, because of a case backlog, etc., and I'm saying, how long other than soon or some day has
the Minister given himself and other factors to access the garage?

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, | believe that with some of the associated studies and evaluations
that are taking place, thatit's not out of the order for me to have deferred making this decision. On the
other hand, | am very much aware that there cannot be too much foot-dragging on this decision,
because of the fact that the facility is there and not used at all is costing public dollars. | have, in my
own mind, and | would hope to be able to carry that out and have the matter resolved by the end of this
month.

MR.DOERN: By the end of this month? Okay. | believe that this could be one dealt with briefly later,
so I'll let it go for now.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (b)(1)—pass, (b)(2)—pass — the Honourable Member for Elmwood.

MR. DOERN: Well, Mr. Chairman, there's one other question there again. I'd like to know about
staff.

MR. CHAIRMAN: On (b)(2)?
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on the phone and | came to an agreement with him as to just exactly what it was we wanted.. |
understand it was a lcgic 20, something like that, which would enable one telephone line to go to
each office downstairs through a switchboard or this logic 20 up in our caucus room office, that there
would be a further three lines in our caucus room. That was the way it was left with him, when | first
spoke to him a mont h, two months ago. ! assumed that it was going ahead right from there, and it was
simply a matter of waiting for them to come around and do it. And that's how it was left with us. If the
impression was different from the other end, then it appears our wires have been crossed somehow.
A phone call was left for me just this afternoon, to contact the new man in charge of it, and I've been
attempting to do so, at least this afternoon without any luck. | hope to speak with him tomorrow to
confirm the arrangernents | made with his predecessor.

MR.ENNS: Mr.Chairman, all | can suggestis that the Honourable Member for St. Vital avail himseif
to staff here, and arrange for that meeting to take place at his convenience so that in fact the work can
proceed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (c¢)(1)—pass.

MR. DOERN: One point here is there was talk in the Task Force about charge back systems. This
seemed to be something they thought was the latest fashion, and | would just point out in passing
there are a number of areas in Public Works where there is a charge back system that's been
operating successfully for a long time. One is here; one is the garage, and so on.

MR. ENNS: No change contemplated in these Estimates, Mr. Chairman, in this respect.
MR. CHAIRMAN: (c)(1)—pass; (c)(2)Other Expenditures—pass; (d)(1)Purchasing Bureau.
MR. DOERN: What are the SMYs here?

MR. ENNS: [n (d)(1)? SMY situation here, Mr. Chairman, is 42.42, no change in the SMY situation,
an increase of $18,900 which again reflects the general salary increase and annual merit increment.
No vacancies in this SMY position.

MR. DOERN: One question here | think that's of some interest is whether the government has any
intention — | don’t know if they've had any time to think about it, but they’ve given some contrary
impressions — but do they have any intention of using the purchasing policy | suppose in a political
and economic way, meaning do they intend to adopt a Manitoba preference, do they intend to
encourage manufacturing in the province or producers in the province by giving a preference to
locally made products? Can the Minister comment on that?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, in general, we wili continue to show preference of substance to the
particular area where it doesn’t account for a great deal of purchasing by government, but has a
particularly meaningful impact in the services provided by some of our handicapped shops and
workshops and these kind of workshops, but in general, the policy of showing preferred treatment to
Manitoba made products, is one that we are not prepared to pursue or follow. We do not believe it'sin
the public interest in terms of gaining for the public the best value for public dollars spent. |
appreciate that this can be argued in terms of using the economic clout of the government to spuron
or support local industry, but this tends to have as many reverse effects in the overall relationship
with other provinces and with our country at large.

We on the one hand are actively attempting in many areas to be able to export our goods and
services to other provinces and we generaily get into a very vicious tit for tat kind of economic
backbiting and fighting when this is incurred. In provinces that have adopted very distinct
preferential treatment, perhaps the most notable one is Quebec, this in my judgment has cost the
Quebec taxpayer dearly over the years.

| am charged with the responsibility of getting the best dollar value for goods and services
required by government and | have asked the department through the Central Purchasing Bureau
not to indicate any preferences. | have asked and taken particular effort that no biases and prejudices
be exhibited within the department’s purchasing policies, particularly those that have been drawn to
some attention such as the case with Morden Fine Foods, for the purchasing of food commodities,
that favour or prejudice shown by the use of brand names be not tolerated within the purchasing
practices of the department. { have had discussions and indications by the department that this in
fact is not taking place. But in general, the short answer to the question is, no, Manitoba does not
have a preferential pclicy in purchasing.

MR. DOERN: Solassume the Minister is going to apply this policy in every aspect of Public Works,
so that if a tenderis called and it's one cent more for an out of province contractor, or if they’re buying
bulk quantities of vegetables and it's a nickel more from Newfoundland, or whatever, it doesn’t matter
what the item is, there will be no preferences of any kind, it'll all come down to dollars and cents and
as long as one firm is one cent higher, they will run second in the competition.

MR. ENNS: You know, Mr. Chairman, | have gotten myself into some little difficulty with this before.
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causes other than just financial, that there is a cultural problem, that some of the poor don't reaily
appreciate what a post-secondary education is all about, and therefore the children of the poor never
reach there because some don'’t even appreciate the value of a high school education, hence the
drop-out rate that we have.

Well, Mr. Chairman, let's take a look at some of these arguments that were put forth by the
Minister and by his colleagues from the backbench. He said there are more rich than poor at the
universities. Well, he’s right, of course there are more rich than poor, and that's what the debate is all
about, Mr. Chairman, the very fact that there are more sons and daughters of the rich than of the poor
at our universities, despite the fact that the population ratio of poortorich is quite the reverse. That'’s
what the debate is all about; about equality of educational opportunity; equality of accessibility of our
post-secondary institutions to all. And it was for that reason, Mr. Chairman, that the previous
government, the New Democratic Party government had brought in a whole host of programs
designed to assist the disadvantaged, to assist the native people, to enhance their employment
opportunities, to train them for meaningful jobs, and thus to correct the 8mbalance which we had
found when we becarne the government.

Granted, Mr. Chairman, we did not correct the imbalance in its entirety, but we sure as hell moved a
long way toward correcting it, and moved a long way on programs. Mr. Chairman, | will try my best
not to transgress the rules, | won’t deal with this now, but will come to this later, and perhaps even
during this appropriation, when we will see that this government has either cut back or scrapped in
their entirety, programs designed to assist the disadvantaged.

You know, Mr. Chairman, | would suspect that one of these days, in the very near future, a student
may appear on the Minister’s doorstep telling the Minister that he cannot finance his way through
university next year, because he needs a pair of shoes to go to university, and he may have found that
the price of shoes hac also increased by 20 percent, and he has no job to go out and earn himself a
dollar to buy himself a pair of shoes. Well, | would think, Mr. Chairman, that the Minister, in following
the same rationale as he followed in this committee on Friday, will say to this student, “You know,
young fellow, that this increase of 20 percent for the price of shoes really hurts the rich more than the
poor, because look around you — all the rich people are wearing shoes, and all their sons and
daughters are wearing shoes, but look at the poor people — very few of the poor people are wearing
shoes, so really the increase in the price of shoes is hurting the rich more than the poor, in the same
manner as the increase in tuition fees,” according to his logic, is hurting the rich more than the poor.
And he says, “Look at the poor people, very few of them buy shoes, iike very few poor people go to
university, they go bare feet, so it's the rich that are being hard hit.”

And he will probably go on to say that the rich people are also being hit harder by the 20 percent
increase in the price of shoes, because, look at all these rich people — they're buying $250 a pair
custom-made shoes, s0 20 percent on $250 is a $50 increase. But l0ok at these poor people, they're
buying $10 second-hand shoes, the increase on that is only $2, so he is going to say thatitistherich
that are being harder hit, in the same way as tuition fees are, according to his logic, hitting the rich
harder. And then he’s going to say, “Now, look, young fellow, if you can find the bucks to buy the pair
of shoes you're going to appreciate them more, if after freezing your feet during the winter, you still
have feet to put shoes on.” And he will no doubt support what the Member for Pembina said, “You
have to make sacrifices, you have to make sacrifices. If you find that the price of milk has gone up
beyond what you can afford to pay, don’t drink milk, drink water.” And then he too will say, “Look,
because the increase in the price of milk is hitting the rich harder than the poor, because all the rich
people are drinking milk, and very few of the poor people are, soit’s hitting them harder the same way
that the increase in tu tion fees is hitting the rich harder. And not only is the increase in the price of
milk hitting the rich harder, but the price of other dairy products has gone up, and the rich people,
they're eating strawberries with whipping cream, and they are eating ice cream — all of them are, the
poor people aren't, so it's the rich that are being hit harder. Make another sacrifice. Transit fares too
high? Weil, then walk. walk from Burrows constituency, walk the 12 miles a day, walk the 12 miles
there and back, walk — don’t ride the bus.”

Yourlandlord managed to get out of rent controls, well then move out, move into a vacant boxcar in
the CPR yards, and sleep there. —(Interjection) — The Honourable Member for Roblin says,
“Ridiculous.”

You are concerned about the implementation of a User Fee in Medicare, well then, you can damn
well suffer.”” That's going to be the Minister's reply, because that has been the reply of this
government in all their actions since October 24th.

And then the Minister will probably also say, “Well, you poor people don't really appreciate the
benefits and the comfort of wearing shoes, because it's not really part of your culture.” And the report
of the MLA for St. Matthews shows that, you know it's a cultural problem. So he’s going to say, “I
should start up an education program to teach the poor-the benefits of wearing shoes and the
comfort of wearing shoes,” and perhaps he may hire the Member for St. Matthews to run that
program for him. )

And | should say to the Member for St. Matthews, how little he does know about his constituents,
that he thinks that the reason why the sons and daughters of the poor in St. Matthews aren't attending
a post-secondary education is because of some cultural problem, that they don’t really appreciate
what an education is all about. 'l make a deal with the Honourable Member for St. Matthews, and the
deal that I'm prepared to make with him is this. I’'m prepared to publish his report from the Legislature
to his constituents on a number of conditions: that | could incltude his last Friday’s speech in that
report, so his people know what the member whom they elected says in this House, and | want to
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from university, because those are going to be the only ones left. The Honourabie Minister told us on
Friday that as far as the poor student is concerned, well, he can borrow, and secondly, there’s very
few of them who go to university so it's not really that great a problem. So it's going to become aclub
reserved for the rich, so then he'll have to provide proper accommodation for them.

So, it's very obvious that that is the priority of this government, to look after the needs and interests
of their friends and their supporters who obviously are not the poor but the rich and it is in that
fashion that this government is moving. And as | said at the outset, the rationale that the fee increase
is going to hurt the rich more than the poor because there are more rich students than poor students
attending university, you know, that just shocks and appalls me.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Clause 6—pass — the Honourable Member for The Pas.

MR. McBRYDE: Yes, Mr. Chairman. | would like to address a few comments in a generai way to the
Grants Commission. Later on | would like to address some comments on the Inter-Universities North
Program but | will let my colleague from Churchill lead off on that subject.

The Minister of Colleges and Universities, or Continuing Education, has avery real problem. lam
sure that he does not want to see students not have the opportunity to go to university; | am sure he
does not want to see universities provide less than a full university education, and yet he is part of a
government that coulcl care less, that could care iess about these things, whether everyone has an
opportunity for further education, whether the university education is at a reasonable level or notin
the Province of Manitoba. So he is caught up in a government that has that kind of attitude, and some
day he is going to have to face up to the fact that he is now that government, that he is part of that
government, that he is the Minister responsible for the reduction of education in the Province of
Manitoba, that he is the Minister responsible for the fact that fewer people have access to the
educational institutions in our province. Some day when that realization hits him, that he is carrying
out a policy that is going to hurt education in Manitoba, perhaps at that time he will look at his
position and decide if that’'s what he really believes in, if that's what he wants for education in the
Province of Manitoba.

Mr. Chairman, we've heard considerable discussion on the tuition fee increases and how those
fee increases relate to middle and lower income people, to the children of working people in the
province of Manitoba, and | think that it's fairly correct to say that for the most part students from
working families, students from poor families have not had full access to the university system
although | don’t think it's quite as simple as the Member for St. Matthews who wants to believe
something, who wants to believe something, that somehow the policies of this government will not
hurt the poor students and the students of working class families in this province. He seizes on a
report and closes his mind and there is nothing else can enter it now because he has one piece of
evidence to pin his anxiety on, that in fact there may be some effect on working class students and
working class families.

But there is some validity to the argument and | think that the . . . But if this government were
pursuing an avenue whereby more and more people would have access to university, more and more
people would be able to go to university while having this small increase in tuition fees, then | don’t
think that the overall effect wouid be that bad, would be that negative. But, at the same time they are
pursuing this policy that causes an increase, creates an increase in tuition fees, they are also cutting
other programs, reducing other programs that make sure people get tothe stage where they are able
to use that university education. Such programs, Mr. Chairman, as the Focus Program, or the
Extension Program, or the Metis Federation Education Program, or Assistance to the Manitoba
Indian Brotherhood in terms of education, or the Inter-Universities North Program, or the Confluent
Education Program, or the Special Mature Students Programs, or the Regional Psychological
Services for schools. If all these programs weren’t being similarly affected, then perhaps you might
have some optimism and you might have some belief that they weren’t harming the opportunities of
the young people in the Province of Manitoba or the opportunities of the older people of Manitoba
who wish to return to university as some of us elderly ones decide to do from time to time.

But then they come to another stage. Well, the fee isn’t going to hurt that much because we have
the Student Aid Program and the Student Aid Program surely will pick up those people that are not
able to afford these tuition increases. At the same time, Mr. Chairman, there are certain restrictions
being applied to the Student Aid Program as well. Mr. Chairman, | would like to quote from an
editorial in the Manitoban of Monday, March 27th, 1978.

"Student Aid Soap Bubble — Fiscal responsibility can take on weird and wonderful forms,
especially under the present government. Few can be as strange though as the current policies in
Student Aid and the justifications that the Student Aid Branch uses for them. it now seems almost lost
amongst the forms and recipients and red tape that a student has to go through but Student Aid was
originally designed to help students to get to university. It had this high-sounding purpose, that no
student should be denied access to post-secondary education for purely financial reasons. It was
going to ensure that universities wouldn’t remain the sole abode of the weli-to-do but would even
admit a few working class students. The myth has been growing more and more insubstantial over
the last few years despite student efforts to humanize the Aid system. The current government
cutbacks are really only the final gust that blew it apart. Sure, iow income students can still go to
university if they are willing to assume a crippling debt load after graduation with no promise of ajob
{much less a high paying one) and if they are willing to amass the absurd amount of documentation
Student Aid requires. But | doubt if very many are willing to surmount those barriers and | would
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students will be able to take out an even greater amount of loans for the same amount of aid. Kieiman
said this compensates for inflation. | say it compensates by putting the burden of inflation on
students but again this is fiscal responsibility. | think | am beginning todislike that phrase.” So reads
the editorial in the Manitoban.

So there’s one aspect, Mr. Chairman, of the other options to deal with the fee increase at the
Manitoba universities and at the Manitoba community colleges.

Although we've discussed quite a bit the effect of the this government's program cuts and
financial cuts on the student and the student tuition fees, | don't think we’ve dealt enough on how it's
going to affect programs and programming at our universities. Will our universities still be able to
provide the type of education that they have been providing in the past to the young people of the
Province of Manitoba?

Again, Mr. Chairman, I'd like to call upon the University newspaper for some discussion of this
?S;tgcular subject and I'll start with another editorial, this one in the Manitoban of Monday, Aprit 3rd,

"We Have to Process, by Elaine McGregor. The Board of Governors displayed its supreme talent
for getting trampled on Tuesday when itapproved a 20 percent tuition fee increase for students and a
cutin funding for faculties. It knows perfectly well that some students won’t be able to afford to come
to university with the increased fees. UMSU president, Carol Dubrough, has pointed out to them
numerous times, including at the board meeting itself, even President Ralph Campbell has said that
any increase above 18 percent would have serious social cost of discouraging enrolments of
students, especially those from university families.” Mr. Chairman, that seems to go against what the
members opposite have been maintaining in this discussion. “And it knows perfectly well that the
cuts in the faculty budget will mean program and course cuts, loss of professors and support staff
and an inability to start new programs and to encourage innovations. it knows that ultimately this will
affect the quality of university and decrease its excellence. One can sympathize with the plight of the
board though. They found themseives in an untenable situation. They couldn’t run a deficitand they
didn’t have enough grant money from the government. What they should have done was throw the
grant back in the government’s face and tell it it had the choice between closing the university or
funding it adequately. They didn’t have a enough guts. Instead they chose the easy way and started
us down the road to becoming a Canadian cow college. This lack of intestinal fortitude makes it all
the more urgent that students, faculties, support staff, administrators, everybody on campus, be out
on April 6th to show the government that we don’t stand any longer for their idiotic meat chopping. (It
is no longer fat cutting because there is hardly any fat left to cut.) Unless we get out there and protest
the government will think we can be as easily sat on as the board.”

So, Mr. Chairman, that’s an editorial in relation not only to student fees but in relation to the level of
program, the level of opportunity at the universities within the Province of Manitoba. Mr. Chairman,
the Minister had the audacity to attend a meeting at the University of Manitoba and apparently he said
that the grant really isr't a cutback because there was a slight percentage increase, therefore it wasn't
really a cutback, ignoring the fact that all programs at the university witl be at about 97 or less percent
that they were formerly at in the past. But, Mr. Speaker, maybe we'd better deal with the Minister’s
comments again from the Manitoban and this time Monday, April 3, 1978.

"Grant Really Isn’t a Cutback — Cosens, by Doug Smith. Ata Campo forum on Friday, the impact
of the province’s grant to the U of M, Education Minister Keith Cosens reprimanded a student who
called the grants a cutback. The students replied that Cosens must realize that 1 percent increase
amounted to a decrease when inflation is considered. To this, Cosens replied, ‘Well, we gave you an
increase in dollars.’ Cosens, who was booed when he rose to speak, said, ‘The government did not
take any pleasure in the restraint measures it was being forced in to, but it had to in light of the deficit
that had been left by the NDP.’ He said. ‘Education had received the same level of funding increase as
Health Services and was one of the government’s priorities.” Cosens also said, ‘The government
might be reconsidering an earlier decision to cut summer jobs for students by 38 percent.’ He said
that while the province intended to remove the rent control program, it could ensure that people on
low and fixed incomes would not be hurt by the increases the landlord made.”

Well, Mr. Chairman, when the New Democratic Party was in government, there was a small protest
out here from the various universities because the universities had hoped for some increase in
funding, some increase in programming, some increase in expenditures to further improve the
quality of education available to the people of Manitoba. And, Mr. Chairman, everything they wanted
was not granted. There was restraint in effect, but Mr. Chairman, what we are looking at here today is
ridiculous, it's ridiculous. A one percent increase is a decrease in the funding available to
universities, and that funding is going to affect the quality of education available to students in the
Province of Manitoba. And, Mr. Chairman, somehow a few of the Ministers in fact were even fooled by
their own colleagues — “Look, you guys, we know you don't want to do this, we know your Minister of
Education, we know your Minister of Health believe that your programs are worthwhile, believe that
these programs are necessary to the people of Manitoba, but because of this huge NDP deficit, we're
going to have to reduce these programs.”

And, Mr. Chairman, | wonder how those Ministers feel now, when finally it comes out, it's worked
out, it finally slips out from the present government, that they weren’t really talking about a deficit,
they weren't really talking about the kind of deficit they had pretended and played with in order to cut
the programs, in order to do the kind of program cut that they wanted to do. So, Mr. Chairman, | think
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less money to spend on teaching assistants. Ongoing research, especially in anthropology and
psychology, will be affected by the lack of money for equipment. Some courses in French Canadian
History will not be offered because that specialist has left, he said, and the several courses, especially
those in German, may have larger numbers of students in each section.

"Dentistry— Dentistry will lose three support staff positions and most of its funding for special
academics because of the cuts, according to Dean S.M. Barden. He doubted they would affect the
Faculty’s accreditation, but said they would mean fewer dental assistants which is bound to affect the
quality of teaching. Although we can absorb it this year, it's very unlikely we can absorb a cut of this
magnitude next year and still function.

"Education — Education will fose the equivalent of three Faculty positions, according to Dean
E.D. MacPherson, and will have to discontinue part of its basic program in Music because a professor
is leaving and cannot be replaced. As well, he said, we'll lose four to five teaching assistants and wil
tighten supplies and equipment considerably. No staff cuts are planned, he said, because they have
already been cut in the last two to three years. Budget cuts are acerbated in Education, MacPherson
Isaid, because the Faculty’'s enroliment have been growing rapidly at the same time budgets are
essening.

"Engineering — The Dean of Engineering was not available for comment.

“Graduate Studies — Grad Studies are hurting, says Dean M.S. Aftanas, it's at a point where it's
more than tightening the belt. The Faculty has been cutting back for the last two or three years, he
said, and has already laid off staff. One problem he mentioned was budgeting for outside
assessments of new programs which have to be made before a new program can be approved. Each
assessment can cost four to five thousand and the Faculty has no control over when adepartment or
Faculty asks for a program. Thus, he said, this might really squeeze the grad studies budget.

"Home Economics — Research and Community Service in Home Ec will suffer because of the
budget cuts, according to Dean B. McDonald. That's because one part-time Faculty member and an
unknown number of teaching assistants will probably have to be laid off, he said. If there are less
teaching assistants, he said. . ."

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member has one minute.

MR. McBRYDE: The budget cuts affecting the University of Manitoba, similarly affect the aother
universities and maybe I'll have a chance further, Mr. Chairman, to comment on some of the effects of
these budget cuts.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Clause 6.—pass; Resolution 46—pass — The Honourable Member for St.
Matthews.

MR. LEN DOMINO: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I've been listening to the Member for Burrows and
the Member for the northern constituency, and what they have said has interested me to some extent,
but | think that the whole House should be aware and we should take their comments in the context of
what the Member for Inkster, he's a much more prominent member of their Party and | think who lays
down Party lines for them, what he said last week in response to some of my comments. He said that |
was a fool for assuming that it was possible to discuss issues in this House to try and approach them
in a non-partisan manner, so that we might come up with some better answers to some of the
questions we're asking. They laughed at me, and he said, “You should remember one thing, that
every word said in this House is said in terms of the context that we're fighting the next election now.”
And that’s the only way | can accept the members opposite what they’ve said, other than the fact that
they may just be completely ignorant of the education system in our province.

Now the former Minister of Education got up and | think he distorted what | said. Now I'm not sure
that i wouldn’twant to accuse him of deliberately distorting, | think part of the problem may be that he
just doesn’t understand the basic social economic structure of our province and what'’s happening
here in terms of education and what's happening in this province in terms of University students and
who goes to University. Let me repeat for him, let me try and summarize what | said because | think it
was clear and simple and wasn't at all the way he interpreted it. | said in effect that most University
students at present come from upper and middle-class incomes. Okay? And | said that reducing or, if
you reduce tuition fees to nothing, you wouid not substantially change that. What this government
has done, is we have reduced the subsidy to those upper and middle-class or middle income
students, we've reduced the subsidy from 91 percent to about 96 percent for their education. And at
the same time we have increased and we have suppiemented the Student Aid Program on the basis of
need. So, he says things like, that everything this government has done, has done more for the rich at
the expense of the poor.

| spoke last Friday because | think that this particular education debate points out the fact that
we're asking all sectors of society to take some restraint. We're asking everybody to take a bitof a
burden. There's been a lot of taik of the architects; we’re asking them to bear some of the brunt of
restraint. I'm not getting a salary increase this year, and if it must be known, I'm working a lot harder
than 1 worked last year for the same salary.

MR. LAUNT L. DESJARDINS: You just started working. You're overpaid now, for crying out loud.

MR.DOMINO: Theeffects of the tuition fee increase hit the upper and middle income families. Take
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leave that little rotten borough of his and come run in St. Matthews next time and we'll see what
happens. Make room for one of the women that should be in this , House. Give them a nice easy ride
for a change.

Now we heard talk about the Conservatives being anti-education. No party in the history of this
province has done more for education in Manitoba at the community college level, at the univiversity
level, and at the public school level. We have a long and proud history. We did a good job. —
(Interjection)— Anti-women, someone says. Huh, the oniy members of this House who have been
women sit from our side. You people are proud of giving women the nomination — yes, in places like
River Heights where it’s difficult to win. | would suggest that most comments made opposite, the
members are simply hurting their own credibility, and | would ask them again if they want to make a
real contribution to this debate they’re going to have to temper some of this rhetoric. They're going to
have to try and make scome realistic criticisms. If they want to make the point that we're a party of the
rich, not a party of the poor, they’re going to have to find some more substantial evidence because the
evidence cannot be found in the Estimates of this department. They cannot be found. So if you guys
are fighting hard, fighting hard for the next election — great! But I'll tell you one thing, people don't
appreciate politicians that play games all the time. They want some politicians that are seeking to
solve the problems of the people of this province; not their own personal problems. They’re not
thinking to get back into their $33,000 a year jobs. Keep that in mind if you want to come back, orelse
we may just have to fill up the rest of the House with our members too.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Seven QOaks.

MR. SAUL A. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, | listened to the Member for St. Matthews with great interest
and he has a — | have to compliment him — he has a very good faculty for twisting things around to
suit his purposes, and he does it very successfully. He says correctly, which no one denies, and has
never denied, and this is not unique to Manitoba but throughout the western world, that students
from middle income and upper income groups are the ones who, in the majority, attend university.
That's right. They are the ones whose home atmosphere and the aspirations of this is taught from
childhood, think in terms of the maximum education possible because of family background,
because of family motivation. But he’s satisfied with that apparently. He's saying. “Yes . . .

A MEMBER: He didn't say that!

MR. MILLER: He issaying, they're the ones who go anyway, so we're simply saying instead of . . .
MR. DOMINO: Mr. Chairman, on a point of privilege —(Interjection)— . It is so. | didn’t say that!
MR. CHAIRMAN: The honourable minister on a point of privilege.

MR. DOMINO: |did not suggest that I'm satisfied with seeing only the rich in university. | suggested
you have to look for different tools of getting the poor in there. Cutting the tuition fees is simply a
simplistic vote-getting type of approach.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Seven Qaks.

MR. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, | repeat. He said the upper and middle income groups have
traditionally gone to university in the majority, that they will continue to, and in his opinion tuition
fees are not a deterrent. And therefore he is saying that if they raise the tuition fees nothing will
change; the upper and middle will still go, the lower income will not go because they haven'tgonein
the past.

The point is, Mr. Chairman, that they haven’t gone, and how do you get them to go? How do you
change it? And, of course, it's not that simple as simply raising or lowering your tuition fees. | know
that and he knows it as well as |. It's far more of a social problem than simply the raising of tuition fees.
But, Mr. Chairman, what is happening by raising the tuition fees is that it is a deterrent to another
marginal group who can and will be deterred because it isn't just the increase of $100.00 in tuition
fees. That isn't what the cost of going to university is. It's textbooks. It's getting to school every day.
It's the fact that there’'s no income flowing into that family home when a son or a daughter goes to
university. Now maybe my son can go to university and | don’t care if there's no income flowing into
the home due to his efforts, but there’s tens of thousands of people in this province who, if their son or
daughter goes to university, are therefore giving up the income which that son or daughter might
contribute to the family home and which they need because there are other chiidren coming up,
particularly one of the older children. So to say that it's not a deterrent is absotute nonsense. It is.

You know, Mr. Chairman, | want to remind people here that a few years ago something was done
in Manitoba — it's not unique Manitoba — where previously Grade 11 was the level from which
people could go to university, and then it was found that the need in our modern technological
society for higher and higher levels of education, Grade 12, which became firstsomething of choice,
a voluntary thing — you could go go Grade 12 in order to save the cost of university — you could take
it at high school, and, of course, you could save yourself a year at university therefore, it became a
standard, a norm, and Grade 12 became a necessary level in the high schools in order to qualify for
university entrance. And that was done because it was recognized that there was a need for the
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MR. SPEAKER: On the Proposed Motion of the Honourable Member for Fort Rouge (Bill No. 6) -
The Freedom of Information Act — the Honourable Member for Gladstone.

MR. JAMES R. FERGUSON: Stand, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: (Bill No. 8) - An Act to amend The Portage |a Prairie Charter — the Honourable
Member for Portage. (Stand)

ORDERS FOR RETURN — DEBATE

MR.SPEAKER: Onthe Proposed Motion of the Honourable Member for St. Boniface — the Member
for Roblin has 13 minutes.

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, | have completed my remarks regarding this Resolution.
MR. SPEAKER: The Order for Return is then open. The Honourable Member for Seven Oaks.

MR. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, if the Member for Roblin has completed his remarks, | might make a few.

| can understand the government taking the position that consultants were taken on and have
made a report to government, and that that report was for government, and therefore is something
that only the Cabinet has, and until they act on it, is simply a document for their benefit.

But, Mr. Speaker, the problem is this. The Task Force has made recommendations based on what
they perceived as certain information and certain facts — facts with regard to government
expenditures, facts with regard to government debt, facts with regard to government mismange-
ment, fat, and so on and so forth, and there is references to this all along.

The way we view this Task Force Report, it was an attempt to justify what this government has done
since taking office, and in this particutar Session. The government desperately needed a rationale, an
excuse, if you would call itthat, ajustification for vicious cutting of programs. They needed someone
toreinforce their arguments, the arguments that they made all through the campaign. The arguments
that there was so much money around that was misspent, that they could come into office, get
everything straightened out without really in any way affecting programs. We now know from a
review of a number of departments that the mismanagement referred to isn’t there. Maybe they did
expect to find pots ancd pots of money that they could shift around — well, it just isn’t there to shift
around.

So they are using the Task Force Report to justify, as | say, vicious cuts in programs, introduction
of user fees, which is really a tax, but they are shifting the tax. They are shifting it from the higher
income to the lower income, and that is what they call equal sacrifice. So that when we on this side
ask for this information we did it because we felt very strongly that the government in publishing, in
making available to the public, the recommendations, the report of the Task Force were in fact using
that as a scapegoat, as an excuse, as a justification for all that flowed in this year's Budget, in this
year's programs. It is because they are hiding behind this Task Force Report that we object.

It has been pointed out that if you were paying for this Report and you paid anything at all, you
would be over-paying, because this was not a study in depth, this was a subjective view by a few
people who went around and spoke to some civil servants, some others, got a few letters or a few
reports, put them together, and came to some very subjective opinions, where they said further
studies should be made, should be looked at deeper, more consideration should be given, but always
in a negative way, that what was existing was wrong.

Now, Mr. Speaker, no one questions that every number of years there should be a look again at
administrative procedures within a government. When we took over we were faced with a quarter-of-
a-million dollar report by P.R. Ross and Associates, a productivity study that had just been decided to
be introduced, and we continued in that same manner. And ten years later there is nothing wrong
with looking at structures, and even during the course of our years in office we did change structures
periodically.

We do object when they on the one hand publish a Task Force Report and say, “See, we told you,”
and then they say, “Well, this is really a report for the benefit of Cabinet and government. ltis really
just a reportand we can’t give you any back-up material. Statements are made but we can'ttell youon
what basis they were made or why they were made or what justification there was to make them. We
can't tell you any of this.” So, Mr. Speaker, itis acharade. It is a bit of, they are acting out a play, where
they have these groups of people, and | don't question the individual ability of these people, and
perhaps if they had been at it for maybe six months to one year, they might have been able to come up
with some good solid recommendations. | think they should have been a better mix than that on the
Task Force, but putting that aside, some of these people have ability. But no way can they examine
the administrative, programmatic operation of a government in four months and come up with their
recommendations. No way, it can't be done, not in the casual way it was done. So we question the
validity of the Task Force Report for that that reason. o

But why was the government that anxious to publish it so quickly. To say to them, “This is your
time limit. You have got to come in by this and this date.” Instead of saying, “Take your time, this is
important, consider it, check back, look into all aspects of it, if you can'tfinish it by March, finish it by
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frankly, in my opinion, they are destroying the credibility of their own Task Force, and to the extent
that it has any credibility left, it's rapidly disappearing — | think it’s rapidly disappearing not only to
members on this side of the House, but generally throughout the Province of Manitoba. It was a
group of people put together to do a hatchet job, to do a job of papering over and justifying the
vicious kind of programming that we are now seeing taking place in Manitoba; the kinds of policies
that we are seeing being introduced in Manitoba; the redistribution and varying of costs and the
income, and they are guilty of redistribution.

We are usually criticized for wanting to redistribute income; the Conservatives have really gone
much further than we have in redistributing income in these past few months. They have
redistributed it in the other direction, they have redistributed it from the lower income to the higher
income, by the introduction of these programs and policies which apparently the Task Force, without
knowing what the government was going to do in its Estimates, obviously, the Task Force was
somehow suggesting should be done. And it is because of these factors that we have asked for this
information, and in refusing to grant this information to make it availablie, not just to us but to the
public, the credibility of the Task Force has been destroyed and the purpose of the Task Force has
now been established, and the purpose was as a screen — a device for the Conservatives to justify
probably the most negative and vicious policy changes ever seen in this House in the last 8 eight
years.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Burrows.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Yes, Mr. Speaker, | rise at this time in support of the motion for an Order for
Return that's on the Order Paper before us, and in addition to the reasons as outlined by the
Honourable Member for St. Boniface, when he spoke, and the Honourable Member for Seven Oaks
today, | have one other concern and because of it, Mr. Speaker, in order to deal with the Task Force
effectively in my role as a member of the opposition, [ feel | need alf the information that | could get,
because you see my problem is, Mr. Speaker, when | look at the Executive Council in the Estimates
book, there is one line for the salaries of the three Ministers without portfolio, and it may well be that
after dealing with the Task Force Report, when we reach that item Item on the Estimates, that | may
want to bring in a motion to reduce that Minister’s salary to $1.00. Now, you will appreciate the
problem that will put me in, because, being only one line, to reduce one minister's salary to $1.00
would mean that I'll have to bring in a motion reducing the figure to $33,201.00.

But that leaves me with another problem, Mr. Speaker. I'm not the Minister of Finance, | don’tsign
the cheques, I'm not the First Minister. it may well be that the First Minister may take whatever’s left in
the appropriation for the Ministers without Portfolio, and reduce the salary of one of the other three
Ministers without Portfolio, but pay the Minister who was responsible for the Task Force the full
amount. Now | wouldn't want any of the other two Ministers to suffer, but it appears that they will have
to, so when we reach that point, if we will have to bring in a motion to reduce the salary, Mr. Speaker, it
will have to be $1.00 for the three of them, and then they will have to be satisfied with 33 1/3 cents
each. It's regrettable that the Government House Leader, the Minister responsible for the Housing
and Renewal Corporation will have to fall with them, but that's the way the government set up the
Estimates, so thus it will have to be.

Now, my main reason, Mr. Speaker, for supporting this motion forth  is Order for Return is the
fact that earlier this year, in early March, about the 8th of March, one of the Review Committee
Chairmen, did go public, and did comment upon some of the recommendations, and did volunteer
other information. And when | read these stories in the press, Mr. Speaker, and | believe that they
appeared in both — | have one clipping before me of March 8th this year in the Free Press — and
Frederick Fulcher, who chaired the Education Review Team, did comment upon the recommenda-
tion re the future of Brandon University, and Keewatin and Assiniboine Community Colieges, did
comment upon the recommendation re the increase in fees, and on other matters, well, Mr. Speaker,
if we're going to be aware of the recommendations of some of the review teams, then to consider
them properly, we have to be aware of all. So it prompted me, Mr. Speaker, and | believe that | had
tabled this letter on another occasion, because | had made reference toit, | think it was in the Speech
from the Throne, and at that time the letter was tabled, so this prompted me to write a letter to each of
the Review Committee chairmen. And the reason | wrote to them was because. . . well there were
two reasons: e(1) | know the Review Committee was supposed to be answerable to a member of the
government, but you recall, Mr. Speaker, that the government did appoint two co-chairmen, and we
don't know to this day just the exact area of responsibility of the Minister without Portfolio, who
claims to have some responsibility for the Task Force, so really we don’t know what issues fall within
his jurisdiction, and what we could ask him about.

(2) As was admitted by Mr. Fulcher, that some of the recommendations may never see the light of
day.
ySo, therefore, we don’t know, Mr. Speaker, whether the recommendations that we see before us
are, in fact, the Review Committee’s recommendations, which constitute or are associated with the
Task Force, or whether they are Mr. Riley's recommendations, or whether they are this Minister’s
recommendations, or whether they are somebody else’s recommendations, because you will kno_w,
Mr. Speaker, that Great-West Life is quite heavily represented on the review team — Great-West Life
and related comparies, Investor’'s Group, and so forth.
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could one evaluate an education program without talking to the people who have the ultimate
responsibility for the delivery of it?

We also know, Mr. Speaker, that by and large the Task Force did ignore or overlook the
consumers of a whole host of government programs that were reviewed and in relation to which
certain recommendations were made. Mr. Speaker, | think it's just plain common sense that if one
does a certain study and makes certain recommendations that one includes within that study two
essential features. One indicates what groups or individuals made representations to it; one also
indicates the data that one has collected on the basis of which one makes certain recommendations.
Well, in this case, Mr. Speaker, we do not know to whom the Task Force spoke, nor do we know what
evidence does the Task Force base its recommendations on. And that type of information, Mr.
Speaker, is common to Task Force Reports in general. We're not asking for something out of the
ordinary, anything unusual, and it's the type of information that if the reportis to have any credibility
in the minds of the public, the government should be willing and glad to provide us.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Winnipeg Centre.

MR. J.R. (Bud) BOYCE: Mr. Speaker, | intend to be quite brief as the case has been made why this
particular request is on the Paper and | support the motion. Ordinarily, Mr. Speaker, | wouldn't
support such a motion, but nevertheless it's somewhat analogous to the situation in 1968-69 where
the government had the authority and had the prerogative to exercise that authority in the level at
which they flooded South Indian Lake. Nevertheless they chose to bring into the Legislature a bill
which necessitated some aciion by this particular group and after having done that then they refused
to provide the information reiative to that decision on which the members of this House could make a
responsible decision. The situation is somewhat analogous in this sense, that the government has
gone through the province purporting that this Task Force Report is an analysis in depth and that
they're going to ask this Legislature to govern their votes for moneys to be spent relative to that Task
Force Report to a large degree.

The Member for Fort Rouge in his remarks the other day put the question before us very well |
thought. But | want to underline what is happening in this particular consideration.

Mr. Speaker, if you want to analyze anything, even if youwant to analyze a beam of light, if you put
it through a prism everyone realizes that the light itself will be separated into red, orange, yeliow,
green, blue, indigo and violet. And if you want to bring it back together again you put it through a
reverse prism and it will bring it back. The imperfections in the prisms will determine the fidelity of the
colours you separate and the colours that you put back together again. If you want to have a green
filter to take out greer light you put in a green filter and you won’t get it back. If you want to take out
blue light you put in a blue filter and you won'’t get the biue back. But Mr. Speaker, the case has been
made, and well made, that the information which has been analyzed in such a brief time by a rather
select group of our society is analogous to that which | have described relative to the separation of
light. The information has been filtered through a particular segment of people in our society and
they have come up with certain recommendations.

I think the best summation of that with which we are involved is put forth in the position as
forwarded to the government, a copy of which | have, Report on Government Organization and
Economy, submitted by the Manitoba Teachers Society, April 1978, in which they say: Section 3(b) of
Order-in-Council No. 1196 states that the Task Force should, “ . . . determine past, present, and
probable future costs and benefits of programs. The Society submits that the Task Force did not
consider the benefits, did not consult any of the groups that were aware of the benefits and did not
commission any studies to determine the benefits of the program which it recommended be deleted.”

Now, what this House is asking for is for some glimmer of light that the recommendations that have
been forwarded to this government which they accepted the responsibility of promulgating through
the province and tabling in this House. It is obvious, Mr. Speaker, that the governmentintends to use
its majority to deprive the House of this information, so | would suggest that the matter go to a vote
and we get on with the business of the province.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon East.

MR. EVANS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | hadn’t intended to participate in this debate, but having
heard some of the comments opposite and aiso listening to some of my colleagues, | thought | would
add one or two words of my own to this particular request by my colleague, the Member for St.
Boniface, that the supporting documents, the various sub-committee reports and so on, be made
available to members of this House, which really means, being made available to the mediaand to the
people of Manitoba.

| say that there is a need for this, not because of the curiosity that exists in the community at large,
and particularly on this side of the House, but also because of the importance that this document was
alleged to have been, or was and is alleged to be. This document is alleged to be of fundamental
importance to this government and therefore of fundamental importance to the people of Manitoba,
that it was to contain some very critical, very fundamental programs for change, very critical
suggestions for re-organization that would affect the lives of thousands of people in this province.
And because of the terrific emphasis that’s been placed upon this, particulary by the Minister without
Portfolio, the Member for River Heights, who is the Minister responsible for the Task Force, because
of the high profile that he has given it, and | must say, Mr. Speaker, this is in typical fashion of that

1862






Monday, May 8, 1978

Conservative government caucus because they don’t have, I'm convinced thatthey have very little, if
any, say in the legislation and in the government administration of this province.

The Member for Minnedosa has indicated publicly his frustration by saying that he is seriously
considering running for the federal seat of Portage-Marquette. | think maybe one of the reasons he's
prepared to do that is because he’s finding it very frustrating to be behind a certain First Minister, a
Mr. Lyon, that certain First Minister of this province, a very frustrating experience for ail the members
of that caucus I'm sure to find that they are really part and parcel of what is almost a personal
dictatorship in this province.

I think that the teachers of Manitoba have detected a tendency that we're going to see more and
more, a centralized government, government by the few, government by a select committee with the
chairman of that committee being the premier of this province who is going to call the shots. —
f(Ilntgzrjection)— Yes, the Member for Minnedosa should get out on the hustings because time is

eeing.

| really believe that the teachers have put their finger on a characteristic of the task farce when they
say, on Page 3, “Thus, during the entire tenure of the Task Force neither the Society nor any other
group representing educators or school boards was ever consulted on any of the recommendations.
At the very least, these groups should have been consulted prior to the formulation of
recommendations on field base programs which directly affect teachers and students.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, | think what you'll find here you'll find in other areas of this report as well. |
think the report dealing with university affairs, either no consultation or very meagre consultation.
Likewise with other programs in other areas of government administration where there was no
consultation if any, very little consultation with the various groups involved.

To do | supposeareportongovernment organization and economy, a study of this kind, there are
merits from time to time to have such studies but if you really are serious in this matter, if you really
want to do a job worthy of the taxpayers of this province, you will spend the time in going around this
province, notonly inthe City of Winnipeg, but in alf the regions of this province and not only talking to
the people that work for Great-West Life or the Winnipeg Chamber of Commerce but to all the groups
in this province. The unions, the various teachers’ groups, the various groups concerned with health
care, the nurses, the doctors, the dentists and many many others and take time and do adequate
research. Instead of that, we have got really a PR piece of work and as you examine the document,
each day as you look at this document, the two volumes, you very quickly come to the conclusion —
and each time you do it you come to it more quickly — that it is indeed a very shallow piece of work.

The real truth is that there isn’t any supporting documentation. In fact, that's why | really think,
Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons that the Minister without Portfolio doesn’'t want to give us the
background reports or studies is that maybe those background studies and reports do not exist, or at
least maybe they do not exist certainly in some instances. | suspect that there isn’t the supporting
documentation, there aren’t the facts and the figures to support the conclusions and the
recommendations. What we really have is a compendium of opinions, compendium of opinions that
is biased, very right wing, very pro big business and very narrow in perspective.

As you have more experience in government, Mr. Speaker, members opposite should realize that
government is a very complex field and a field that involves all segments of our community, our
provincial community, involves all facets of life virtually whether we like it or not, and thatin order to
come forth with a document and with a report that is worthy of consideration, that time has to be
spent and people and groups have to be consulted. So | really fear, Mr. Speaker, that there is very little
supporting documentation and maybe this is the real reason the Minister doesn’t want to table it
because he’s got so little to table.

I believe as the Member for inkster indicated a few weeks ago that as the months go by the real fight
is going toensue. If the government is at all seriously taking these recommendations there is going to
be a real fight ensuing between the Cabinet and the Task Force itself.

As a matter of fact, | was rather amused by a comment the other day that | read in the newspaper
attributed to the Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs with regard to the future of the
Department of Co-operative Development. We read that the Deputy Minister of Co-operative
Development, Mr. Gauthier, has resigned partly because of the recommendation that the department
be phased out as such. | found it rather amusing that the Minister indicated that this wasn’t
necessarily government policy so it’s going to be interesting to see in the months and the time ahead
whether the government will act on that one recommendation and that is to phase out the
Department of Co-operative Development.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member has five minutes.

MR. EVANS: Thank .- —— - - .- -you. Mr. Speaker, | would  -.ink thatthe governmentis goingto
be very reluctant to act so quickly on that recommendation of eliminating Co-op Development
because, if anything, the existence of that department is symbolic of the support for co-operativesin
this province and | would daresay that a good number of the members opposite on the government
side are members of co-operatives of one kind of or another, they're certainly members of credit
unions. Many on this side are members of co-operatives or credit unions and | daresay that a
diminution in the role of that department or those people would be a signal to everyone who is
involved in co-ops in Manitoba that this government really doesn’t care about the development of co-
operatives. | think there is a symbolism that's involved here and | think this is probably why the
Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs who is also in charge of that department is rather
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