
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Monday, 14 J une, 1982 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PAA YER by M r. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER, Hon. J .  Walding: Presenting Peti-
tions Reading and Receiving Petitions 
Presenting Reports by Standing and Special 
Committees 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS AND 

TABLING OF REPORTS 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Natural 
Resources. 

H O N .  A. MACKLING:  Mr. Speaker , by leave, I would 
like to make what I consider to be a nonpolitical 
statement on the Garrison visit. 

M R .  SPEAKER: Does the Honourable Minister have 
leave? 

H O N .  A. MACKLING:  Mr. Speaker, I would like at this 
time, the earliest time that I have had an opportunity to 
report to the House, to indicate my sincere pleasure 
and my sincere appreciation and my personal thanks , 
and on behalf of all I think, for the excellence of the 
contributions of all members of the joint Federal 
Government-Provincial Government delegation 
recently in Washington. 

As honourable members know, it was composed of 
members at both levels of government and from the 
three major political parties in Canada and I say , with
out equivocation , Mr. Speaker , that in my opinion the 
teamwork indicated an extremely successful collabo
ration of viewpoint. I particularly want to thank my 
colleagues from this House; my colleagues , John 
Bucklaschuk, the Member for Gimli ; the Member for 
lnkster, Mr. Scott. I particularly want to thank the two 
previous Ministers of Natural Resources, our col
leagues; the Honourable Mr. Enns for Lakeside, the 
Honourable Brian Ransom for Turtle Mountain and 
the Honourable Harry Harapiak who also served, the 
Honourable Member for The Pas, who went. I can say, 
Mr. Speaker. that I don't think that such teamwork 
with such effect has ever been displayed before. 
There was a very good impression made in Garrison 
by the kind of common understanding and common 
purpose that was displayed. I particularly want to note 
the efforts of Senator Duff Roblin and the Honourable 
Lloyd Axworthy, Messrs. Bockstael , Jack Murta and 
the Honourable Terry Sargeant and the Honourable 
Mr . Masters from Thunder Bay. 

It was truly impressive, the kind of team work, Mr. 
Speaker , that was evidenced and I think that alone, 
beside the argument that was addressed, had a very 
marked effect in Washington. I sincerely want to say I 
appreciate all of the members who participated in that 
exercise. 

M R .  SPEAKER:  The Honourable Member for Lakeside. 

M R .  H. E NNS: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if I may be 

granted an equal privilege to comment on the remarks 
just made by the Honourable Minister? 

Mr. Speaker , I certainly want to, on behalf of my 
colleague , the Honourable Member for Turtle Moun
tain and also the colleagues of the Conservative Party, 
Messrs. Murta and Charlie Mayer, express our appre
ciation for having the opportunity given to us to partic
ipate in the rather unique delegation and the repres
entation that was made on behalf of Manitoba , on 
behalf of Canada, in Washington. Mr. Speaker , we 
hope of course that it will bear the kind of results that 
the effort expended would call for. 

3274 

However , Mr . Speaker , let it be said , and I feel that I 
should say it, there was nonetheless a continuing feel
ing that I had, and shared by some of my colleagues , 
that the fundamental role in this whole matter has to 
be played by our national government through the 
offices of the Canadian Embassy , through the 
Department of External Affairs , a role of course that 
has been played over these past many years. I think it 
was a useful purpose to have demonstrated the unity 
on this issue to our American colleagues , but one 
can't help but get that impression when you witness 
the pressure cooker of politics that takes place on the 
Hill in Washington, particularly at Budget time, that 
really , in the kind of relations that countries such as 
ours have on important issues like that , I would not 
want to leave the impression that these journeys by 
political people from time to time can in effect bring 
about that basic understanding of the issue that is 
best represented forcibly by those particular jurisdic
tions that have the direct responsibility , in other 
words , the Department of External Affairs. It is Can
ada and the United States that have a difficulty, as 
much as Manitoba is involved. It is the assurances that 
we have had from several American administrations 
that they will honour the 1 909 Boundary Waters 
Treaty that we depend on. 

I was pleased to have been included with the efforts 
of the Minister and let me acknowledge the good 
efforts of that Minister; the Minister certainly repre
sented Manitoba well in the presentations in Washing
ton on the very important matter of Garrison. 

M R .  SPEAKER: Notices of Motion . . .  

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

H O N .  R. P E N N E R  introduced Bill No. 53 , an Act to 
amend The Builders' Liens Act , Loi modifiant Loi sur 
le privileges du constructeur. 

M R .  G. M E R C I E R  introduced Bill No. 62, an Act to 
amend The Highway Traffic Act (2 ). 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

M R .  SPEAKER: Before we reach Oral Questions, may 
I direct the attention of honourable members to the 
gallery , where we have 2 5  students of Grade 8 stand
ing from the Kenway Secondary School. The visitors 
are under the direction of Mr. Bob Reimer and the 
school is located in the constituency of the Honour-
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able Minister of Highways. 
There are also 28 students of Grade 5 standing of 

the J A .  Cuddy Elementary School under the direc
tion of Ms. Marie Brooks. The school is in the consti
tuency of the Honourable Member for Morris. 

There are 20 students of Grade 8 standing from the 
Isaac Newton Junior High School under the direction 
of Mr . Armstrong. The school is located in the consti
tuency of the Honourable Member for Burrows. 

On behalf of all the members , I welcome you here 
this afternoon. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition. 

H O N .  S. LYON: Mr. Speaker , I have a question for the 
Minister of Finance or for the First Minister. 

In view of the fact that the Federal Minister of 
Finance has apparently indicated in the House of 
Commons on Friday last that there is some question 
about the constitutionality of Manitoba's proposed 
payroll tax. will the Minister of Finance now provide an 
opinion from the law officers of the Crown of Mani
toba. indicating that this tax is one that is constitu
tio nally in order vis-a-vis the ability of a province to tax 
the Federal Government? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance . 

H O N .  V. S C H R O E D E R :  Yes, Mr. Speaker. I have seen 
the statement by the Minister of Finance of Canada 
and I 've also seen his statement indicating that it is his 
opinion that they will do what is constitutional. I pre
sume that it is also his opinion that their payments to 
Quebec are constitutional. That being so, I don't see 
any difficulties whatsoever. 

H O N .  S. LYON: Mr. Speaker , will the Minister of 
Finance or the Attorney-General now provide a writ
ten opinion from the law officers of the Crown as to 
the constitutionality of this tax, which the Legislature 
is going to be called upon to deal with and pass very 
shortly? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General . 

H O N .  R. P E N N E R: As I attempted to point out to the 
Leader of the Opposition some time ago but , you 
know , just as you can lead a horse to water but not 
make it drink, I don't think you can lead the Honour
able Leader of the Opposition to intellectual thought 
and make him think. 

The fact is that there's a presumption of constitu
tionality in favour of bills passed by a Provincial Legis
lature . We rely on the presumption of the constitu
tionality, which means that it is up to anyone who 
would challenge it I would think that it would be the 
Lea der of the Opposition who would be last to do that 
if he had any feelings for the needs of the Province of 
Manitoba. It's up to anyone who would challenge it to 
challenge it. 

Secondly, when he asks for the opinion of the law 
officers of the Crown , there are some 90 of them; 
would he ha ve us take a referendum among all of the 
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law officers of the Crown and if we win by a majority , 
wh ich law officer of the Crown does he have in mind? 
How ridiculous can you get? I can scarely believe that 
at one time he was the Attorney-General of this pro
vince. As the Chief Law Officer of the Crown, I have 
given my opinion to the Minister of Finance good , bad 
or indifferent as it may be and on that we stand until 
challenged. 

MR. S P E A K E R :  The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition. 

HON. S. l YON: Mr. Speaker . I don't think members 
on this side of the House or indeed the public of 
Manitoba need be read any particular lecture by the 
present Attorney-General about the proprieties of 
obtaining a legal opinion for the House from the law 
officers of the Crown. If he wishes to betray his ignor
ance of the system, that's fine, but he doesn't have to 
offend the sensibilities and the intelligence of the 
people of Manitoba by showing that he doesn't know 
how government operates . 

I am asking the First Minister now if he will obtain, 
fo r the benefit of members of this House, an opinion 
as to the constitutionality of the tax that he is purport
ing to impose upon the people of Manitoba. I ask this 
q uestion, Mr . Speaker , because I now have in front of 
me the response of the Minister of Finance that was 
made last Friday and the Minister of Finance said as 
follows, according to the information just handed to 
me, " Madam Speaker, I do have an answer for the 
honourable member" - this is Mr. MacEachen speak
ing - " I  would like to read the answer. I have had this 
matter carefully looked into and advise that the Fed
eral Government had consistently taken the position 
that a province does not have the legislative jurisdic
tion to impose a tax on the Federal Crown." 

Mr. Speaker, that being the opinion that apparently 
the law officers of the Crown have given to the Federal 
Minister , will the First Minister now obtain an opinion 
for the benefit of members of this House, so that we 
will not be asked to pass a law that is unconstitutional 
vis-a-vis the Federal Crown? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 

H O N. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, the question has 
been very thoroughly answered by the Attorney
General and I associate myself with the response by 
the Attorney-General. 

HON. S. L VON: Mr. Speaker, the response of the First 
Minister only beckons to mind that old statement, 
"There are none so blind as those who will not see." 

I 'm asking the First Minister again , Mr. Speaker, and 
it's a serious 

MR. SPEAKE R :  Order, order. 

HON. S. l YON: It 's a serious matter , Mr. Speaker, and 
the law officers of the Crown are in a position to give 
opinions to the government and to this House. Indeed, 
any member of this House can seek an opinion from 
the Legislative Counsel of Manitoba and, in the 
absence and the inability and the unwillingness of the 
First Minister or the Attorney-General or the Minister 
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of Finance to do that, perhaps the Opposition will be 
called upon to go to the Legislative Counsel of Mani
toba and ask for that opinion before we are asked here 
to pass a law that is possibly unconstitutional. Will the 
First Minister force the Opposition to ask for that opin
ion or will he, in reason, ask for the opinion because of 
the statement that has now been made by the Minister 
of Finance that indeed the tax could well be unconsti
tutional vis-a-vis the Federal Crown? 

H O N. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker , first I cannot help but 
wonder if indeed it is considered by the Leader of the 
Opposition that this tax is an illegal tax, an unconstitu
tional tax, I cannot understand then why the Leader of 
the Opposition, while Premier of this province, did not 
take Quebec to the courts a number of years ago. 
Because by the implementation of this tax in the Prov
ince of Quebec, it is my understanding that the Prov
ince of Manitoba and the taxpayers of the Province of 
Manitoba would have indeed lost millions of dollars. 

Insofar as the question itself, again I turn to you, Mr. 
Speaker , for a ruling as to whether it is in order in this 
House to continue to ask questions which are 
obviously of a repetitious nature? 

H O N .  S. LYON: Mr. Speaker, a further question to the 
Minister of Finance on the same point. Could the Min
ister of Finance -(Interjection)- well , you ha ven't 
heard the question yet. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: I would appreciate a ruling per
taining to whether or not it 1s in order to be required to 
respond to repetitious questions. 

MR. SPEAKE R :  Order please, order please. I'm sure 
that all members have read Beauchesne and they find 
in there that there are prohibitions against almost any 
type of questioning including repetitious questions. I 
believe I made it clear to both House Leaders at the 
beginning of the Session that there would be as much 
latitude given to questioners as possible, knowing 
that there would be an equal amount of latitude given 
by the answerers of those questions. 

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition may 
continue . 

HON. S. LYON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question 
to the Minister of Finance, Mr. Speaker, arises out of 
the meeting that the official delegation of the City of 
Winnipeg had with the Urban Affairs Committee of 
Cabinet on Tuesday, May 25th, the summary of which 
was given to all councillors . I ask the Minister of 
Finance if this resume of the discussion is accurate. 
"The Minister of Finance" - I should explain, Mr. 
Speaker , in response to the city's request that they be 
exempted from the province's purported payroll tax. 
"The Minister of Finance replied that the credibility of 
the program depended upon the principle of no 
exemptions , and while he believed the city may have 
some valid concerns , he was not prepared to jeopard
ize the collection of the tax from the Federal Govern
ment by giving local governments an exemption ."  

Mr . Speaker, in view of the fact that the answer or 
that resume seems to indicate that the Minister of 

Finance does have legal doubts about this payroll tax, 
which he has not admitted to the House, will he tell us 
if he's saying one thing to the city and another thing to 
this House? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Mr. Speaker, on Budget night, 
I explained that this was a tax which we regrettably 
had to impose because of a loss of $ 7 1 9  million in 
revenues from the Federal Government o ver the next 
five years in equalization and established program 
financing. We had to replace that loss, which has to do 
mainly with health and post-secondary education , 
with another tax. This was the tax that we chose. I 
believed then and I believe now, that if we set up a tax 
which is discriminatory as between employers , that it 
would be a difficult tax to enforce and therefore we 
have been consistent in saying that all employers in 
this province, no matter what the circumstances , will 
be required to pay the tax. 

Now there are some employers of small businesses 
who qualify for interest rate relief, for instance, who if 
they qualify for that program are entitled to a rebate of 
this one because of special circumstances. We are 
looking at the difficulties that certain other employers 
are facing and we will see what we can do about it. But 
in terms of allowing large groups of employers to opt 
out and then expecting the Federal Government to 
pay without a challenge, I think that would be asking 
very much of the Federal Government. 

The Federal Government, as I understand Mr. 
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Mac Eachen's answer , made it clear that it does have 
some questions in terms of a technical legality ; that is , 
that we could force them to pay the tax, but they have 
never suggested - in fact , they have even suggested 
the reverse - they have told us , through the papers , 
that they are prepared to pay that tax in Manitoba and 
be a good employer in the same way that they are 
paying it in Quebec, and in a fashion not the same but 
similar in Ontario where they pay half, I believe ,  of the 
medicare premium which works out to $648 a month , 
half of that being over $300 per employee , which is 
more than they will pay per employee on the average 
here in Manitoba. 

So we are not concerned that the Federal Govern
ment will take one position in Quebec and Ontario and 
another position in Manitoba. If it happens that the 
Federal Government decides not to pay it in one 
place , then I'm sure that they will not pay it in any 
other place and, therefore, we will gain revenue , addi
tional revenue, from the Federal Government because 
there will be more payments in Ontario , more pay
ments in Quebec, more payments in B.C., and more 
payments in Alberta. 

H O N .  S. LYON: Well , Mr . Speaker , without at all 
accepting the very dubious premise of the Minister of 
Finance that there is any relationship whatsoever 
between Health Services' premiums in Ontario and 
Quebec and the payroll tax that he has imposed or 
threatens to impose upon the people of Manitoba , 
because that's a faulty premise. 

Mr. Speaker , without accepting that at all, may I 
read to the Minister of Finance the balance of what 
was said in that answer in the House of Commons on 



Friday last for his edification and ask the Minister of 
Finance if he agrees with this statement? The Minister 
of Finance made the answer that I have quoted. The 
Honourable Mr. Epp then said , " Madam Speaker, that 
being the case and that opinion" - (lnterjection)
Mr. Speaker, do we have to listen to the braying from 
across the way? 

Mr. Speaker if these 

M R .  SPEA K E R :  Order please , order please. 

H O N .  S. LYON: " Madam Speaker ,"  and I'm quoting 
from Hansard in Ottawa, "that being the case and that 
opinion being in keeping with constitutional conven
tion, I point out to the Minister that reports in Mani
toba are that Ottawa intends to pay the so-called pay
roll tax which was in the recent Manitoba Budget. 
Does the Federal Government now stand by that 
statement; namely , that it will pay it regardless of the 
constitutional convention that the Minister has read 
out today?" 

The Minister of Finance answered, " Madam Speaker, 
we would observe the laws of the Consitution." Terry 
Sargeant then said , " Madam Speaker , my question is 
directed to the Minister of Finance as a follow-up to 
the answer he gave to the Honourable Member for 
Provencher, because the Minister was not especially 
clear in his answer. Is he saying that even though the 
Federal Government has paid a similar payroll tax in 
the Province of Quebec for some years now, it will not 
now pay the new Manitoba tax?" 

The Minister of Finance said, " Madam Speaker , my 
answer was in reply to the Honourable Member for 
Provencher , those answers still stand and the answer 
that stands is ,  we would observe the laws of the 
Constitution." 

In that event , Mr . Speaker, and the Minister of 
Finance having said that the practice, the constitu
tional convention is opposed to the Federal Govern
ment paying such a tax, what advice can the Minister 
of Finance offer as to the legitimacy and the bonafides 
of the law that he is attempting to bring in vis-a-vis the 
ability of the Province of Manitoba to tax the Federal 
Government? What further support can he offer, 
because obviously his Federal counterpart feels that 
the law is unconstitutional? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Mr. Speaker , the Federal Min
ister of Finance is saying, first of all, that the Federal 
Government does not necessarily agree that a prov
ince has the right to tax the Federal Government. He is 
then saying that notwithstanding that technical view, 
he is saying by doing, for the last 1 O years they have 
paid an identical tax - and the Leader of the Opposi
tion suggests that somehow our tax is different from 
Quebec's - there's only one difference between our 
tax and Quebec's and that is,  ours is 1 .5  percent and 
theirs is 3 percent and if he can find it another differ
ence. then I would be pleased to have him so state. 
There is no other difference. The Federal Government 
is making that payment in Quebec and has done so at 
a time when it was 1 . 5  percent and is now doing so 
when it is 3 percent and the Federal Government , by 
the very statement of Mr. Mac Eachen, believes that it 

is acting constitutionally. 
I would like to see one single case that the Leader of 

the Opposition could bring forward that says that it is 
unconstitutional for the Federal Government to make 
that kind of a payment, either to the Province of Mani
toba or to the Province of Quebec . I'd like to see one 
case that says that the Federal Government does not 
have the legal right to make that payment. I do not 
believe there is such a case in existence. 

HON. S. LYON: Mr. Speaker , to correct myself ,  if I 
said similarity with the Province of Quebec, I meant to 
say similarity between B.C., Ontario and Alberta and if 
I misspoke myself, I apologize to the Minister of 
Finance. 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Minister of Finance has 
said, "I have had this matter carefully looked into and 
advise that the Federal Government had consistently 
taken the position that a province does not have the 
legislative jurisdiction to impose the tax on the Fed
eral Crown." 

That being the case, will he now provide to this 
House a legal opinion from the law officers of the 
Crown that the Minister of Finance's opinion is wrong? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader on a point of order. 

HON. R. P E N N E R :  Yes, Mr. Speaker, on a point of 
order. I would ask that you rule. 

I realize that you have given some advice informally 
to members of the Government House Leader and the 
Opposition House Leader, but there comes a time 
when you're asked to rule where I would hope that you 
would see fit to. 
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I have been keeping track; that same question has 
been asked nine times within the last two weeks. 
S urely it is time to rule as other Speakers before you 
have ruled - and I would invite you to do so - as to 
whether or not repetition of that degree is in order . 

M R .  SPEAKER: I will take the matter under advise
ment to see whether the objection raised by the 
Attorney-General is valid. But while we're on a matter 
of order, I somehow doubt that the reading of material 
from outside sources is really appropriate at question 
pe riod. There is probably something in Beauchesne 
which says that it is not permitted. However , we have 
allowed some measure of reading from outside doc
uments in this House . Beauchesne , I'm sure, says that 
it is incorrect or not allowed to read from such a 
statement and then ask a Minister of the Treasury 
Bench to confirm it. 

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition will see, 
I'm sure , to what abuse that could lead to if it became 
far more widespread. A lengthy question invites a 
lengthy answer and the general effect of question 
period disappears if that were to become the rule. 

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 

HON. S. LYON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker . We'll, of 
co urse , attempt to abide by your suggestions and 
your advice which in all cases seems to be -to this side 
of the House - quite reasonable. 

Mr. Speaker , I have a question for the Minister of 
Mines and Energy . Can the Minister of Mines and 
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Energy advise if he has consulted with his counter
parts in Saskatchewan and Alberta concerning the 
proposed suggestion of the Federal Government. Mr. 
Lalonde in particular. that the Federal Government 
might be interested in entering into some form of 
financing for the Western Power Grid or Inter-Tie? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Energy 
and Mines. 

HON. W. PARAS I U K :  We have yet to have the meet
ing at the ministerial level, Mr. Speaker. I have indeed 
written my counterparts a letter in that respect asking 
when it might be possible for all of us to get together to 
pursue these discussions. 

We have had some discussions at the staff level. We 
haven't had a direct response from anyone in Saskat
chewan; but the response from officials anyway at the 
Alberta level was that they indicated they were pleased 
by Mr. Lalonde's response in that any federal assis
tance with respect to financing would in fact have 
some impact - if it decreased the cost of money - on 
the overall cost of the project and that could have 
beneficial consequences to all three provinces. 

So at the official level in Alberta, they certainly took 
a positive open-minded response to this and certainly 
I can't say that necessarily is the response of the 
Ministers. I haven't had a direct response from them 
yet, but I'm hoping that when we meet in the near 
future, this is an item that certainly will be discussed. 

H O N .  S. LYON: Mr. Speaker , I'm aware of the fact that 
the Minister may not have this information imme
diately at his fingertips, but I wonder if he could take 
as notice a question and perhaps give us an answer 
before the House ajourns. How many ministerial 
meetings has he held with the Ministers of Saskatch
ewan and Alberta since this government came to 
office on the 3 0th of November, 1 98 1  concerning the 
Western Inter-Tie? 

HON. W. PARAS I U K :  I guess I can say that we've had 
one meeting in person; we've had communications 
over the telephone and by writing. We had a meeting 
that was scheduled for May 1 2th that was postponed 
at the request of the newly elected Saskatchewan 
Minister responsible for the Saskatchewan Power 
Corporation. We are awaiting a response from that 
Minister as to when he could see fit to meet with the 
Honourable Mr. Shaben. the Minister of Utilities for 
the Alberta Government and myself, who have 
expressed interest in meeting as soon as possible. Mr. 
Maclaren, the new Minister in Saskatchewan respon
sible for the Power Corporation has not been able to 
arrange his schedule to accommodate a meeting as 
yet , but we're hopeful that will take place in the near 
future. 

H O N .  S. LYON: A question on a similar line, Mr. 
Speaker, to the First Minister. Could the First Minister 
tell us how many times he has had meetings with the 
Premiers of Saskatchwan and Alberta with respect to 
the topic of the Western Inter-Tie since he came to 
office on the 3 0th of November. 1 981? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister. 

H O N .  H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker. as the Leader of the 
Opposition knows , the subject matter was to be dis
cussed at the Western Premiers' Conference , but in 
view of the change in government in Saskatchewan. 
the Western Premiers' meeting has been rescheduled 
to later this spring or early fall, at which time the item 
is to be on the agenda. 

H O N .  S. LYON: Mr. Speaker , so we can take it then 
that the First Minister has not had a formal meeting 
with the Premiers of Saskatchewan or Alberta, pres
ent or past in the case of Saskatchewan , since 
November 30th, 1 981.  

HON. H.  PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker , there have been 
some discussions with former Premier Blakeney. In 
fact, I had some discussion as well with the new Pre
mier Devine on the phone in connection with the 
Western Inter-Tie and Premier Lougheed at the First 
Ministers' Conference , but there's been no formal 
meeting as such. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry. 

M R .  L. S H E R M A N :  Mr. Speaker, my question is to the 
Honourable Minister of Health and I would ask him in 
view of considerable anxiety in the community, par
ticularly in the community of St. James , whether the 
Minister can disspell concerns on the subject and 
reassure the public that he is intending no change, Sir, 
in the historic name of Deer Lodge Hospital? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health. 
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H O N .  L. DESJAR DINS:  Mr. Speaker, I'm sure that the 
honourable member wishes me to give the same 
answer because he asked this question and I ans
wered in a very straightforward manner. 

I did repeat it on a number of occasions that it has 
never been a set policy of government, or it has never 
been discussed in Cabinet that there should be a 
change or that there would be a change. 

During my Estimates, I did give as an example - I 
was talking about Mother Theresa who was coming in. 
I thought that she was a great lady; I still do. I thought 
maybe if there was a way that we could honour her 
and one of the suggestions was maybe name a hospi
tal such as St. James after her. That's all I said; I said it 
very clearly. I said it in the House here. It was an 
opinion that I had - an example. Since then we have 
found other ways to honour Mother Theresa and I 
thank the member for giving me an occassion to 
repeat again , because it is repetitious - I answered the 
same question in the House - that there is no thought 
certainly at this time of changing the name of the 
hospital at all. 

M R .  SPEAK E R :  The Honourable Member for La 
Verendrye. 

M R. R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I direct my 
question to the Minister of Economic Development 
and would ask her if she could confirm that the bank
ruptcies in Manitoba for the first five months of this 
year have now reached the same number that we had 
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for all the year 1 981 .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of  Economic 
Development. 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker. that is approximately 
true. 

M R .  R. BAN MAN: In light of the New Democratic Par
ty's position in the last number of years that the past 
rates were totally unacceptable, and in light of the fact 
that they have now increased by over 1 00 percent 
since they have now taken office , I wonder if the Minis
ter could inform the House as to what programs he will 
be instituting with regard to trying to bring down that 
alarming statistic. 

HON. M. SMITH: Well, Mr. Speaker. the total gov
ernment program is an attempt to do what is within the 
provincial range of options to remedy the situation. 
Specifically as well, we have moved in on the imme
diate interest rate problems. 

Our department has also put in place an Outreach 
Business Alert Program. It's doing what it can in the 
management or facilitation of refinancing to assist 
businesses in trouble before they find it necessary to 
collapse. 

In addition, we are looking at the Venture Capital 
field. You know there was , Mr. Speaker, an amount put 
into the Budget to assist with that. It is not a large 
amount. We are cautious about moving into that field 
because we only have limited resources to meet that 
need. However, we are committed to doing what is 
within our capacity to do, Mr. Speaker , and we will be 
making definitive announcements as soon as our 
proposals are more complete. 

M R .  R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. A sup
plementary question to the same Minister. In light of 
the fact that the 1 .5 percent payroll tax is an additional 
cost of doing business, will the government be 
exempting companies that are on the verge of bank
ruptcy from paying this 1 .5  percent payroll tax? 

HON. M. SMITH:  Mr. Speaker , I and my governmemt 
have rejected the approach to make ad hoe solutions , 
and a patch here and a bandaid there to problems 
which are far more profound, Mr. Speaker. 

We've looked at the tax situation and the function
ing of business in the broad sense, Mr. Speaker. We 
have done what we can to stimulate through direct 
investment and through demand stimulus, Mr. 
Speaker , and we designed a tax to enable us to do this, 
which was the most progressive tax available within 
our options , Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I wonder if 
the Minister could inform how much money has 
flowed from the Program on Interest Relief that she 
announced some eight months ago. 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker , to date the amount is 
in the neighborhood of $ 1 40,000, which multiplied by 
four is $560,000 to $600,000.00. Mr. Speaker , we told 
the Opposition that this program would be under con
stant review and given a couple of months experience, 

we are prepared to change the criteria if appropriate. 
Meanwhile, the main function of the program to 

assisi with management, to assist in the consulting 
process so that small businesses are abled by their 
own efforts , Mr. Speaker , to survive these difficult 
times is in place and is being effective, far beyond the 
actual output of money. 

M R .  FI. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker , in light of the fact that 
only S 1 40,000 has gone out to help the entrepreneurs 
in the Province of Manitoba and in light of the fact that 
the 1 .5  percent payroll tax is probably going to affect 
these industries that are on the verge of bankruptcy to 
a much higher rate than the funds which they've given 
out, are they anticipating changing the guidelines of 
the program to make it meaningful to help businesses 
in the Province of Manitoba? 

H O N. M. S M ITH: Mr. Speaker, we've given our under
taking that we're reviewing the guidelines and will 
alter them as experience dictates. However, Mr. 
Speaker , to find a direct or a simplistic connection 
between businesses' ability to survive and thrive with 
a program such as that is quite oversimplifying. 

I ask the members opposite to look at the total 
government program. We have always said that busi
ness was a very important generator of growth and 
development in the province but not the only way in 
which growth and development can occur. In the 
overall government Budget, Mr. Speaker, which has 
increased public investment, which has increased the 
amount of money in the pockets of the lower wage 
earners so that they can buy what they need, the total 
package is in our opinion a balanced approach to 
maintaining the economy and providing what stimu
lus we can. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris. 
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M R .  C. MAN N ESS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd like to 
direct my question to the Minister of Agriculture. I'm 
wondering if he can confirm a report released last 
Friday which indicated that to this point in 1 982,  1 8  
Manitoba farms have gone into bankruptcy. Has this 
department substantiated this figure? 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  The Honourable Minister o f  
Agriculture. 

H O N .  B. U R USKI :  Mr. Speaker , I want to tell the hon
ourable member that while I can't substantiate the 
announcement , we have put into place in this depart
ment now , which was not in place previously, an 
attempt to not only meet with the financial institu
tions. but to monitor through our program the extent 
of the financial situation that many of the farmers in 
this province face. 

While there are many farmers who may not go into 
direct bankruptcy , there are many farmers who are 
finding that maybe selling off equipment or selling off 
parcels of land in order to meet their debt load, we are 
very concerned about that and we want to know the 
extent to which that is occurring. Although there 
hasn't been that kind of monitoring in place in 
the past, we are attempting to have a handle on 
it to see what other measures we should in our 
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power undertake 

M R .  C. M A N N ESS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Hope
fully the Minister will give to us the results of that 
monitoring process. 

I'd like to ask though whether in fact he could give to 
this House his rationale as to why there are 50 percent 
more farm bankruptcies in Manitoba than in Sas
katchewan and Alberta. wherein those two provinces 
there are double the number of farmers that there are 
in this province? 

H O N .  B. U R U S K I: Mr. Speaker. one has to realize I 
can't give a definitive reply to the honourable member 
as to why at this point in time there are double the 
amount of bankrupticies in the Province of Manitoba. 
All one has to do is look over the last number of years 
at the declining incomes that farmers have faced, the 
increased cost of inputs along much of which have 
been the interest rates; all those, coupled with low 
incomes and downturn in the market economy , Mr. 
Speaker , have put a great pressure on many farmers. 
Many farmers are those who have levered themselves 
over the last number of years by purchasing tracts of 
land, of course have had a greater pressure on them in 
terms of the repayment costs and their ability to sur
vive when the economy - and over the last number of 
years the economy has been going down , Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur. 

M R. J .  DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, I'm tempted to further 
ask a question of the Minister of Agriculture, but see
ing as we have the Minister of Municipal Affairs with 
us, I have a question for him. 

Mr. Speaker , some time ago he was making a great 
fuss about the Main Street Manitoba Program that he 
was introducing; it was going to be the answers to all 
small towns and villages in Manitoba. Can the Minister 
tell those small towns and villages and the people of 
Manitoba why he is discriminating against those 
towns and villages that are unincorporated and is not 
allowing them to take part in that program that he's 
introduced? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Munici
pal Affairs. 

H O N .  A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker, I don't know where the 
member gets his information , but at no time in any of 
my statements have I said that unincorporated towns 
would be excluded; every town can participate in this 
program. Any towns , villages , small cities - they have 
to work through their municipality ,  Mr. Speaker, but 
they certainly are not excluded. If they have a project 
that is worthy , has merit, is imaginative , innovative , 
exciting -(Interjection)- Mr. Speaker , I wish the 
honourable member would desist, who usually has a 
practice of trying to suggest things that are incorrect, 
and he should get his facts in place before he goes off 
the deep end and makes statements that he can't back 
up. Mr. Speaker, I wish he would desist. 

M R .  J .  DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, it's quite interesting to 
hear the Minister of Municipal Affairs in his response. 
Would the Minister be prepared to table all documen-

tation, letters, referring to his Main Street Manitoba 
Program, would he be prepared to present or table 
them in the House so that the true facts can be put 
forward? 

Mr. Speaker, I have been informed by a good sized 
town in my constituency that they received a letter 
from the Department of Municipal Affairs telling them 
they would not qualify for the Main Street Manitoba 
Program because they were not an incorporated town 
or village. So, Mr. Speaker, what the Minister is telling 
us is untrue; that in fact towns and villages that aren't 
incorporated do not receive support. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is the Minister of Municipal 
Affairs who I hope would table that information and 
put all the documentation forward so that people of 
Manitoba can judge who's telling the truth and who 
isn't. 

H O N. A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker, if a letter went out from 
my department indicating that anyone refused a pro
ject because of the fact that a town was not incorpo
rated, I would ask the honourable member to provide, 
or table a copy of the letter in the House so that I can 
deal with it. If that has happened , I will certainly check 
with my department because that is not the case, Mr. 
Speaker. 

M R .  J. DOWNEY: In other words, Mr. Speaker. can I 
have the assurance or this House have the assurance 
from the Minister of Municipal Affairs at this time that 
all towns and villages, whether they're incorporated or 
unincorporated ,  will qualify for his Main Street Mani
toba Program? Will he make that point clear at this 
particular time? 

M R .  SPEAKER:  Order please. 

H O N .  A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker , I have said it before and 
I say it again that we will , even at the expense of being 
repetitious - I have said it before; I say it again - each 
application will be judged on its own merit. In fact, I'm 
not sure whether that is what the honourable member 
is looking for. 
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We have said that we will judge every application on 
its merit. Those small towns that are not incorporated 
- U V Ds in other words - will have to work with their 
municipality because the municipality will have to 
submit the application in conjunction with the store
front applications from that community. We will judge 
every application on its merit , Mr. Speaker. How much 
clearer can I be , Mr. Speaker? What do they want? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Swan 
River. 

M R .  D. G O UR LAY: Mr. Speaker , I'd like to direct a 
question to the Minister of Municipal Affairs and ask 
the Minister if he can inform the House if the govern
ment has developed a firm position yet with respect to 
the Assessment Review Committee's Report. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Munici
pal Affairs. 

H O N .  A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker , that is also a question I 
believe I've answered in the past in the House. The fact 
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is that staff is now reviewing the report, studying it 
themselves so that at least they are familiar with it; 
then we will be briefing the members, the Cabinet and 
the members of the Legislature at the appropriate time 
once the staff know exactly what the implications are. 

In addition to that. we are undertaking special pro
jects. special assessments in different areas, rural and 
urban. based on the recommendations in the report. 
so that we'll be able to see for ourselves exactly whRt 
the implications of the recommendations are, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The way we will be proceeding is once staff has had 
time to do these things - study the report and do some 
pilot projects based on the recommendations - then 
we will set up, as I said in this House in the past and I 
say it again today, Mr. Speaker, a legislative commit
tee once we are fully informed ourselves, and we will 
go and meet with the municipalities and interested 
groups out there. so that we can convey to them what 
the implications of the report mean to the people of 
Manitoba. Thank you. 

M R .  SPEAKER: Order please. The time for Oral Ques
tions has expired. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

H O N .  R. P E N N E R :  Mr. Speaker, would you please 
call second readings on the four bills standing for 
second reading, consecutively? 

M R .  SPE;AKER: Beginning with 21? 

H O N .  R .  P E N N E R :  Bills 27, 33, 42 and 43. 

SECOND READING - GOVERNMENT BILLS 

BILL NO. 27 - AN ACT TO AMEND 
THE SUMMARY CONVICTIONS ACT 

H O N .  R .  P E N N E R  presented Bill No. 27 ,  an Act to 
amend The Summary Convictions Act for Second 
Reading. 

M OTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER:  The Honourable Attorney-General. 

H O N .  R. P E N NE R: Mr. Speaker, Bill No. 27, an Act to 
amend The Summary Convictions Act, introduces 
new procedures to deal with provincial offences and 
bylaw offences. 

Presently, by reference to The Summary Convic
tions Act, provincial offences are prosecuted in 
accordance with the procedures in the Criminal Code 
of Canada, procedures which are designed and 
intended for criminal prosecutions. Many people have 
found the procedures which govern prosecutions for 
provincial offences to be confusing, expensive, time
consuming and much too complex considering the 
relative seriousness of these offences. 

These amendments introduce the concept of the 
default conviction into the Province of Manitoba. Sim
ilar legislation has been enforced in the Province of 
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Ontario for the past two years. Similar legislation has 
been introduced or is under consideration in most 
other provinces. The objectives of these amendments 
are to simplify previous practices, eliminate unneces
sary technicalities and remove the obstacles of delay 
from the conduct of provincial offence proceedings 
without removing any of the basic rights or protections. 

The amendments, Mr. Speaker, will give every 
defendant the most convenient opportunity for trial 
on the merits of their case and that these cases should 
be heard reasonably quickly. The amendments will 
permit a peace officer to set out the amount of a fine 
for a particular offence on the offence notice. This 
procedure is followed, for example. in Saskatchewan 
and Alberta and was recommended to us by the 
R C M P. The exact amount of the fine where that can be 
stipulated would be established by regulation and we 
propose to follow guidelines issued by the Chief Pro
vincial Judge to all provincial judges, magistrates and 
limited jurisdiction magistrates - Justices of the Peace. 
These guidelines are invariably followed when the 
accused person pleads guilty. 

Now under our present procedures, Mr. Speaker, 
when a person is stopped and issued an offence 
notice for let's say speeding - probably one of the 
most common offences to be committed and to be 
prosecuted under the present procedures - if there is 
no response to the summons, the defendant is in 
effect tried in absentia. This is called an ex parte trial; 
that is, without the party being present. There are 
several hundred ex parte trials held every month here 
in the City of Winnipeg; that is, people get their sum
mons and simply don't intend to do anything about it. 
There is now a backlog of two to three months for ex 
parte trials. As you may suspect, invariably, an ex 
parte trial ends up in the conviction of the accused 
person. Now what happens, let me just say parenthet
ically, is that in order for there to be an ex parte trial, 
even though it's invariably without the appearance of 
the accused and ending in a conviction, is that police 
officers have to be present, judges have to be present 
at very very great expense. 

Under the proposed procedures where a defendant 
does not respond to a summons within 1 5  days, a 
default conviction will be entered. However, in order 
to safeguard the rights of accused persons within that 
period , the defend<int may send in the fine by mail; 
appear in person and plead guilty and dispose of the 
charge; write to the court office and explain the situa
tion, which explanation in itself, just a written explana
tion, could lead to a conviction, a trial on the merits or 
a re primand or acquittal; or indicate to the court office 
his intention to plead not guilty and have a trial date 
set. So in effect, we're really expanding the practical 
rights of an accused person. As a fail-safe procedure, 
where the accused person fails to appear within the 
1 5-day period and the default conviction is entered, 
upon receiving notification by mail of the conviction 
the accused person is entitled to request a trial on the 
merits in the Provincial Judges Court; so it's not a 
shutoff procedure. 

For parking violations, the new procedures will 
obviate the need of the City of Winnipeg Police 
Department to serve summonses on those defendants 
who do not respond. Presently, at very very great cost, 
the City of Winnipeg serve upwards of 350 such sum-
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manses each day. Again as a fail-safe procedure, the 
proposed procedures will permit a person to request a 
hearing on the merits after receiving notice in the mail 
of the default conviction for a parking violation. 

The failure to pay a fine for a driving offence or a 
parking violation results as it does now in the suspen
sion of driving privileges, but where a person is unable 
to pay the fine, something called the Fine Option Pro
gram will be available; that is, an option of community 
service to the payment of fines. The amendments 
further provide for costs equal to 20 percent of the fine 
to be imposed unless the court orders otherwise. 
Where the costs are set out in the regulation, it is 
intended that the costs will be an exact dollar amount; 
that is, it will be evened off, averaging out to 20 per
cent of the fines prescribed by regulation. 

In any determination of the costs involved in pro
cessing provincial offences, I can assure members of 
this House that the cost we collect at 20 percent of 
fines will not yet meet our costs in providing the ser
vice; however , we determined that the persons who 
commit provincial offences should pay a fair share 
towards those costs. I would point out that for an 
average fine of $25, and that is about the median fine 
for the bulk of these offences, the costs then would be 
$5. 00. Presently, the amount of cost varies from case 
to case and depending upon the service rendered. 
The costs for a defendant A can vary considerably 
from costs assessed against defendant B, notwith
standing that they have committed the same type of 
offence. 

I would stress in conclusion that for those persons 
who are for one reason or another unable to pay their 
fine, what I've referred to as the Fine Option Program 
is available and applies to both fines and costs. 

In concluding my remarks , Mr. Speaker, I should 
acknowledge the assistance my department has 
received from the City of Winnipeg Police Depart
ment, the R C M P  and the office of the Chief Provincial 
Judge. I commend this bill to the House. 

M R. S P E A K E R :  The Honourable Member for St. 
Norbert. 

MR. G. M E R C I E R :  Mr. Speaker, before adjourning 
debate, I just have a question for the Attorney
General. I wonder if he could indicate the reason why 
he is repealing the amendments last year, which I 
believe just dealt with the Fine Option Program and is 
reincluding them in this bill? Has there been a change 
in the legislation for that program? 

H O N. R. P E N N E R :  No. In fact, the legislation that was 
introduced on the Fine Option Program was not pro
claimed as I recall it, Mr. Speaker, and we're simply 
incorporating it in this Act But it can be done in either 
way and we'll look at it, that is, we can either proclaim 
the Fine Option Program as originally passed by the 
House and just leave it go at that, or include it in the 
bill. 

My recollection is that in fact there is no change 
whatsoever and there is simply reference to the Fine 
Option Program in the bill, not an re-enactment of it 

M R. S P E A K E R :  The Honourable Member for 
St Norbert 

M R. G. M E R C I ER: Mr. Speaker, I move seconded by 
the Honourable Member for Sturgeon Creek that 
debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

M R. SPEAKE R: The Honourable Minister of Munici
pal Affairs. 

BILL NO. 33 - AN ACT TO AMEND 

AN ACT RESPECTING 
THE ASSESSMENT OF PROPERTY 

FOR TAXATION IN 
MUNICIPALITIES IN 1981 AND 1982 

H O N. A. ADAM presented Bill No. 33, an Act to amend 
an Act respecting the Assessment of Property for 
Taxation in Municipalities in 1 98 1  and 1 982, for 
Second Reading. 

MOTION present ed. 

M R. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister. 

H O N. A. ADAM: Mr. Speaker, in 1 980 legislation was 
passed to freeze the municipal assessments in 1 98 1  
and 1 982 pending completion o f  the work o f  the 
Assessment Review Committee. This bill proposes a 
further extension of that freeze. There is a significant 
distinction in this bill however. As members know, the 
report and recommendations of the Assessment 
Review Committee have recently been received, tabled 
in the House and made public. I have proposed the 
establishment of a Legislative Committee to hold 
hearings in order to receive comment from individuals 
and municipalities on the recommendations. 

Research is being carried out to determine the spe
cific effect that the recommendations would have if 
they are implemented. This bill therefore proposes 
extension of the freeze on assessment for municipali
ties to a time to be determined by the Lieutenant
Governor-in-Council. The bill provides that the appli
cation of the Act may be suspended with respect to 
the making of assessments for assessment rolls for 
municipalities in any numerical year. 

This change permits the freeze to be lifted so that 
assessment legislation can come into force to coin
cide with the municipal taxation year, which is not the 
same as the provincial fiscal year. It also means that 
operation of the Act can be suspended without a need 
for the Legislature to be in Session. This bill basically 
continues the existing legislation. The study of the 
1 64 recommendations of the Assessment Review 
Committee is continuing and there will be further 
consultation when the all-party committee of the 
House begins its sittings. These provisions will be 
important after that process has been completed. 
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Mr. Speaker, what we are doing here is just extend
ing a present legislation that now sits on the books in 
order to allow the staff, the Government and the Legis
lative Committee that will be sitting, having hearings 
this fall, to have the time to deal with the report. That is 
the reason why we are proposing the extension. 

M R. S P E A K E R: The Honourable Member for 
Swan River. 
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M R .  D. G O U R LAY: Mr. Speaker. I move , seconded by 
the Member for Roblin-Russell , that debate be 
adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 42 - AN ACT TO AMEND 

THE EDUCATION ADMINISTRATION ACT 

H O N .  R. P E N N E R ,  on behalf of the Minister of Educa
tion. presented Bill No. 42, an Act to amend the Educa
tion Administration Act. Loi modifiant la Loi sur !'ad
ministration scolaire. for Second Reading. 

MOTION presented. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 

HON. R. PENNER:  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. Speaker , at present. payment of scholarships or 

bursaries or loans can only be made to individuals. At 
times it is more appropriate and is more efficient to 
make such payments directly to institutions on behalf 
of individuals. 

The purpose of this bill , Mr. Speaker , is to allow for 
such payment to institutions. For example,  when the 
department offers bursaries to teachers so that they 
may take courses in computer science and special 
education or French, it sometimes makes more sense 
to pay the bursaries covering tuition costs directly to 
the institutions rather than to a number of individuals. 

In short, this bill will streamline an administrative 
procedure and increase efficiency and I commend it 
to the House. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La 
Verendrye. 

M R .  R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I move, 
seconded by the Member for Sturgeon Creek, that 
debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 43 - AN ACT TO AMEND 

THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS ACT 

H O N .  R. P E N N E R ,  on behalf of the Minister of Educa
tion, presented Bill No. 43 , An Act to amend the Public 
Schools Act, Loi Modifiant la Loi sur les ecoles pub
liques. for second reading. 

MOTION presented. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General. 

HON. R. P E N N E R :  Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
There are two aspects to this bill and the first deals 

with agreements between school boards and the 
Indian Band Councils. The second aspect of this bill 
relates to making it possible for trustees and teachers 
to negotiate sick leave entitlement beyond that autho
rized in the present Act. 

We recognize, Mr. Speaker. the desire of our Native 
people to negotiate directly with school boards on 
matters relating to the education of their children. At 

present the Act does not allow school boards to nego
tiate with Indian Band Councils. The amendment to 
the Act will make it legally possible for an Indian Band 
Council to sign agreements with school divisions for 
the education of Indian students in public schools and 
this is, we think , as it should be. 

There is now , Mr. Speaker , an interim arrangement 
between the Federal Minister of Indian and Inuit 
Affairs. and the Minister of Education. whereby tripar
tite agreements countersigned by the Federal 
Department can be effected. This is necessary because 
federal statutes must be amended in order to give 
Indian Band Councils authority for the education of 
their children. The amendment proposed here will 
allow, under our standards, for the signing of local 
agreements but, of course, cannot be activated until 
federal statutes are amended. Both levels of govern
ment are in agreement with the promotion of local 
autonomy which will become effective by the pro
posed amendment. 

As noted earlier, Mr. Speaker , the second aspect of 
the bill being introduced now for second reading , 
deals with sick leave entitlement by teachers. For 
many years sick leave was a matter which was nego
tiated between teachers and trustees. The parties 
believe , certainly the teachers believe, that the appli
cable legislation under The Public Schools Act with 
respect to collective bargaining included as a bargai
nable item the right to negotiate sick leave for teachers. 
Consequently, most collective agreements have 
included provisions for sick leave in excess of the 
mandatory requirements of the Act. Recently how
ever , at a court ruling , the Court of Queen's Bench was 
asked by some school divisions to rule on whether or 
not sick leave entitlements could properly be nego
tiated by the teachers of a school division and the 
school division itself as a term of a collective agree
ment. The ruling of the Court of Queen's Bench was in 
the negative. 
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Mr. Speaker , I believe, and I believe that the former 
Minister of Education, that is the Minister of Educa
tion in the previous government, stated as well that it 
was not the intent when The Public Schools Act was 
proclaimed on December 1, 1 980, to alter the hitherto 
existing negotiating procedures on this matter. There
fore. Mr. Speaker , the amendments proposed by this 
bill will make it possible for teachers and trustees to 
negotiate sick leave entitlement as in fact has been the 
case for years gone by. 

Ttle amendment, Mr. Speaker , for greater certainty 
will also make valid and enforceable all present provi
sions in collective agreements relating to sick leave , 
provisions which have been in force at the time of the 
comt decision, and provisions which have been in 
force at the time the collective agreement was 
negotiated. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Stur
geon Creek. 

M R .  F. J O HNSTON: Mr. Speaker , I move , seconded 
by the Member for Fort Garry, that debate be 
adjourned. 

M OT I O N  presented and carried. 
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MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

H O N .  R. P E N N E R :  Mr. Speaker, would you please 
call the adjourned d ebate on Bill No. 21 ,  The Com
munity Child Day Care Standards Act. 

ADJOURNED DEBATES ON SECOND READ

ING 

BILL 21 - THE COMMUNITY CHILD 

DAY CARE STANDARDS ACT 

M R .  SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Hon
ourable Minister of Community Services, Bill No. 21,  
standing in the name of the Honourable M ember for 
La V er endrye. 

M R .  R. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I adjourn 
this debate for the Member for Fort Garry. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable M ember for Fort 
Garry. 

M R .  L. S H E RMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I wish to 
offer a few comments with respect to Bill No. 21 ,  Mr. 
Speaker , and am pleased that the Minister's duties, 
which I know are h eavy , permit him to be in the House 
at this time. I want to assure the Government Hous e 
Leader that I had in fact b een int ending to speak on 
the bill last week, but I didn't want to do it b eyond the 
earshot of the Minister and hence I withheld my 
remarks till today. 

Mr. Speaker. at the outset l et me say that I think I can 
assure the Government and the House, on behalf of all 
members of the Opposition, that we do not stand in 
any way oppos ed to or critical of moves that are aimed 
at elevating the quality of child day care in the Prov
ince of Manitoba. 

We welcome l egislation that is d esigned to rein
force the excellent child day care system that we hav e 
in this province - which I might say is envied by juris
dictions across this country -and we certainly respond 
with our support and enthusiasm to efforts to ensure 
that standards of a reasonable nature for day care 
throughout the province are in place, are adminis
tered , and are observed effectively. All those things 
that l ead to improved day care are certainly admirable 
objectives and goals and in principle we support such 
efforts. 

Howev er , Mr. Speaker , I want to express very firmly 
in the presence of the Minister our k een disappoint
m ent at the l egislation that's in front of us, Bill 2 1 . The 
Honourable Member for Wolseley, in speaking to this 
bill some 1 0  days ago made, I think, a very good case 
for day care standards and for improvements in the 
day care spectrum in Manitoba, or for that matt er in 
any jurisdiction. It was a constructive and a positive 
contribution to day care discussion and debate. But I 
have to say , Mr. Speaker - and I listened to the 
member's r emarks and I also have reread them in 
Hansard - that she was speaking essentially about day 
care. She wasn't speaking about Bill 2 1 .  What she had 
to say about day care had a great deal of m erit, but it 
takes a quantum l eap in imagination and speculation 
to link what she said with Bill 2 1 .  

As I've said, Mr. Speaker, w e  are keenly disap-

pointed for our part in what the Minister has produced 
here in the way of so-called legislation having to do 
with community child day care standards. It looks to 
us as though on the one hand he has laboured might
ily and brought forth a mouse because of the fact that 
there is nothing substantive or tangible in the bill; and 
o n  the other hand it looks to us, Mr. Speaker. as 
though he has laboured mightily and brought forth a 
mystery . The bill itself, the product of the Minister's 
work, is a combination of a mous e and a mystery. W e  
are l eft i n  Opposition, the day care community i s  l eft 
and the people of Manitoba are l eft not one wit wiser in 
terms of what this government is contemplating in the 
way of child day care than was the case when we 
walked into this L egislature and open ed this Session, 
Sir, on F ebruary 25th. 
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During the examination of the Minister's Estimates 
in the month of March a number of my colleagues and 
I raised the question at that time, and raised it fre
quently, as to what he was intending, what this gov
ernment was intending , in the way of day care l egisla
tion b ecause this is another election promise of the 
New Democratic Government. 

The government ran on a spectrum of promises, 
one of which was to introduce a Day Care Act having 
to do with day care standards and, at l east in a mecha
nistic way they've followed through on that promise 
by producing a peace of paper and documentation 
entitled Bill 2 1 ,  The Community Child Day Care Stan
dards Act, which is now b efore us in this Legislature in 
the name of the Honourable Minister of Community 
Services. So, technically, Sir, they can say, well, we'v e 
k ept the promise, we've brought in a Bill having to do 
with improved day care standards as we suggested we 
would, but on the basis of  that promise, Sir, there were 
many of my colleagues and I, myself , who during 
examination of the Minister's Estimates in the month 
of March - and the record is there on Hansard, I'm not 
going to pull it out and reread it b ecause it's there and I 
don't want it to occupy the time of the House at this 
moment in repeating it - asked the Minister as we 
examined the appropriation having to do with day 
care in his Estimates, what is contemplated, what is 
coming in terms of day care l egislation? 

The Minister at that time blandly assured the Com
mittee and the House that all would be r evealed once 
his l egislation was introduced. The Bill was in the 
process of b eing drafted and the myst ery would be 
unwrapped and unravelled and the answers would b e  
provided once the Bill was brought into the House. 

Well, Sir, this is the r esult of that exercise, Bill 2 1 ,  
which speaks in  terms of  the d esirability of  commun
ity child day care standards , a d esirability with which 
we have no fault or argument, with which I suggest 
nobody could have any serious fault, but which , Sir, 
says absolutely nothing about the level and degree of 
those standards, the implementation and administra
tion of those standards, the enforcement and applica
tion of those standards, and the requirements that 
persons interested in the day care community and the 
day care field of service are going to have to m eet in 
order to provide the kind of services that are already in 
place in thi.s province on a continuing basis, l et alone 
provide additional day care services and programs. 
So, Sir , I have to say that this Bill is a vivid disappoint
m ent in its present form to those of us on this side of 
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the House. 
Further to that , Sir. it is a disappoi ntment a nd a 

troubli ng o ne to the Oppositio n because of what it 
represe nts in the way of the legislative process. The 
Minister a nd his colleagues are talking here, a nd 
obviously have been co ntem plati ng for some time. 
some major i nitiatives i n  a very importa nt field of pub
lic welfare . community service a nd social activity i n  
Ma nitoba. That was made very clear i n  the remarks 
delivered by the Ho nourable Member for Wolseley i n  
her address o n  this subject i n  this House some 1 0  days 
ago. She spoke a nd she spoke very eloquently a nd 
very effectively about the crucial importa nce of good 
day care a nd good day care sta ndards , about the 
u narguable value to us a nd to our society of our young 
childre n. our smal t preschool childre n ,  a nd of the 
urgent a nd compelling requireme nt for us to e nsure 
that those young preschool childre n be give n the 
most co nducive a nd healthy atmosphere a nd e nvi
ronment that it is possible for us to provide them with 
during those formative years whe n their pare nts , sin
gle support or double support , are off in the workplace 
a nd u nable to care for them at home. 

She spoke eloquently a nd effectively about the very 
importa nt requireme nt of good day care, good 
upbringing , good atmosphere, good e n vironment for 
those vital resources of our province, the huma n 
resources , a nd the very young huma n resources 
represe nted i n  preschool childre n ,  i n  other words, 
represe nted by the co nsumers a nd users of preschool 
day care . 

Now, that bei ng the case, whe n you're dealing with 
a n  issue that importa nt, a nd described as important 
a nd accepted by us as importa nt ,  Mr. Speaker, o ne 
would think , certai nly the Oppositio n wo uld thi nk , 
that the gover nment would, i n  i ntroducing legislatio n, 
have the courage a nd have the respect for the system 
a nd have the se nse of respo nsibility to bring i n  what
ever its legislative proposals were a nd place them 
before this Legislature i n  a way that they could be 
u nderstood by the Oppositio n ,  by the backbench of 
the gover nment, by the media a nd by the public. 

O ne would think , Mr. Speaker , that the Minister a nd 
his colleagues would have said , the legislative pro
cess demands this of all legislation a nd certainly 
u narguably of legislatio n as importa nt as this , i n  a 
field as importa nt as this. We've got to tell the people 
of Ma nitoba , the public , the media , the House, what 
we're thi nki ng about : what we' re talking about. We've 
got to propose the legislative i nitiatives a nd i n nova
tions that we have been discussi ng ourselves, con
templating ourselves , so that there ca n be a mea ning
ful, co nstructive a nd positive debate a nd e xcha nge of 
ideas in the House where it should be on those poli
cies a nd programmi ng directions. We have n't received 
such from the Minister or the government, Mr. Speaker. 
We' ve got nothi ng from them e xcept a cover , a book 
that co ntains a cover a nd empty pages left to specula
tion a nd imagi natio n for the most part betwee n those 
two covers. 

So , I say that we are keenly disappointed a nd co n
cerned o n  this side of the House at that level of co n
sideratio n of this legislatio n too . First we are disap
pointed that the Mi nister did not keep the commitme nt 
he offered duri ng his Estimates to bri ng i n  a piece of 
legislatio n that would reveal to us what he was co n-

----·-----� - -

temp lati ng; seco nd. we are kee nly disappoi nted a nd 
distu rbed i n  the attitude that it reflects toward the 
legislative process. That attitude being o ne of co nsid
erable a nd cavalier disregard at this juncture, at a ny 
rate , for what the Oppositio n may be able to say a nd 
provide i n  a co nstructive way where the governme nt's 
co ntemplated legislation is co ncer ned. 

So we have to go blind o n  it, Mr. Speaker , a nd the 
Minister is asking us to buy a piece of blind-sided 
legislatio n .  He's asking us to buy a pig i n  a poke. We 
do n 't k now what he's co ntemplati ng i n  terms of the 
applicatio n a nd admi nistratio n a nd e nforceme nt of 
these sta ndards. All that will come i n  the process of 
development a nd formulatio n of the regulations behind 
the governme nt's closed doors. 

Now the gover nment has suggested that this is a 
process that is not going to be left to the bureaucrats, 
it's a process that is going to be pursued through a 
series or sequence of meeti ngs a nd public hearings 
around the provi nce : that , i n  fact , the Cabi net, the 
governme nt is going to go out a nd seek the i nput a nd 
the ideas of the community before developi ng its 
regulations. 

We ll ,  that is somethi ng of a saving grace, Mr . 
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Spea ker, a nd if i n  fact that is the ma n ner i n  which the 
government is going to proceed , the n I think the 
Oppositio n must, i n  all fairness, ack nowledge the 
ameliorating affect that will have. But it doesn't supply 
a nd it does n't provide the ki nd of positi ve . 
co nstructively-produced legislation that the people of 
Manitoba have a right to e xpect because it comes at 
the w ro ng e nd of the legislative pro ductio n spectrum. 

If the Mi nister a nd his colleagues were going to go 
out a nd talk to the community a nd ask for i nput a nd 
ask for ideas a nd suggestio ns before moving i nto the 
day care sta ndards field , why didn't they do it before 
drafti ng a bill a nd bringing a bill i nto the House a nd 
asking the Oppositio n ,  aski ng the House to pass a bill 
that s imply provides a bla nket opportunity for them to 
do a nything i n  this field that they wish. Why would the 
Minis ter decide to proceed this way, committi ng this 
House to the co ncept a nd principle of commu nity 
child day care sta ndards without telling us what those 
sta ndards are all about , rather tha n going out first a nd 
seeking that advice a nd those suggestio ns a nd that 
imagi native i nput, a nd putting those co ncepts together 
i n  a bill a nd bringing that bill i nto the House a nd 
sayi ng to the people of Ma nitoba , a nd their elected 
represe ntatives here , this is what we're co ntemplat
i ng; here's the bill a nd we ask for approval i n  pri nciple 
a nd then we'll look at it clause-by-clause with you i n  
the usual process after seco nd readi ng stage. 

It seems to me that would have been the traditio nal 
a nd t ile positive a nd ,  i n  fact, Sir , the proper way to 
proceed with this evaluatio n of public i nput a nd public 
attitude, i nstead of proceedi ng witll the bill first a nd 
aski ng for that appro val i n  principle a nd ,  i n  fact, ask
i ng f or all three stages of approval i n  the House , a nd 
the n going out a nd speaki ng to the public a nd the day 
care commu nity about what they think should be i n  
the regulatio ns. Because , regardless of the well
mea n i ng i ntentions of that aspect of the e xercise, 
what will e nd up i n  the regulations, Mr. Speaker , will 
be precisely what the Minister a nd his colleagues 
wa nt to be i n  those regulations a nd they never ha ve to 
come i nto this House for assessme nt. evaluation, crit-
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icism or passage. 
So we app roach this piece of legislation with ve ry 

mi xed feeli ngs. M r. Spea ke r. Nobody ca n be opposed 
to elevatio n of child day ca re p ractices, p rog rams a nd 
policies i n  Ma nitoba ; nobody ca n be opposed to a 
reinforcement of the system a nd a n  improvement i n  
the quality o f  ou r day ca re a nd the impleme ntatio n of 
sta nda rds a nd the requi reme nt that day ca re ope ra
to rs must meet sta nda rds. But to as k us to do it this 
way, I thi n k. rep rese nts a ve ry cavalie r attitude a nd a 
ve ry ca valie r dis rega rd fo r the p rocess a nd fo r the 
impo rta nce of the subject. an importance that was 
outlined by the Ministe r's ow n colleague. the Membe r 
fo r Wolseley, i n  he r rema rks. 

Let us move o n  the n ,  M r. Spea ke r. having estab
lished the fact that we a re being asked to do some
thing he re which we thi n k  is g rossly u nfair a nd g rossly 
i nco nsiste nt with the legislative p rocess, to issui ng 
some guideli nes a nd some wa rning sig nposts fo r the 
Mi niste r a nd the government with respect to the regu
latio ns to be fo rmulated, to be d rafted a nd d raw n by 
them o ve r  the cou rse of the next few mo nths. afte r this 
legislatio n receives approval i n  this House , if i ndeed it 
receives app roval i n  its p resent fo rm. 

I n  app roachi ng the regulatio ns , i n  flushing out this 
legislation, i n  giving it body a nd giving it meani ng, M r. 
Spea ke r. let us emphasize to the Mi niste r a nd the 
gove rnme nt, i n  the st ro ngest possible terms, that this 
piece of legislatio n should not be used as a justifica
tio n o r  a n  excuse for e nfo rced co nfo rmity i n  the day 
ca re system. It's pe rfectly all right to pu rsue standards 
i n  child day ca re but the pursuit a nd the establishment 
of those sta nda rds should not be used to justify the 
i nt roductio n of homoge neity, just fo r the sa ke of 
homogeneity. We ca n not necessa rily achieve, a nd we 
should not, i n  my view, necessa rily achieve, a totally 
homogeneous child day ca re system. If that is what is 
the ultimate objective of the government then the 
Oppositio n wishes to raise a warning flag o n  that point 
a nd u rge them. i n  the most stre nuous te rms, to recon
side r a nd certainly ale rt Ma nitoba ns a nd those in the 
child day ca re commu nity , ge ne rally , to that dange r 
so that those Ma nitoba ns, those citize ns, ca n approach 
the gove rnment a nd u rge them to reco nside r. 

O ne of the wo rst things pote ntially that could 
happe n to child day ca re i n  Ma nitoba, would be a n  
e nfo rced homogeneity. We a re a pluralistic society; 
we p ride ou rselves o n  the ethnic a nd cultural mosaic 
of ou r p ro vi nce. We have as many people livi ng out
side the majo r u rban cent re of Win nipeg as living 
within. We have remote a nd isolated communities. 
Native commu nities, fa r no rthe rn  commu nities, vast 
t racts a nd regio ns of u rban, rural, ag ricultural com
munities , a nd we have a majo r No rth Ame rica n u rba n 
ce nt re i n  the City of Wi n nipeg , a nd all those compo
nents of society combine togethe r to fo rm the social 
tapest ry of Ma nitoba. All the threads i n  that tapest ry 
a re valuable i n  their ow n right a nd respected i n  their 
ow n right, a nd each of them needs to be add ressed i n  
exclusive terms. i n  specific te rms to a ce rtai n deg ree 
when we a re app roachi ng Ma nitoba society f rom the 
point of view of social p rog ramming of the type 
i nvolved i n  day ca re legislation. 

To thi n k  that we ca n impose sta nda rds or that it's 
even desirable to impose sta nda rds with respect to 
qualificatio ns of pe rso n nel, recruitment of pe rso n nel , 

utilizatio n of pe rso n nel i n  va rious of the ru ral a nd 
remote a reas of Ma nitoba equivalent to those that o ne 
would attempt to impleme nt i n  the highly u rba nized 
Win nipeg a rea, I thi n k, Si r, is negative a nd highly 
dest ructive, a nd will have the effect of damaging ve ry 
se riously the mo rale a nd the quality of the child day 
ca re system as it e xists i n  our p ro vi nce at the p resent 
time. 

So our fi rst warning to the Mi niste r is to avoid a ny 
philosophical o r  ideological u rge to ma ke this whole 
system totally homoge neous a nd to p roduce sta n
da rds that will be applied u ni ve rsally ac ross the boa rd 
whe re day ca re is i n  ope ratio n i n  eve ry pocket a nd 
co rne r of this p ro vi nce. That kind of applicatio n of 
sta nda rds would be ha rmful a nd dest ructive. 

M r. Spea ke r. I wa nt to as k the Minister of behalf of 
the Oppositio n to ta ke ve ry, ve ry ca reful notice of the 
importance of the voluntee r commu nity boa rds a nd 
what those bodies have co nt ributed to day ca re i n  this 
p rovi nce. If it's the i nte ntio n of the gove rnment to 
mo ve i n  a di rectio n that would bu reaucratize the sys
tem a nd ig no re the i nput of the volu ntee r a nd te rmi
nate the role of the voluntee r commu nity boa rd, the n 
the Oppositio n will ce rtainly do all it ca n to fight those 
regulations as st re nuously as possible. I suggest that 
vast compo nents of the day ca re system will joi n i n  
that battle, because at the ve ry root a nd basis of the 
system at the p resent time a re those volu ntee r boa rds , 
a re those community boa rds who admi nister the cen
t res , who give of themselves of thei r ow n time a nd 
their ow n e ne rgies to impleme nt those ce nt res , to put 
them i n  place , to ma ke them wo rk, a nd to p rovide the 
se rvices specifically tailo red to thei r own local com
munities that no gove r nment bu reauc racy could eve r  
do. 
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M r. Spea ke r, a numbe r of g roups i n  the child ca re 
field have spo ke n up o n  this subject al ready a nd I 
believe the Mi niste r has received some co rrespon
de nce f rom some of them. Ce rtainly some of his col
leagues i n  the New Democ ratic Gove rnme nt Caucus 
have received some co rrespo ndence f rom them. They 
emphasize ve ry st ro ngly this point that I make about 
the voluntee r community boards a nd that, I thin k, is a n  
essential a nd a compulso ry co nside ration fo r the 
Ministe r. 

I'd just li ke to read the Mi nister some of the com
me nts i n  b rief that have bee n made to this point by the 
Ce nt ral Regio n of the Ma nitoba Child Ca re Associa
tion, M r. Spea ke r ,  a nd as k him to take these a rgu
me nts u nde r co nside ratio n very kee nly. This is a 
comme nta ry f rom a b rief that's been p repa red by that 
body a nd may have, to some exte nt , i n  some fo rm 
found it's way i nto the correspo ndence received by 
the Mi niste r o n  this subject to date. If not. it ce rtainly 
will be pa rt a nd pa rcel of the a rgument adva nced by 
the g roup i n  questio n at a ny public i nput hea rings that 
a re held whe n the d rafting of the regulatio ns is bei ng 
co ntemplated, a nd i ndeed pe rhaps at clause-by-clause 
stage o n  this legislatio n afte r Seco nd Readi ng. 

This g roup, the Cent ral Regio n of the Ma nitoba 
Child Ca re Associatio n has, among other things, the 
followi ng to say, M r. Spea ke r, a nd I quote di rectly 
f rom the positio n that they ta ke . "We believe the gen
e ral value of ou r Ca nadian society is o ne of plu ralism 
which suggests that ou r communities a re best suited 
to getting needs met by a va riety of i ndepe ndent 
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voluntary assoc iat ions. May we remind ourselves that 
this is only poss ible if organ izat ions which include 
voluntary community day care boards are indepen
dent of go vernment author ity." The Central Region of 
Man itoba Child Care Assoc iat ion goes on to say that 
bel iev ing in The B N A  Act, its members believe in the 
def in it ion of education as a provinc ial rather than a 
federal concern and, "This aga in re inforces the des ign 
of community elected boards. We f ind it an easy para l 
lel to extend our vis ion to the volunteer commun ity 
boards determin ing and enforcing polic ies for day 
care centres rather than the enforcer be ing a paid 
government employee, i.e. co-ord inators." 

The Central Region of Man itoba Child Care Associ
at ion goes on, Mr. Speaker , to say, "We acknowledge 
the need for standards and welcome them. We 
acknowledge the tremendous resource of concerned, 
sk illed , volunteer community c it izens and welcome 
the ir d irect ion. We do not ack nowledge the resource 
of only one person be ing g iven the power to enforce 
standards , nor do we welcome them. We trust you w ill 
carefully consider the alternat ive we have suggested." 
End of quote in that part icular case ; Mr. Speaker. 

Other groups that have wr itten in have included the 
W inkler Child Day Care Board, the Wee Care Child 
Centre from Carman and st ill others, Mr. Speaker , and 
I know that, as I've said, a number of these arguments 
have been presented to members of the government 
caucus. One urges those government caucus 
members, and the M in ister in part icular, to take them 
under very very ser ious cons ideration. 

The W inkler Ch ild Day Care Board makes the po int 
that many of the needs of a day care centre operating 
in a community such as W inkler are very very d ifferent 
from those of an urban day care centre, Mr. Speaker. 
They po int out that in many cases they would l ike to 
h ire staff w ith formal train ing but they f ind it impossi
ble to do so. If the regulations under this b ill are go ing 
to require that only staff w ith formal tra ining can be 
h ired in day care centres, a number of rural day care 
centres are go ing to have extreme d iff iculty in staffing 
their facil it ies because of the arguments based on the 
exper ience of a group l ike the W inkler Centre to which 
I refer . They say they'd l ike to have staff w ith formal 
train ing but, up to this point in t ime, they've found it 
extremely d iff icult because of the fact that many 
graduates prefer to l i ve and work in an urban sett ing. 
We know that's true in virtually all professional f ields 
today ; and secondly, that salaries offered by a rural 
day care centre are substantially lower than those 
offered in an urban day care centre. 

The warning thus ensues from that exper ience, Mr . 
Speaker , that if there is too heavy a hand laid on the 
day care community by the government, w ith respect 
to qual if ications and train ing, many rural day care 
centres may be forced to close . At the present t ime, 
many of those centres are g iv ing care that is compar
able to the care offered in the best centres in urban 
Manitoba and those provid ing the care are do ing so 
w ith as much compassion and as much capab il ity as 
ch ild care graduates in most , if not all, cases . But 
forced into the conformity of regulatory qualif icat ions 
and their appl icat ion. those fac ilit ies may f ind them
selves ha ving to close the ir doors and those commun i
t ies may f ind themselves w ithout proper day care ser
vices, Mr. Speaker. These are very real concerns that 

members of those commun ities ra ise and, in part icu
lar, members of the volunteer community boards on 
those day care centres raise w ith Government, as w ith 
Oppos it ion. 

The Board of the Wee Care Child Centre , in Car
man, Incorporated, Mr. Speaker, puts the following 
argument, "The board of any nonprof it organizat ion is 
essent ial in the performance of the program as a 
whole. The input of the commun ity volunteer people 
is the backbone of such an organ izat ion. The com
muni ty influence by way of the board reflects the 
need s of the community. Establ ishing one person as 
an enforcer would take away the purpose of the com
muni ty board. We would then be pr imarily a fund 
rais ing body and would not have any d irect influence 
in the community day care centre. A person from 
outside the community may not understand the d if
ferent cultures and needs of a rural community. The 
philosophy of the commun ity board may d iffer from 
someone who does not have a rural community back
grou nd . "  They go on , Mr. Speaker, to make the case 
and re-emphas ize the case that Government and 
Oppos it ion, the Leg islature of th is province, must be 
very careful in proceed ing w ith the implementation of 
a Community Ch ild Day Care Standards Act not to 
damage and destroy what is out there and in place in 
the day care community at the present t ime. 

Mr . Speaker, I think that one other aspect at least is 
worth emphas iz ing in look ing at the intention of the 
gove rnment to move in this f ield, and that is there are a 
num ber of init iat ives and innovat ions in the day care 
f ield that deserve attent ion alongs ide the matter of 
standards in the community child day care f ield. We 
th ink this government should be g iving very urgent 
attention to day care in the workplace, wh ich is a 
major evolv ing trend, and a subject that must be met 
and addressed w ith proper planning mechanisms 
now. 

We th ink, too, that there are requ irements that must 
be met in terms of recogn iz ing the needs and the 
r ights of parents, of women in part icular, that go 
beyond formalized day care. There are a great many 
things that are required in our soc iety for the emanci
pation and recognit ion of wo men and for the a id and 
assistance of parents, whether women or men, that 
exceed the formal ized parameters of day care and one 
would hope that the government is looking at pro
grams of support and ass istance in those f ields, not 
the least of them be ing the whole f ield of pens ions and 
the posit ion of the housew ife in the pens ion category 
of soc iety. 
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M r. Speaker, a recent newspaper ed itorial po inted 
out that many services develop, and the examples are 
leg ion, prec isely because innovat ive and mot ivated 
pr ivate c it izens recognize a need and take it upon 
themselves, w ith their energies and their vis ion, to 
mee t the need , to provide a service. This to a very large 
extent is the way many day care centres not only in 
Man itoba but everywhere in the western world , have 
evolved. Government does not pro vide all services. 
cannot provide all serv ices and should not provide all 
serv ices. As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, the Oppos i
t ion . as you know, S ir, philosophically is strenuously 
opposed to any argument or any suggest ion that gov
ernment should attempt to provide any and all services . 

There are many th ings in soc iety that government 
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ca n not do a n d  will never be able to do , quite apart 
from the philosophical argume nt of whether it should 
or not a n d  to move too heavy-ha n de dly a n d  too 
mecha nistically i nto the field of providing such servi
ces as day care - where gover nment is co ncer ned -
i nvites a reactio n that would be most u nfortu nate for 
society , Mr. Speaker. Because the pote ntial is there 
for the discouragement of volunteerism, not o nly the 
discouragement of private i nitiative ,  private effort a n d  
i n novatio n ,  but the discouragement of volu nteerism. 
Surely o ne of the greatest resources that we have is 
the resource of volu nteerism , the desire a n d  spirit of 
our citizens, a great , great ma ny of them to give of 
themselves i n  fields of human service , child day care , 
being by no means the least of those fields . 

So we would urge the gover nment to be co nscie n
tiously committe d to movi ng i n  this area in such a way 
as to co ntinue to e ncourage volunteerism a n d  private 
i nnovatio n a n d  effort. The alter native, Sir , would be a 
stereotyped homogeneous system that would lead to 
the closure of ma ny day care ce ntres i n  the province 
that cater specifically to localize d ,  regio nalize d ,  eve n 
eth nicized requirements a n d  objectives a n d  that , Sir , 
would be a tragedy. 

All we ca n do at this poi nt , Mr. Speaker , is offer 
those war ning signs to this gover nme nt because the 
gover nment has said nothing other tha n it is going to 
move i n  the field of child day care sta n dar ds. It would 
have, I thi nk , produced a n d  provided o ne of the most 
positive , imaginative a n d  useful debates i n  this Ses
sion of the Legislature had the Mi nister been prepared 
to proceed with some positive suggestions rather tha n 
with a n  empty bill such as this. All we ca n do at this 
juncture is assure him that we support sta n dards but 
we do n 't support rigid self-defeating regulatio ns a n d  
w e  would urge him to approach his other i nitiatives i n  
the field of legislatio n ,  the other way aroun d ,  b y  bring
i ng in the legislative proposals first. 

M R .  SPEAKER: Are you ready for the questio n? The 
Ho nourable Mi nister will be closing debate. 

HON. L. EVANS: If no o ne else wishes to speak. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Ho nourable Member for Flin 
Flo n .  

M R. J. STO R I E: I would just have a couple o f  com
ments, Mr. Speaker , at this time. I had i nte nded to 
make my comme nts during Committee but give n the 
i ntention of the Ho nourable Member for Tuxe do to 
sta n d  it, I think I would make my comments at this 
time. 

First of all, I would like to complime nt the Mi nister 
a n d  his Legislative Assistant for all the work they've 
done i n  preparing this legislation. It is timely ; it is 
something that is desperately nee ded a n d  I would 
agree with the Member for Fort Garry when he says 
that he a n d  the people i n  Oppositio n ha d no objectio n 
or criticism of the i ntroductio n of a piece of legislatio n  
that proposes to set some sta n dards i n  the field of day 
care . 

We recog nize , a n d  I believe the Oppositio n recog
nize that it is high time that sta n dards were impose d 
o n  this important aspect of our society. Day cares 
have been i n  e xistence through o ne form a n d  a nother 

for ce nturies a n d  over the last - particularly the last 20 
years - we have seen a proliferatio n of types of day 
care, of levels of day care , a n d  as well, we've seen a n  
expa nsio n or a widening gulf, if you will, of the sta nd
ar ds , the methods and all of the aspects of day care 
have been widening to the point where i n dividual par
e nts , whe n they may wish to have their childre n atte n d  
day care ca n not b e  certai n o f  the quality o f  the day 
care that they'll be receivi ng. 

We think it's importa nt that parents have some as
sura nce that whe n they take their childre n to day care. 
that those children are going to be cared for with a 
certain sta n dar d of care ; that those children will not be 
abused; that their psychological or social health will 
not be damage d by the fact that they atte n de d  day 
care. I'm not suggesting that is likely to be the case 
a n d  I'm not suggesting that if it happe ns, it was out of 
maliciousness or a ny i ntent o n  the part of the i n divid
ual respo nsible for the care of the childre n .  It may be 
by accide nt , it may be out of ignorance, it may be for a 
lot of reasons, but the fact is the pote ntial e xists for the 
temporary or perma ne nt damage of i n dividuals i n  
some way, u nless there are some sta ndards by which 
parents, teachers , i n dividual citizens ca n be assured 
that care is of an appropriate sta n dar d ,  a high stan dar d. 

The Member for Fort Garry had made some com
me nts concerning the bill before us. O ne of the com
ments that he made co ncer ned the fact that there were 
no specific regulations outli ned i n  the bill . What we 
have before us is the ge neral i ntent of the legislatio n .  It 
outlines some of the co ncerns a nd some of the areas 
of concern that the Minister , his staff a n d  departme n
tal officials, as well as representatives from the com
mu nity had a n d  they have covered them i n  a very 
ge neral way , outlining the i ntent that we propose to 
follow. 

As I 've said ,  we agree o n  the sta n dards or o n  the fact 
that there should be standards a n d  those sta ndards 
have to be e nforceable. However, I disagree with the 
Ho nourable Member for Fort Garry that it would be 
appropriate to i nclude a whole series of regulatio ns 
that we would attempt i n  this Chamber to start nego
tiating or debati ng i ndividual sta n dards as they might 
apply to the different levels of day care. Clearly this is 
not the appropriate place to set those stan dar ds. What 
we have is the i ntent of the legislatio n a n d  the sta n
dards will be set in co nsultatio n with departme ntal 
officials , i n dividuals i nvolved i n  the business of pro
viding care to the children of the provi nce . 

3288 

Although I'm new to this Chamber , I do not believe 
that it is standar d practice for gover nme nts to i ntro
duce legislatio n a n d  i ntro duce all of the regulatio ns 
that pertain to that legislatio n at the i nitial presenta
tio n of the bill . I believe that regulatio ns are developed 
in accordance with the guideli nes a n d  the pri nciples 
that have bee n stated i n  the bill. I would suspect that 
the regulatio ns that are developed as a result of this 
legislatio n ,  will be developed i n  a ma n ner that regula
tions are develope d; that they will be impleme nted 
a nd they will be developed by the people that have the 
greatest i nterest i n  seeing that these regulatio ns do 
meet the needs of the childre n i nvolved. 

As well, the Member for Fort Garry had also made 
some comments co ncer ning both the difficulties that 
we might be i nvolving ourselves i n  whe n we try to 
over-regulate or try to regulate this very comple x - I 



was go ing to say inst itut ion, it's almost an institution -
set of standards in this concept in the public m ind. 
There are defin itely going to be challenges that face 
the people when they develop regulat ions. However , I 
don't think that these are insurmountable. 

In the f irst instance, the member was talk ing about 
the d iff iculty in f in d ing qual ified people or people who 
will meet the qual if icat ions under the gu i del ines set 
up under this b ill . Ho wever, it seems to me that f in d ing 
qual ified people in  other areas, in  the area of  teaching, 
in the area of nurs ing, is also a problem in remote and 
rural commun it ies. It is a problem that has existed for 
the past number of years and which exists today. 

However, those commun it ies, by and large, some
how do f in d  the qual ified people they need to carry on 
with those act ivit ies and the fact is that when the exact 
qual if icat ions are known for th is , to enable these indi
v i duals to become qual if ie d day care staff , that those 
commun ities will f in d  the ways and means to e ither 
have local people attend institut ions to get the qual ifi
cations they need ,  or in t ime those qual if icat ions will 
exist in the commun ity . I should po int out as well that 
in the c ircumstances , if c ircumstances warrant, the 
M in ister under the Regulations 29.3 has the author ity 
to grant ind iv i duals in the community w ithout the 
necessary qual ifications, the r i ght to g ive day care, to 
prov i de day care. That's not to say that's the des irable 
way to proceed, but in the event that there is no alter
nat ive , a community is not going to be stuck for the 
lack of qual ified personnel. 

Clearly it's go ing to take a number of years tor this 
ne w profess ion to generate the number of people that 
m ight be requ ired in day care facilit ies. I assume that's 
to be expected whenever you're develop ing a new set 
of qual if ications. It is going to take some t ime for 
people to come for war d to offer themselves for train
ing, so that we do have the people that we need, but 
that should not be a stumbl ing block. There are prov i
s ions which will allo w the M in ister to allow ind iv i du
als , based on the qual if icat ions that they do have , to 
take charge of day care schools at whatever level. 

In a d d it ion , the Honourable Member for Fort Garry 
also ma de some comments about the d iff icult ies that 
are go ing to be encountered because of the tact that 
d ifferent commun ities to begin with ha d d ifferent pre
exist ing cond it ions. Clearly, there is not always go ing 
to be the appropriate facil ity ava ilable in any commun
ity, a facil ity that woul d meet in the f irst instance all of 
the regulations which will be establ ished in the near 
future . Aga in , that's something that will confront the 
M in ister. There are go ing to be occas ions when the 
community does not have at its d isposal the neces
sary facil ity. There are go ing to be instances when the 
facil ity that is there does not meet in all aspects the 
requirements of the leg islat ion or the regulations. 

However , we can only conclude that the M in ister, at 
h is d iscret ion, will be able to review the c ircumstances 
that ex ist in those communit ies, rural and remote 
commun ities, and prov i de the best day care with the 
best set of standards that are possible. Aga in , it's to be 
hoped that as the number of qual ified people increase, 
as people's awareness of the need for quality people 
in day care facil it ies and become a ware of the need for 
not only quality staff but qual ity activit ies and qual ity 
programming for their ch il d ,  wherever the ir commun
ity, the demand will increase and commun ities will 

become more comm itted to the prov is ion of such 
services. 

I don't believe that prov i d ing facil ities or prov i d ing 
day care per se can be solely the respons ib il ity of the 
government. Clearly ind iv i dual commun ities and 
ind iv i duals in those commun it ies have some respon
s ib il ity for taking the in it iative in creating the facil ity 
and creating the interest in the community , so that 
people w ill become qual ified to prov i de day care ser
v ice and prov i de the incent ive in the commun ity to 
seek the ass istance that is ava ilable and to ensure that 
the day care that is in the commun ity meets the stan
dar ds that are establ ished. 

It's not something that is go ing to occur overnight, 
it's something that is go ing to take a number of years 
to implement effect ively . It's go ing to take a number of 
years before we f in d  any k in d  of un ilateral standar d 
across Manitoba, if in tact that is ever the case. There 
are always going to be except ions; there may never be 
i dent ical un iform standards. But our hope is that g iven 
the resources of the government, the resources of the 
comm un ity and the understand ing that standards are 
important that we w ill begin to evolve a better, more 
humane and more cons istent form of day care in the 
prov ince. 

There are a couple of other regulations in the leg is
lat ion, sect ions of the leg islat ion, which I think are 
heartening; one of them is the Day Care Staff Qual ifi
cations Rev ie w Committee. Clearly there are no set 
un iversal standards when it comes to day care and I 
think the establ ishment of this Committee should 
ensure that over the years the people involve d in day 
care and the care of our young ch ildren will evolve 
standards which will be both affordable and which will 
prov i de the ch ildren of the prov ince the best standard 
of care that can be ava ilable to them. 

All in all, Mr. Deputy Speaker , I'm pleased with the 
leg islat ion. I know that many commun ities in North
ern Manitoba, in part icular, but also rural Man itoba, 
are looking for war d to the government prov i d ing 
some kin d  of standar ds; look ing for war d to having the 
secur ity of knowledge that when they present the i r  
ch ild for day care , at whatever level or whatever type, 
that their ch ild will be cared for , that the programming 
that is offered there will be imaginative and of some 
value; that their ch ild will be prov ided w ith some nutr i
t ion ; that the program w ill be of general value to h is or 
her emot ional health and well-being. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 
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MR. ACTIN G  DEPUTY SPEAKE R ,  H. Harapiak: The 
Hono urable Member for Tuxedo. 

M R .  G. FILMON: Mr. Act ing Deputy Speaker, if there 
is no one else wish ing to speak at this t ime, I move, 
seconde d by the Honourable Member for Ass inibo ia 
that debate be a djourned. 

M OTION presented and carried. 

H O N .  A. M A C K L I N G :  Woul d you no w call the 
a djou rne d debate of the Honourable M in ister of 
Transportat ion, as amended by the Honourable Leader 
of the Opposit ion, the Crow Rate Resolut ion, standing 
in the name of the Honourable M in ister of Agr iculture? 



RESOLUTION - CROW RATE 

M R .  ACTIN G  D EPUTY SPEAKER: On the proposed 
motion of Mr. Uskiw, the Honourable Minister of 
Agriculture. 

HON. B. U R U S K I :  Mr. Speaker, last time when I 
spoke on this debate the Opposition, I will have to say, 
still wants to play games with the Crow rate. They still 
want to continue to play their games with the Crow 
rate issue , Mr . Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, for a party that represents the majority 
of rural Manitoba, in terms of Southern Manitoba , they 
are really putting their constituents on the line. To put 
it very bluntly, they are putting the welfare of their 
constituents on the line on this issue, Mr. Speaker. 
Just to think that their constituents continue to vote 
while they will be paying out - it'll be very clear - in the 
years ahead, Mr. Speaker, it really leads one to 
wonder the kind of thrust or the kind of direction that 
these people representing portions of rural Manitoba, 
how they can lead their constituents down the line. 

When the Leader of the Opposition spoke and 
introduced the amendment to this resolution indicat
ing that the resolution of the Crow goes far beyond 
just the Crow rate issue, Mr. Speaker. While we , on 
this side, agree that we need increased rail capacity , 
we need improvements of the transportation system 
but to make those improvements on the backs of the 
farmers , of Western Canadian farmers, Mr. Speaker, 
that is a totally backward way to go, completely back
ward way to go . 

Mr . Speaker, the members of the Opposition should 
be aware that we , as a government, wrote to the Minis
ter of Transportation in Ottawa concerning his plan. I 
want to quote just one part of this letter at this point in 
time where our Minister of Transportation , my col
league, the Member for Lac du Bonnet, wrote to him 
on March 26th and he said: "I wish to e xpress my 
appreciation for your visit to my office" - and I believe 
members have had copies of that letter but I want to 
put this point on the record to make sure that they 
understand that our stand on this issue is fundamen
tally different from the stand of your leader and your 
party on this very issue, Mr. Speaker. -(lnterjection)
Mr. Speaker , the Member for Morris chirps from his 
seat, says we don't have a stand. It is by virtue of this 
resolution that the stand that we have taken now 
makes it abundantly clear that we are on the right 
track , and the Conservative Party is tied part and par
cel with Gilson and with Pepin on his resolution to this 
matter. 

I go on to quote, " My colleagues and I are apprecia
tive of your courtesy but we regret that our discussion 
did little to resolve our differences. The essential dif
ference between the Government of Manitoba and the 
Government of Canada on the subject of transporta
tion may perhaps be summed up as follows : The 
Government of Canada believes that the statutory rate 
on grain causes the railways to suffer heavy losses on 
the movement of grain and that " -and I quote from the 
proposal that Pepin tabled - "consequently the rail
ways do not have sufficient financial resources to 
undertake the large-scale investments required, to 
expand the railway system, that Parliament should 
pass a law to assure that the railways will be paid 

adequate compensation for mo ving grain, and that 
the new framework should promote increased effi
ciency and economy in the operation of the grain 
transportation system." End of quote from the prop
osals from the policy paper that was tabled by Pepin 
when he released it; I believe it was in February - just 
to have the date accurately . Well, Mr. Speaker , I have 
the copy of the policy statement , I don't have the date 
on it for the honourable members , February 3rd was 
the 

Mr. Speaker , "The Government of Manitoba takes 
the position that the need to e xpand railway capacity 
in Western Canada is an issue that is separate from the 
statutory rate on grain; that the protection of the 
farmer against the monopoly of the power of the rail
ways requires a rate fixed by statute ; that to assure 
equality of treatment of producers in different regions 
and to protect communities against discriminatory 
rate-setting, the principle of equal rates for equal dis
tances must be maintained by statute." 

Mr . Speaker , finally, "The Government of Manitoba 
takes issue with the manner in which losses incurred 
by the railways have been misrepresented with a 
companion issue of adequate compensation to rail
ways for the movement of grain," as issued by Pepin. 

So, Mr. Speaker, while the Conservative resolution, 
the Conservatives try to address themselves to the 
whole issue of employment, the whole issue of trans
portation , Mr. Speaker , we are saying that this issue is 
separate from the need for increased and improved 
transportation in Western Canada. 
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Why have we not heard from the Conservatives in 
the last few days, Mr. Speaker, at the time when we 
have now reached an historical milestone in the 
transportation e xporting of grain in this country? Why 
haven't we heard plaudits from the former Minister of 
Agriculture who continually wants to deride the labour 
movement, the people who load the ships and work at 
the ports e very time they are bargaining for wages? 
Now when we have already reached an historical 
milestone some almost two months before the end of 
the crop year, what do we hear from the Conservative 
Party? Absolutely nothing. -(Interjection)- Yes, the 
Member for Lakeside - and I have to say that he and I 
enjoyed the Lundar Fair on Saturday. The deafening 
roar from the Conservatives, the silence of their deaf
ening roar is almost overwhelming, Mr. Speaker. 

I mean, what does the statutory provision of the 
Crow rate mean to farmers , Mr. Speaker? It means two 
things to the farmers : one, it means a fixed rate to the 
producers . Mr. Speaker , the producer has been , if one 
can put it mildly, a captive of the railways in 1 925 and 
he is still a captive of the railways in 1 982. Mr. Speaker , 
our producers have no alternative but to move our 
grain by rail to port . We have no alternative in terms of 
cost effectiveness. that is our alternative. We have to 
mo ve grain by rail to our nearest port and for us in 
Manitoba it means the Lakehead , Mr . Speaker, so we 
are a captive of the railways, no matter how one wants 
to put it and the fixed rate allows our producers to pick 
up the law and the producers will know what it is going 
to cost them to move their grain. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, the Member for Morris says it's 
not true, we do have the rates fixed by statute. Mr. 
Speaker, the 1 925 statute is not only a fixed rate but a 
fixed rate on a per ton mile basis. The fixed rate in law 



Monday, 1 4  J une, 1 982 

is our producers' protectio n against his exploitatio n 
by the railway a nd the fixed rate o n  a per to n mile basis 
is what gives us the seco nd feature of the 1 925 statute 
- equal rates for equal dista nce. Mr. S peaker, that 
really comes dow n to the crunch o n  the issues that are 
being raised by my friends o p posite. Equal rates for 
equal dista nce give our producers the delivery system 
that they have e njoyed i n  this provi nce, Mr. S peaker. 

Well, Mr. S peaker, we're not o p posed to that, s o  
says the Member for Morris. Does the resolutio n make 
refere nce to making sure that the pri nciple of equal 
rates for equal dista nce o n  a per to n ne mile basis are 
i n  statute? No , Mr. S peaker. The be nefits that they talk 
about as bei ng preserved for the farmers, how does 
their resolutio n word that , Mr . S peaker? What did their 
resolutio n say? It says , protecting Ma nitoba's grai n 
producers by assuri ng that the historic be nefits of the 
Crow rate are mai ntai ned. Let's deal with those his
toric be nefits. Is the $600 millio n now that we have as a 
subsidy to the railways, is that a historical benefit? So 
is that going to go out the window, Mr. S peaker? Is 
that be nefit going to go out the wi ndow a nd the 
farmers will not e njoy that, Mr. S peaker? 

The Leader of the O p position, whe n he s poke, he 
i ndicated that the farmers' pockets were being picked 
by the Wheat Board a nd he i ndicated that if we were to 
look at the totality of this cha nge that there would be 
more em ployme nt o p portunities for our people of 
Ma nitoba, Mr. S peaker. Well , we did the a nalysis -
obviously , either some who did n't advise their leader 
very well - o n  the amou nt of work that could be 
brought i nto Ma nitoba or Ma nitoba ns could be nefit by 
this cha nge, Mr. S peaker, a nd what did we fi nd? 
Ob viously the members of the Co nservative.Party did 
not read our a nalysis a nd maybe they did n't believe 
that there would be a great amount of jobs for the 
Provi nce of Ma nitoba. Obviously they have liste ned to 
Pepin; Pepin said that there would be greatly expa nded 
job o p portunities for wester n Ca nadia ns. 

Well , Mr . S peaker, the Member for Morris - either I 
am touchi ng o n  a very se nsitive nerve o n  their part 
because they do n't wa nt to be tied i n  with Pepin, 
because their pro posals i n  their amendment to our 
resolutio n puts the farmers of Ma nitoba at the mercy 
of Pepi n a nd the railways . Clearly a nd succi nctly, they 
are pre pared to give u p  the benefits that our farmers 
have had a nd to sell them out, to put the Crow rate o n  
the table a nd let's get i t  re negotiated. 

Mr. S peaker, I want to quote a stateme nt made - I 
wo nder if the members of the Co nservative Party will 
agree with this quotatio n :  " If o nce tampering with the 
statutory Crow rate is acce pted or co ndoned or is a n  
item o n  the bargai ning table, all will be lost, for o nce 
the subject is o n  the bargai ning table , it will be o nly a 
matter of time u ntil it is lost ste p by ste p. " 
- ( I nterjectio n ) - Who said that? -(l nterjectio n ) 
No. Justice Emmett Hall. 

Mr. S peaker, the members, maybe they don't like his 
statements, I do n't k now, but they certainly weren't 
pre pared. It a ppears to follow some of his recomme n
dations with res pect to the Crow rate a nd they are 
prepared by their resolutio n to have their co nstitu
e nts, as I said last time, pay the bulk of i ncreased 
ha ndling costs that farmers will be faced. I mea n ,  they 
ho nestly believe - how ca n I put it? - that mai n li ne , the 
ca pacity o n  the mai n li ne, that the Crow rate is the 

obstacle to i ncreased main line ca pacity o n  our rail 
system, Mr. S peaker. It a p pears they claim that the 
Crow rate a nd you k now, Pe pi n  has claimed that, a nd 
Lyo n, i n  his remarks by bringing forth this amend
ment, has i ndicated that we see the totality of the 
trans portatio n system as being something different 
than just something all-e ncompassi ng a nd not just a 
Crow rate, Mr. S peaker. 

So they must see the Crow rate as the obstacle i n  
wes tern grai n trans portation, Mr. S peaker , i n  main 
line ca pacity. Yet, whe n the railways themselves put 
out their docume nts o n  the capacity of the system, 
a nd we look at what their projectio ns are - the member 
has visited the Committee. They sat at the Committee 
a nd they said , you k now, we are going to be shi ppi ng 
grai n westward a nd we need the ca pacity , we need the 
dollars to build that ca pacity; we need greater amounts 
of i nvestment ca pital , Mr. S peaker. But what are we 
going to ship? The bulk of the shipments over the next 
number of years will be coal, Mr. S peaker, will be iro n 
ore. There will be iron ore; there will be ore bodies 
- ( I nterjectio n ) - Yes, to the west. There will be natu
ral resources a nd there will be fertilizer from Saskat
chewa n, Mr. S peaker, absolutely. 

So that grain will become a n  ever decreasing por
tion of the goods that will be ship ped to the wester n 
ports a nd yet, when we talk about needing i ncreased 
ca pacity , we are talking, let's raise the Crow a nd let's 
shi p all the grai n that we can, regardless of the price. 
But it will be our farmers, the farmers of Ma nitoba, 
who will be the losers i n  this game a nd it is the Co n
servative Party, rather tha n u niting with members o n  
this side a nd sayi ng that we o p pose the Pepi n propos
al because it will put our producers at the mercy of the 
railways with i ncreased costs. They are now going off 
and want to be totally wishy-washy, to make state
me nts o n  this issue that really are meaningless, really 
do n't mea n very much, so that they ca n get off the 
hook a nd say, well yes, we believe that our farmers 
should be protected; we believe that they need a n  
im proved grai n ha ndling system but, if you d o  away 
with the Crow, we will have a better ha ndli ng system, 
Mr . S peaker . 

Totally misinformed, really putting the producers of 
Ma nitoba a nd of Wester n Ca nada, at a time i n  history, 
Mr. S peaker, whe n producer i ncomes are at a n  all
time low , many farmers are being forced to leave their 
enterprises. These people o p posite are pre pared - you 
k now four years i n  office was n't e nough - they sided 
with the Federal Government o n  the i nterest rate poli
cies; they sided with n.e Federal Governme nt with 
respect to the e nergy costs a nd prices of Wester n 
Canada. I mean, Sterling Lyo n ,  the Premier of Ma ni
to ba the n ,  was o ne of the first Premiers who i ndicated 
that there should be a national agreeme nt o n  e nergy 
pr ices a nd that e nergy prices should go way u p, Mr. 
S peaker. 
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That's where they stood, now they're on a third 
issue a nd they say the third issue with res pect to the 
Crow rate, let's negotiate the Crow rate away; a nd 
they say they are a frie nd of the farmer. Mr. S peaker, it 
is like taki ng the rooster to the cho pping block, that's 
h ow they are a friend of the farmer. 

M R .  SPEA K E R :  Order please, order please. The time 
being 4:30, whe n we next reach this matter, the resolu-



1 4  J une, 1 982 

tion will stand in the name of the Honourable Minister 
of Agriculture. 

COMMITTEE CHANGES 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

H O N .  R. P E N N E R :  Yes, Mr. Speaker, may I just 
announce a couple of committee changes. 

On the Committee of Statutory Regulations and 
Orders, the substitution I'm announcing is the Member 
for Brandon West substituting for the Member for 
Kildonan and then on the Industrial Relations Com
mittee , the Member for Kildonan substituting for the 
Member for lnkster. 

PRIVATE MEMBERS' HOUR 

RES. NO. 4 - INDEPENDENT 

CANADIAN ECONOMIC POLICY 

M R .  SPEAKER: The first matter on Private Members' 
Hour today is the resolution proposed by the Honour
able Member for Thompson and the proposed 
amendment by the Honourable Member for Sturgeon 
Creek. 

The Honourable Member for I nkster has 20 minutes. 

M R .  D. SCOTT: Thank you, Mr. Spe aker . It gives me 
great pleasure to once again rise to address this rather 
important question and I might add that I hope not to 
use my full 20 minutes today. I would like to see 
debate of this resolution come to an end. I think that 
we should be taking some action on this House and 
move on; we have a number of other Private Members' 
Resolutions before us and I think not only the impor
tance of this one, but of the others as well that the 
House should start to move with some urgency as we 
come toward the end of our Session, to get some of 
these opinions that come from the backbenchers of 
both sides of the Legislature and given e xpressions 
from those concerns that are raised by various back
benchers as representative of the whole Legislature of 
the Province of Manitoba. 

I 'll have to start off, unfortunately , by not agreeing 
with the proposed amendment to the resolution which 
was introduced initially by the Member for Thompson 
and the proposed amendment by Mr . Johnston. I think 
that the amendment as it now reads is something that 
we really cannot, as a caucus on our side , support 
because it is so, I guess, almost pejorative, it does not 
come through with any clear sort of rationale. What do 
they mean by the various things that they're bringing 
forward? What do they , for instance, mean by "realis
tic energy policy ?" Is what they believe a realistic 
energy policy anything that I could buy or that 
members of my caucus could buy? Is their realistic 
energy policy to continue with the massive foreign 
domination of the Canadian oil industry which, up 
until December 3 1 ,  1 980, the latest figures I had here, 
which I picked up in the Canadian Embassy not too 
long ago in Washington, which shows that 78 percent 
of the oil and gas production in Canada is controlled 
by foreign issues . 

We had the issues brought before us by members of 

the Opposition in this House in the past. supporting 
the high energy policy of the Federal Government . 
We've had them supporting a financing of the double 
tracking of the national railways, both the C P R  and of 
the C N R  through the Rockies. as the member who just 
previously spoke, the Honourable Minister of Agricul
ture , to have them financed not by the railway com
panies but by the farmers of the prairies . just not in a 
sufficient direction into what these individuals and the 
members opposite, what they mean by investment to 
reduce inflation, encourage private initiatives . What 
do these mean? Are these more ta x breaks like they 
gave in their first year of office which did absolutely 
nothing, I say, Mr. Speaker , to stimulate the economy 
of Manitoba? 

We've seen massive tax cuts south of the border, in 
the U.S. What kind of response have we seen there? 
Just in the other day 's Washington Post and some 
clips I brought with me, we see the Treasury Secre
tary, Donald Reagan, bringing forward that he e xpects 
from their Estimates, from the official Estimates in the 
Treasury Department, that investment will be 2.4 per
cent less in 1 982 than it was in 1 98 1  even after all the 
massive tax breaks that have gone through to the 
corporate sector , then loaned to the personal income 
tax rates as well. So if their old logic of tax breaks to be 
able to push forward some form of investment to 
encourage the investors to come up with their silver 
spoons and their golden platters so that the economy 
is just going to take off once again , they're sorely 
mistaken, sorely, sorely mistaken. We just do not see 
any of that happening south of the border ; we see a 
retraction rather than an e xpansion of investment. If 
you look to that in comparison to what was initially 
projected just a couple of months ago, they were say
ing that they projected a 7.3 percent increase in the 
investment in the U.S. Now they 're projecting a 2.2 
percent increase which is 2.4 percent less than they 
had last year. 

We have as well, when you look back at what hap
pened when their great budget cuts were introduced 
in the U .  S. You had President Reagan at the time 
telling Congress that these tax cuts would cause bus
iness investment to rise some 1 1  percent faster a year 
than the inflation rate, 1 1  percent faster . Here we have 
them moving 2 percent faster, not 1 1  percent , with 
projections that for '82 and '83 they'd get up to 1 3  and 
1 4  percent faster. Anything, but that , is happening. 
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We've got to look, as I said, when I spoke on the 
original resolution , some months ago I guess now. 
that we cannot just look at simple solutions. Tax cuts 
themselves are not going to give us any kind of revital
ization of our economy. There must be public invest
ment; there must be co-operation between the various 
sectors; there must be co-operation between the pri
vate sector and the public sector no matter how much 
the members of the Opposition may detest any kind of 
co-operation between the public and private sectors. 
It is clear that the private sector is encouraging this at 
the present time with the negotiations that our gov
ernment here in Manitoba has had and that other 
governments have across the country. 

We've got to move ourselves away from this silly 
ideology that has built up in the past few years. It is 
foreign to the free enterprise system I would suggest; 
it is foreign to not only the free enterprise system, but 
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to any kind of a strong economy area in the world and 
that is this great hang-u p that we have with mega 
projects ; that everything is going to be sewn in and 
bi l lions and bi l lions of dol lars tossed into s pecific 
investments; they're going to turn around and rescue 
the province, not only the province but the country . 

We had the Federa l Government, u p  unti l recently, 
pushing an A lsands project, financed with tax payers' 
do l lars - a lmost a l l  of the investment because of the 
tax concessions that were given to the oi l companies. 
We just had them turn around and give a further $2 
bi l lion tax concession to the oi l industry and what do 
we have it for? We have it for trying to push ourse lves 
towards producing oi l that would have cost, had the 
A lsands project gone ahead, $ 1 bO a barre l when it 
came on stream some seven or eight years from now. 
Those are the costs that would have to be charged for 
the oi l coming out of the ground in A lsands for it to be 
able to break even. 

Now if the members of the O p position are suggest
ing that particu lar project, the A lsands project, should 
be forever subsidized by the Government of Canada, 
by the peo ple of Canada and tax payers of Canada, I 
have my great doubts that it would ever ha p pen. I 
would ho pe it wou ldn't ha p pen with the kind of men
ta lity that you have develo ping below me and to the 
right - maybe it might we l l  be that is their intention -
but you cannot bui ld the future of our economy, you 
cannot hope that you're going to tide ourse lves over in 
tough times by going into massive energy projects 
that are going to turn around and cause more damage 
to the economy in the years to come than what the 
drastic increases that we h ad from the O pec coun
tries, bac k in the mid'-70s. Because they're shocked, 
the shock of these mega projects and paying for the 
oi l via the mega projects rather than going through a 
stronger conservation and moving to a lternative forms 
of energy ; that the kind of shocks they wi l l  give to the 
economy wi l l  be much much stronger and much 
much heavier than with an e conomy less f lexible and 
less able to absorb those massive costs. 

If anything, I would term them - I guess this is sort of 
a new term for this House, but this idea on trying to 
use mega projects to stimulate our economy. I would 
refer to the same thing as a do pe addict trying to use 
heroin to get him back onto his norma l stream. When 
you're given yourself with this so-ca l led heroi nomics, 
which I wi l l  term, is when you move on, when you 
build yourse lf u p  to a leve l of ex pectation that you 
must continua l ly keep injecting yourself, keep throw
ing more money after projects just for the sake of 
throwing them after projects, be they good or bad or 
indifferent, just kee p pushing it into it and pushing in 
particular, federa l and provincia l taxpayers' monies 
into those projects. 

We've had other indications just recently as we l l, 
Mr. S peaker, of the sickness of our own economy. Part 
of the rationa le, I would say, goes far beyond the 
government sectors and the constant hassle that they 
have, at least within Canada, of the O p position crying 
that their government deficits are the so le cause of 
inf lation or the principa l cause of inf lation. They are 
certainly going to be a cause I would say in the future, 
in particu lar, in the U.S. right now, to be able to get 
interest rates down. It looks a lmost impossible for the 
interest rate policy of the U S. to move in any direction 
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but u p  with the tremendous size of the money market 
being absorbed by the Federa l Government. 

We've had in the past in this country - and I should 
say in particular in this country - a tremendous 
number of nonproductive loans that have come for
ward . Now let's see where these nonproductive loans 
have gone to. The Member for Morris c laims they've 
gone from the government. I would suggest that they 
have not gone from the government. I would suggest, 
when you have mu ltinationa l takeovers which are 
tota l ly non productive, what benefit to the economy is 
it when you have Thompson coming and buying the 
Bay and buying Sears? What does that do to the Sears 
stores? What kind of an additiona l investment is that 
in the economy? There's nothing new going in . A l l  
they 're doing is buying existing assets. It's like trying 
to so lve the housing crisis by giving peo p le money to 
buy existing houses. A l l  you're going to do is drive the 
price of houses u p. You're going to drive it u p; you're 
going to stretch peo ple out further on a liquidity basis. 
You're going to make them so nonliquid that they just 
do not have a chance of surviving and that is exactly 
what we're seeing ha p pening in severa l outfits. 

We had Noranda, just a coup le of years ago, bought 
out Brascan, leveraged itself so heavily that it became 
sus ce ptib le and then Edpure, the company of the 
Bronfmans turned around and bought Noranda. So 
they got two birds with one stone basica l ly. They 
picked up Noranda which was a massive Canadian
based firm. But what is the benefit of the additional  
bi l lion or so do l lars, that they went to our banks to 
finance - and this is one of the reasons that banks are 
in trouble now -because they went and they financed 
a w ho le bunch of these useless takeovers that can't 
pay for themse lves. Then here these guys continue to 
go a long with any kind of a venture whatsoever. -
( Interjection)- Okay, I sha l l  dea l with Petrofina for an 
instant. We have an industry in Canada that a coup le 
of years ago, some three or four years ago, was owned 
a lmost 98 percent by foreign corporations. We have 
now had through the thoughtfu l intervention of the 
Federa l Government through the purchase of Petro
Ca nada; through the A lberta corporate government, 
through the investment that they have made and in a 
no uveau cor poration; through the Government of 
Saskatchewan in their wise investment to Saskoil, 
Saskatchewan Oi l and Gas Cor poration; we have now 
Ontario even getting in, the Ontario Tories are buying 
into Suncorp, trying to build u p  some leve l of Cana
dian contro l over the oi l industry in Canada. 
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Now I would criticize their moves in one motion, in 
one area, and that is because they paid way too high a 
price for them and amazing ly they're making money. 
We got Petro Canada right now in Quebec and they 
just started with their takeover of Petrofina in Eastern 
C anada. When you see the results in Petro-Canada's 
sales in the Province of Quebec - and this is fresh, it's 
o ut today - they're u p  1 0  percent over what they were 
last year when the overa l l  market itself in the total 
sa les of gasoline are down 1 0  percent. So you have 
one cor poration because some peo p le, contrary to 
the fe l lows be low me hue, that have a little bit of 
nationa l identity and prefer, like I do, and fi l l  their tank 
u p  at Petro-Canada, so that the money that they're 
s pending on gas, so that it wi l l  turn around and stay 
within the Canadian economy and not be ex ported 
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out. -(Interjection)- Now. as the Member for Arthur 
clearly points out , he would never buy from Petro
Canada. I think that's a sad reflection on his own 
integrity , of his own desires to what a Canadian econ
omy could possibly be. 

We've had Dome Petroleum which has been totally 
financed to tax giveaways by the Federal Go vernment 
through their tax investment programs , where you 
bought $ 1 5,000 tax write-offs through what was affec
tionately called , I believe, the Gallagher Amendment 
that the Federal Minister of Energy brought in some 
four years ago ; that amendment came in which gave 
Petro -Canada the opportunity to use taxpayers' 
money , who are paying in a relative high tax bracket, 
so that they could instead of paying federal taxes , they 
could put their money into these oil investments pro
grams. So you had a corporation , Dome Petroleum, 
with their exploration almost totally funded by tax
payers , funded through the back door by the Cana
dian taxpayers. That is one of the reasons why we in 
Canada have a rising deficit, because of the additional 
tax giveaways that they've given to companies like 
this. 

They went out and used that money for e very dollar 
that they invested, somewhat o ver 90 cents of it came 
from the Federal Government through the back door 
of tax loopholes that were created. The government 
now has turned around to try and close up some of 
those loopholes , but now they're not only closing up 
the loopholes , instead of closing them up and taking 
away it's tax exemption status, they turn around and 
they reduce the overall tax rates for those people , 
which again adds to the size of the federal deficit . 

We have Dome as well. What did they do with these 
taxpayers' money ? Not only did they use it in invest
ment programs but they've taken and leveraged them
selves so heavily with takeovers like Hudson Bay Oil 
and Gas and other takeovers that they've so ambi
tiously gone after in the past few years, that they now 
are on the verge of bankruptcy and this is one of the 
things. Now the Federal Government is recognizing 
that the banks themselves have gone out to help lev
erage these big oil firms to the extent that they pres
ently are and that the banks themselves are in real 
trouble of losing control of their own investments , of 
their own loans that they have given out , that they're 
not going to be able to ever pay for the darn things . 

They subsidized - they didn't subsidize - they went 
in gleefully and gave out billion-dollar loans for peo
ple to pay 1 40 and 1 60 percent of the value of an asset, 
the value of a company, and now they're saying , my 
goodnes , we made lousy investments. We're going to 
have to have the Federal Government come along and 
rescue us. -(Interjection)- Well , the banks are there 
to take your risk. You're right, they're there to take 
your risk but as soon as they get into trouble, they 
come running back to mamma , running back to the 
Federal Go vernment and The Federal Bank Act. 

We've got the bankers telling us right now and we 
even had last week one of the members of the federal 
I'm not sure if it's the Bank of Canada or from the 
Federal Banking Committee - telling the bankers to 
tighten up greater, call in some of these loans that are 
questionable. We have horrendous reports coming 
through right now just how many loans are in bad 
shape. We've got another report in the Free Press 

today of a lot of companies only having six months to 
go. "Every banker is telling you that a lot of companies 
really only have six months to go, said Stan Roberts . 
outgoing President of the Canadian Chamber of 
Commerce." 

What we have with the high interest rate policy that 
the Federal Government is towing in line alongside 
the U.S. administration. is we have an interest rate 
policy that is driving most of the smaller companies 
into bankruptcy and driving as well as - and I don't 
have a lot of sympathy for the huge ones that are 
going under because of poor investments -but it's the 
smaller guys who can't afford to carry the inventories, 
who can't afford to make the modest investments in 
their plants so that they do maintain a productive edge 
or at least a productive competitiveness in the interna
tional marketplace or even within our own Canadian 
marketplace. These are the guys that are being 
squeezed out. 
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Just last week we had one of the chief officers of 
MacMillan-Bloedel calling for, Mr. Speaker, the adop
tion of N O P  policy at the federal level of this country , 
adopting a policy which would control the amount of 
currency going out of the country and when you go 
into the United States , you don't just walk in , they ask 
you if you've got more than $5,000 with you. We found 
that out just last week. They want to take a close look 
at how many people are coming in . 

So what we ha ve to look at ourselves way beyond 
the question just simply of interest rates - certainly 
they are a major factor in itself - but we have to start 
looking at the true wheels of the whole economy , what 
areas we can as Federal-Provincial Governments join 
to make more ventures; to make more investments on 
our own into productive assets to assist the industrial 
sector of this nation to remain competitive with the 
international market. 

In closing , Mr. Speaker, I'd like to recommend the 
rejection of the Opposition's amendment because it 
really states nothing in the passing of the proposed 
resolution by the Honourable Member for Thompson. 

Thank you very much. 

M R .  SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question? 
The Honourable Member for Arthur. 

M R .  J. D OWNEY: Mr. Speaker , I was not planning 
initially to speak on this resolution or the amendment 
until I heard some of the speeches and listened to 
some of the comments that have been made by the 
members of the backbench of the government; we 
haven't heard too many from the front bench speak. 
But I think it's interesting to listen to the kind of 
backup support , Mr. Speaker, that the Treasury Bench 
have in the present-day government. You know, there 
has been some rumour throughout the community 
that possibly there would be a Cabinet expansion and 
I'm sure what we're hearing now is a lot of back
benchers who are vying for those particular Cabinet 
positions. 

Mr. Speaker, the unfortunate thing is, I'm afraid that 
some of the speeches that have come from the back
bench too closely fit in with the thinking of the present 
go vernment that are running this pro vince. That's the 
alarming fact that we ha ve to deal with, Mr. Speaker , is 
the kind of thinking that we are seeing coming from 
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the backbench that's supporting the front bench. 
ha ve to honestly say, Mr. Speaker . that when we're in a 
time of an economic recession, as we are, the kind of 
economic policies and the kind of economic leader
ship we're seeing coming from the go vernment - and 
it's demonstrated in the resolution that was intro
duced - will do nothing more but further add weight to 
this economy, weight to the depression, the reces
sion, whatever you want to call it onto the productive 
people in society who are paying the cost of the kind 
of economic policies. 

Mr. Speaker . for the Member for lnkster to stand and 
speak as he has spoken; for the Member for Thomp
son, I believe it was or River East - it was Thompson, I 
guess that introduced this resolution - to think that we 
can totally divorce ourselves, Mr. Speaker, from the 
policies of the rest of the western world , to divorce 
ourselves from the United States of America and live 
in our own little world is almost beyond the greatest of 
imagination to think that we could do that. 

You have to , first of all. Mr. Speaker , appreciate the 
kind of basis from which this country has developed 
and the fact that we have a very productive country, 
we have a very productive base. We initially had, Mr. 
Speaker , a community of people in Canada who felt 
very strongly and very much in the pride of the work 
ethnic - ethic,  I'm sorry, I got that e xpression from the 
Minister of Natural Resources , Mr. Speaker , so I'll 
correct it. Mr. Speaker. the pride of the Canadian 
people has been somewhat eroded over the past few 
years and it's been eroded with the thinking of the 
Member for Thompson and the Member for lnkster 
and it's demonstrated because they got elected to 
come to the Legislature. 

Mr. Speaker, to say that the Federal Government, to 
say that the present Prime Minister of Canada is any
thing any different than what they believe in would be 
a total fallacy, a total fallacy , Mr. Speaker. You don't 
have to read a lot, Mr. Speaker. you don't have to study 
a lot of the past history of the Prime Minister of Can
ada to know how he aligns himself; how his economic 
thinking works. He, Mr. Speaker, thinks very much 
along the same lines as the socialists across the way 
who are now governing the Province of Manitoba. 
There is very, very little difference in the economic 
policies that are administered by the Federal Gov
ernment than those by the present government in 
Manitoba. In fact, Mr. Speaker, it's been demonstrated 
when the Joe Clark Government was defeated , we all 
know that it was a resolution or a mo ve that was made 
by the Federal N O P  supported by the Liberals to vote 
out some good, sound, basic , economic thinking in 
the Conservative Government. 

So, Mr. Speaker, for this go vernment here today, 
who basically I would think support their National 
Leader, and the Federal M Ps who voted against Joe 
Clark and voted Prime Minister Trudeau back into 
office, have to believe in the same economic policies 
as those of Pierre Elliott Trudeau, Mac Eachen, Lalonde 
and all those people who are now in the federal juris
diction. What are they doing about it , Mr. Speaker? 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, they're standing in Manitoba and 
they're kicking at Reagan and they're kicking at 
Ottawa and they said we believe firmly in co-operative 
federalism . You know, we really believe in working out 
our economic difficulties in a nice sort of a way. What 

did we hear the Minister of Agriculture just doing ? 
Kicking at the Federal Go vernment because they're 
introducing a resolution to the long-term standing 
grain transportation policies , Mr. Speaker. Mr. 
Speaker, that's what we're hearing . We're hearing 
them kick at the Federal Government over their high 
interest rate policies. Mr. Speaker, the Minister of 
Agriculture does more screaming and kicking than 
anything else. We haven't heard anything positive 
come out of him. Mr . Speaker, what have we heard for 
positive resolutions coming from the current govern
ment in Manitoba? We have a resolution where we 
hear the Member for Thompson saying he deplores 
gove rnment cutbacks, he doesn't believe that the 
money of the government should be cut back and that 
there should be any careful spending of government 
money, that you should go willy nilly and throw 
money at every problem that comes along. 

Mr. Speaker , for the Member for Thompson and the 
Mem ber for lnkster, who I just heard, do they ever stop 
and think where that money comes from? Do they 
ever consider who earns the money that they spend as 
government? -(Interjection)- The member says he 
just spoke on it. Mr. Speaker, when are they going to 
stop and realize and start to talk to the people who 
support them and the labour movement. All labour 
movements by the way don't support the N O P, thank 
goodness. I think there are a lot of people, in fact, I 
guess if Thompson were considered a labour town, 
Mr. Speaker, you know he's here by the skin of his 
teeth -(Interjection)-and he's still here. That's right. 
I wo uld say almost half, probably those few that would 
have voted for my good friend and colleague , Ken 
MacMaster , probably stayed home to work that day 
because they believe in work. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, what we're seeing happening 
-(Interjection)- oh , he's proud, they're was a strike 
on that day. They wanted more out of the system. 
Well, I think there were a few people working. Well , 
they' re proud of that, Mr. Speaker. and let them be 
proud of that because I believe that there are other 
ways that the problems can be resolved other than 
conf rontation -(Interjection)- no , I'm not bashing 
labour. I'm very much of the belief that people who 
have the labour movement should use it responsibly. I 
belie ve that the membership in the labour movement 
do, but I think it's abused again by the leadership of 
some of the labour movements and the people who 
are supporting them do not always believe in what the 
leaders of these labour movements think and I think 
he can admit that himsel i without losing any credibil
ity within the membership. 
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The point I want to make , Mr. Speaker. is this, that 
those workers whether they be in a mine or whether 
they be on any particular service industry or whether 
they are producing goods or services, it doesn't mat
ter. When they look at their pay cheque at the end of 
the month and they see that they grossed so much 
money , but the net if they're in one of the higher 
income tax brackets, probably a third of it is gone, a 
half of it is gone. To do what? To operate the province 
and the country of Canada. That, Mr. Speaker, is what 
they have to start to realize ; that it's those peoples' 
money they're taking to solve the problem they're 
trying to solve. It's the take-home pay we have to start 
talking about; it's the take-home amount of money 
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that the la bour movement have that a ny i ndividual i n  
society has to worry a bout. That's why I ca n't, Mr. 
Speaker, believe me -( I nterjectio n)- The Member 
for Thompso n stands a nd says do n 't worry a bout gov
ernme nt ex pe nditure. If it took three-quarters of a pay 
cheque of a la bourer he would be lieve i n  taki ng it 
away to put i n  a n  i l l-co nceived program that would n 't 
he l p  a ny body a nd they've prove n that with their I nter
est Rate Re lief Program. That's the point I wa nt to 
make. They do n't give a darn a bout how much mo ney 
they s pe nd because they take the mo ney from the 
peo p le whether the peo p le ca n afford it or not . That's 
the point. They work for the gover nment a nd that's 
where it's at, Mr . S peaker, i n  today's society. We've got 
to start looking at the amount of mo ney that is take n 
away for gover nment o peratio ns versus what is left to 
o perate his home , to buy his food, to trans port him to 
a nything he wa nts to go to. 

Mr. S peaker, I ask this questio n of the Mem ber for 
Thom pso n  whe n he brings in a reso lutio n like this :-
who are the peo p le of Ca nada worki ng for today? 

Who are they worki ng for? They're not working for 
their ow n betterme nt. It's turned out to be that they're 
working for the whims a nd the wishes of the fro nt 
bench i n  this gover nment that are here today because 
I do n't be lieve the back bench have o ne bit of say. 
They're worki ng for the whims a nd the wishes of a 
Prime Mi nister who finds himself very se ldom i n  Ca n
ada, quite ofte n over i n  Yugos lavia te l l ing every body 
that he doesn't care a bout the Ca nadia n do l lar , that 
wel l, he guesses that the dol lar wi l l  fi nd its level. You 
bet it w i l l  fi nd its leve l, Mr. S peaker, at an u n prece
de nted depressio na l rate that is n 't doing a nyo ne a ny 
good. What positive suggestio ns do we have coming 
from the mem bers of the government be nches i n  the 
Province of Ma nito ba? Yes, Mr. S peaker, s pe nd more. 
Immediately they say, we l l, we're pushing them to 
s pe nd more o n  a beef program or o n  other kinds of 
programs. 

Mr. S peaker, I have no pro blem with s pe nding 
money in a res po nsi ble way but I have pro blems in a n  
irres po nsible way a nd there are quite a few examp les 
! ca n name them a nd I wi l l  - of the irres ponsible s pe nd
i ng a nd it's not big money in some cases. It's not big 
money i n  certain cases. 

I would first of a l l, Mr. S peaker , questio n the 
num bers of peo ple that it wi l l  take to administer these 
programs they've put i n  p lace. You k now , have we 
see n a holding i n  the li ne of the numbers of peo ple 
that work for gover nment? Have we seen a holding i n  
the line of the amount of mo ney that's paid to the Civil 
Service i n  this provi nce or a ny co nsideratio n for the 
peo ple that are payi ng their wages? I i nvite mem bers 
of the Treasury Be nch a nd mem bers of the Gover n
me nt to trave l throughout Ma nitoba today, a ny part, 
city or country. A nd what is the comment they ' l l  hear? 
How ca n the gover nme nt justify the i ncreased wages 
to the peo ple who work for the government whe n I 
have to take less? Whe n I look at my pay cheque, Mr. 
S peaker, I see gover nment taking a third or two-thirds 
as a citize n - I'm not sayi ng my particu lar pay cheque, 
I'm talking a bout the average citize n - the gover nme nt 
is taki ng this mo ney. A nd what are they doi ng with it? 
They're automatica l ly i ncreasi ng wages; they're 
automatica l ly s pe ndi ng money i n  areas that a lot of 
peo p le would really questio n. 

Every body e lse is feeling the pinch. Mr. S peaker , 
our record s peaks fairly we l l  for itself o n  how we 
admi nistered the province i n  a res ponsible way with
out ex pa ndi ng ex pe nditures i n  a lot of areas. I would 
ho pe that the present gover nme nt would think a lot of 
times before they s pe nd i n  a wi l ly-ni l ly way i n  which it 
would appear is hap pe ning. 

The cost, Mr. S peaker, of the natio na l de bt a nd the 
de bt of the provinces of this cou ntry today is some
thing that the country ca n not co nti nue to afford to 
carry. I 'm i nterested in the comments made by the 
Mem ber for l nkster -( I nterjectio n)- He says, a nd the 
Mem ber for Thompso n hai lers, "What would I cut 
back?" The first thi ng I would cut back is the 4 ce nts a 
litre or ga l lo n  or whatever that everyo ne is being 
forced to pay to buy Petro Ca n a nd Petrofina. Who 
needs it? H ow much more oi l are we getti ng out of 
Petro Ca n a nd Petrofina? 

Mr. S peaker, here we are talking a bout Reaganom
ics a nd the co ntro l of gover nme nt s pe ndi ng 
- ( I nterjection)- He asked me a good, si ncere ques
tion. How would I cut it? I to ld them how I would cut it. 
The first thing I would do is remove the purchase price 
of Petro Ca n a nd Petrofina off the citizens whe n they 
drive u p  to buy gas a nd oil. That's the first thing I 
would do a nd I think that would be sup ported by every 
-( I nterjectio n)- just try it, Mr. S peaker, just try a nd 
ask the peo ple of Ma nitoba if they wou ld n 't like to buy 
their gas for just a little bit less mo ney - ( l nterjectio n)
you bet. See, the Minister of Health agrees that it's a 
good idea a nd I take him at his word, Mr . S peaker. 
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They're blaming the whole area of why we're i n  the 
kind of u nem p loyed situatio n that we are i n  this coun
try on the private sector , that there are n 't a ny jo bs a nd 
it's the big mu ltinatio nals that are taking away a l l  of 
the i nce ntive a nd a l l  the cash. Mr. S peaker, there has 
never been a government i n  the history of this country 
that couldn't tax through the taxatio n system a l l  of 
these multinatio na l cor poratio ns to the amount that 
they need funds. Have they ever looked at the mo nies 
they've take n i n  taxatio n from those particu lar cor po
rations - ( Interjection)- Have you? The Mem ber for 
l nkster says, "Oh sure we have." Mr . S peaker , I can bet 
you that if those multinatio nals rea l ly said we're going 
to rea l ly leave Ca nada high a nd dry - you think the 
u nem p loyment rate is bad today -if they wa lked away 
a nd took their ca pita l away , which by the way they're 
doing whe n you see our do l lar drop to 78-some cents, 
that 's showing the co nfidence of the i nternatio nal 
world o n  the kind of philoso phica l thinking that Pierre 
E l liott Trudeau has give n this country, sup ported by 
the Premier of Ma nitoba i n  his demo nstratio n of the 
po licies. That's what ha p pe ning i n  Canada. 

Mr . S peaker, the Prime Minister of Ca nada a nd his 
eco nomic po licies . 

M R. SPEAKER:  Order p lease, order p lease. I 'm 
p leased to hear that so ma ny mem bers wish to get i nto 
the de bate, but whe n they a l l  do so at o nce I ca n not 
hear the ho noura ble mem ber. 

The Ho noura ble Mem ber for Arthur may co ntinue. 

M R .  J. DOWNEY: Thank you, Mr. S peaker. Just to 
fo l low u p  o n  that, Mr. S peaker, as I said ear lier i n  my 
s peech, the thinking of the Ed Broadbe nts a nd the 
Premiers of Ma nitoba like we have today i n  the 
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Cabi net are our so cialists . The Prime Mi nister of Ca n
ada has bee n k now n as a socialisL I n  fact ,  there's a lot 
of questio n whether he's really a so cialist or even 
further to the left of that. I think the majority of Ma nit
obans would agree with me that he is further to the 
LefL But here's the kind of system a nd it was just 
timely that it was i n  toda y's Free Press. Mr. S peaker , 
that the Premier of Ma nitoba , the Member for l nkster , 
the Member for Thom pso n, here's what they would 
impose, or the results of what they would im pose o n  
the peo ple of Ma nitoba a nd Ca nada. Mr. S peaker , I 
hope the y've read it , a nd I'll refer them to it because 
the headline says: "90 Millio n Tons" - a nd they do n 't 
say to n nes , they say to ns because it's still i n  the old 
measure. Mr. S peaker , "90 Millio n To ns of Produce 
Rot i n  Russia Yearly." Well , that's the kind of s ystem 
that the Mi nister of Agriculture says we're moving 
toward , la nd ow nership the same as the Russia ns , Mr. 
S peaker. their state la nd ow nershi p,  that's the kind of 
thing that's goi ng to ha p pe n. A nd here it is , Mr. 
Speaker. I'll refer the . 

M R .  SPEAKER: Order please . The Ho nourable Mi nis
ter of Agriculture. 

H O N .  B. U R USKI :  Mr. S peaker, I rise o n  a poi nt of 
privilege. The privilege being that the ho nourable 
member is not reflecti ng the remarks that I made whe n 
I s poke with res pect to the la nd issue that was raised 
by his Leader. the Leader of the O p position. I ask the 
member to withdraw his remarks. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Ho nourable Member for Arthur. 

M R .  J. D OWNEY: Tha nk you, Mr. S peaker, I will refer 
briefly to the comme nts because I think it has quite a 
bit to do . 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  The Ho nourable Mi nister of 
Agriculture. 

H O N .  B. U R USKI :  Mr. S peaker , I rise o n  a poi nt of 
privilege , I asked the ho nourable member to withdraw 
those remarks or reflect those remarks accurately. 

M R .  J .  DOWNEY: Mr. S peaker , I do not pla n to with
draw because I did not sa y anything that has not been 
said i n  this House by the Mi nister of Agriculture a nd if 
he , through subseque nt review of the Ha nsard , ca n 
prove that I have , Mr. S peaker. then I will give co nsid
eratio n to that. Mr. S peaker , I think that whole ques
tio n will be resolved whe n he proves to the farm com
munity a nd to the people of Ma nitoba , whe n he 
reintroduces the sale of the Crow n la nd policy for the 
peo ple of Ma nitoba , that'll be evide nce that he is not a 
believer of the state farm program, a nd that will be the 
eviden ce that we will need i n  this House, that will be 
the proof. 

I believe, Mr. S peaker , to further my s peech, that it is 
im portant whe n we talk about Reago nomics. 
- ( I nterje ction)- I have not been ruled out of order , 
Mr . S peaker , a nd I ho pe I have the floor. I, Mr. 
S peaker, believe very firmly that the statement that 
was made i n  the Free Press 

M R .  SPEAKER: Order please. The Ho nourable Minis-

ter of Agriculture . 

H O N .  B. U R U S K I :  Mr. S peaker , I rise o n  the Matter of 
Privilege the same privilege that I've raised before a nd 
I ask that this matter be dealt with i n  res pect to the 
comme nts that the Ho nourable Member for Arthur 
has made. 

M R .  SPEAKER: Our rules require that a Matter of 
Privilege should be followed by a substantive motio n 
that the House ca n decide o n. Now. I did not hear o ne ,  
but I will review what Ha nsard has said o n  this matter 
a nd i t  will be dealt with , no doubt. 

M R .  J. D OWNEY: Mr. S peaker , as I 've i ndicated, if 
those remarks i n  a n y  way hurt the feelings of the 
Minister of Agriculture substantively ,  after review of 
Ha nsard, I'll tell you , Mr. S peaker , a nd for the Mi nister 
of Agriculture that whe n he reintroduces the sale of 
Cro wn la nd policy that we put i n  place the n I will 
withdraw those comme nts. O nly  after, Mr. S peaker , 
he ca n prove i n  a n y  way,  sha pe or form that I have said 
something that is not true a nd has not been put o n  the 
re co rd previously i n  Ha nsard a nd ,  Mr. S peaker , if he, 
i n  fact, reintroduces the sale of Crown land to the farm 
com munity, Mr. S peaker , the n I will give co nsidera
tio n to the withdrawal of those statements. I do n't 
thin k  I've said a nything that 's wro ng . You're the judge , 
Mr. S peaker. 

I ho pe my time has n 't been deducted by the frivo
lous attem pt by the Mi nister of Agriculture to try a nd 
i nterrupt the poi nt I was going to make o n  the state 
versus private ow nership,  Mr . S peaker , be cause whe n 
we see a headli ne "90 Millio n To ns of Produce Rot i n  
Rus sia Yearly ,"  that is n't be cause the farm peo ple 
have n't produced the commodity, that is n't because 
the co nsumers aren't desirous of eati ng it a nd havi ng 
it i n  the freshly produced state for them. Mr . S peaker. 
that's be cause the gover nment think they k now how 
to do things better tha n peo ple who are paid for pri
vate i nitiative a nd doing things i n  the private se ctor. 
That's what they believe i n  this gover nme nt. They 
believe that you should wash all that private i nitiative 
away. 
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Peo ple like the Margaret That chers, the Ro nald 
Reagans, the Sterling Lyo ns i n  this cou ntry, Mr. 
S peaker , are tough i ndividuals , Mr. S peaker , they're 
cut from the same cloth because they believe i n  the 
freedom a nd the i nitiative. They are truly leaders, Mr. 
S peaker , a nd I would far sooner asso ciate myself with 
the Margaret Thatchers, the Ro nald Reaga ns tha n I 
would with the Brezhnevs of this world , who they feel 
more comfortable with. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The ho nourable member's time has 
ex pired. 

MATTER OF PRIVILEGE 

H O N .  B. U R U S K I :  Mr. S peaker , I rise o n  a Matter of 
Privilege. Mr. S peaker , I move , seco nded by the Mi nis
ter of Health, that the Me mber for Arthur has misre
prese nted stateme nts that I have made i n  this Assem
bly co ncerning the ownership of land i n  this provi nce ,  
k nowing that those stateme nts are i naccurate , a nd 
that the member withdraw those stateme nts. 



M R .  SPEAKER: The Ho nourable Member for Niakwa. 

M R .  A. K OVNATS: I would think that a poi nt of privi
lege has to be i ntroduced at the first possible mome nt 
after the poi nt of privilege, a nd I would think that there 
was a n  opportu nity prior to this whe n the Ho nourable 
Mi nister had the opportunity of maki ng the substa n
tive motion a nd he did n't do it  at  that time. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Ho nourable Mi nister of Health to 
the same point. 

H O N .  L. D E SJARD I NS: Mr. Speaker, I think that the 
Rules are clear that you have to have a motion a nd 
there is no possible way that you ca n a nticipate a nd 
have the motio n before whe n somebody has a ques
tio n of privilege. So this was writte n dow n as soo n as 
he could, there's nobody that spoke after the member 
a nd the motio n is i n  order. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Ho nourable Member for Lake
side to the same point. 

M R .  H. E NNS:  Mr . Speaker, o n  the same point of 
order. I agree with my colleague, the Mi nister of 
Health , that there's nothing u ntoward i n  the ma n ner i n  
which the motio n has bee n prese nted. It i ndeed was 
the earliest opportu nity the Mi nister could present it. I 
was, as you were, Sir, listeni ng with avid atte ntio n to 
the remarks made by the Member for Arthur during 
the course of his speech a nd I have some difficulty i n  
k nowing the precise phrase or words that the Minister 
found offe nsive. If by way of co nsideratio n to you, Sir , 
I think the suggestio n made by the Speaker was that 
upo n  perusal of today's Ha nsard you will be i n  a posi
tio n to judge as to whether the motion that is now 
before you is i n  order. 

M R .  SPEAKER: Do a ny other members wish to advise 
the Speaker? It is correct that a few minutes ago I said 
that I would take the matter u nder adviseme nt. I will 
add this to the matters I'm taking u nder adviseme nt 
a nd if it becomes necessary the House ca n decide o n  
the matter . 

REa N0. 4 - INDEPENDENT 
CANADIAN ECONOMIC POLICY Cont'd 

MR. SPEAKE R: We are o n  Resolution No. 4. Are you 
ready for the question? 

QUESTION put on the Amendment, MOTION defeated. 

M R. SPEAKE R: Are you ready for the questio n? The 
Ho nourable Member for Lakeside. 

M R .  H. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, I had the opportunity of 
speaki ng to this motio n o n  the ame ndme nt a nd now 
choose to e xercise my privilege of speaking to the 
main resolutio n before us. 

Well, Mr . Speaker, if I failed to do so durin g  my 
comme nts o n  the ame ndme nt, allow me to do so now, 
a nd that is to co ngratulate the Mover of the resolutio n 
i n  i ntroduci ng this subject matter to the Chamber. 
because while it certainly is n't being presented as o ne 
that we i n  the Province of Ma nitoba or o ne that the 
provi ncial jurisdiction ca n i ndeed i nfluence i n  a signif-
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ica nt ma n ner a nd a significant way. I think the whole 
nature of the resolutio n is a ge neral condemnation of 
the eco nomic leadership being now shown i n  the 
Western World a nd emphasized by the use of the 
President of the U nited States' name within the co n
text of the resolutio n, i ndeed, in the term 'Reaga nom
ics' that has become vogue just i n  the last year or two 
with the policy that is now being e nu nciated by the 
American Preside nt. 

Mr. Speaker, i n  the few moments that I wish to deal 
with the resolutio n - you k now what bothers me about 
the resolution is perhaps the total lack of apprecia
tio n ,  total lack of se nsitivity a nd u ndersta nding of 
what our eco nomic relatio nship with our largest trad
i ng partner; namely, the U nited States , means to this 
cou ntry of ours, Canada, a nd to the province of ours, 
Ma nitoba. Mr. Speaker, it obviously was importa nt 
e nough to the First Minister, the Premier, who just a 
little while ago was i n  California talki ng about the 
need for close economic ties betwee n the U nited 
States a nd Ca nada. Mr. Speaker, I read this speech 
a nd the comments the First Mi nister made i n  Califor
nia just a few weeks ago, there was none of this thrash
i ng about or chastising of the America n Preside nt by 
our First Minister i n  California. Of course not, Mr. 
Speaker. I have far too much respect for the i ntellect 
of the First Minister a nd for his political smarts a nd his 
plai n commo nsense that he would not do that when 
he was sitting down with a group of America ns trying 
to bring about a nd trying to e ncourage a reaso nable 
eco nomic deal, i n  this case i nvolving Hydro power. It's 
o nly i n  this Chamber here when we're well north of the 
49th parallel that we i ndulge i n  this America n-bashing, 
Reaga n-bashing that has become so vogue with, I 
must say, members of the Left. 

Mr. Speaker , I'm proud to say a nytime I have the 
opportunity that I love the Americans. There is no 
greater , no better country than the U nited States. 
There's no country that has - ( Interjectio n)- no , I'm 
sorry , Mr. Speaker , I will tell you why I say that -
because we Ca nadians will not fight to keep our coun
try the way the Americans fought to keep their coun
try. We proved that with a referendum two years ago. 
We are prepared to disintegrate our Co nfederation, 
you k now , at the will of a Provincial Government a nd 
we're prepared to put it o n  the ballot box ,  while the 
America ns feel a little stro nger about their cou ntry. 
They fought for their country a nd so, Mr. Speaker, o n  
that score alo ne, I have a lot of respect for m y  Ameri
can frie nds , my neighbours a nd my cousins. 

But, Mr. Speaker , that's not what the resolutio n's 
about. What the resolutio n is about is this total lack of 
u ndersta nding - even if you do n't like the America ns -
but they happe n to be our biggest trading partners; 70 
to 80 percent of all our e xport trade is done with that 
o ne country. So, Mr. Speaker, to have a debate i n  this 
Chamber , to talk about the be nefits or lack of them, of 
the eco nomic practices e ntered i nto by that major 
trading part ner of our country i n  such a negative way 
a nd i n  such a bli ndfolded way simply, you k now, 
belies the truth a nd the facts of the matter. We do n't 
necessarily have to e ndorse; we do n't necessarily 
have to like; we do n't necessarily have to believe i n  the 
eco nomic practices that are currently i n  place i n  the 
U nited States , k now n as Reaga nomics . There are 
those i n  this Chamber that happe n to believe that they 
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perha ps offer the o nly se nsible course for western 
democracies out of the malaise that they have gotte n 
themselves i nto . 

But I 'm not even raisi ng that as a n  issue for debate. 
That ca n be a se parate eco nomic debate betwee n 
eco nomists a nd other people that are far more k nowl
edgeable tha n I am. But , Mr. S peaker, as a practising 
practical politicia n that resides i n  Canada, in Ma ni
toba , to hear the kind of no nse nse whether it's comi ng 
from the Member for l nkster , whether it's comi ng from 
the Mover of this resolutio n, this total abject, burying 
the head i n  the sand, to think that we need not pay a ny 
attention to the eco nomic reality of what's ha p pe ning 
to our biggest trader. namely, the U nited States just is 
not u nderstandable from my point of view a nd I ca n't 
u ndersta nd why, particularly at a time whe n no matter 
what solutio ns our cou ntry tries to sort out for them
selves a nd it'd be i nteresting to see the kind of choices 
our cou ntry's goi ng to start looking for. 

We u nderstand now that the Prime Mi nister . Mr. 
Trudeau , fi nally from Yugoslavia, from Greece, from 
Mu nich, from wherever he's been lately is now coming 
back to Ca nada to start to tackle the serious eco nomic 
problems this cou ntry is i n  a nd it's rumoured - I do n't 
k now, maybe members of the Treasury Be nch have 
better i nformatio n tha n I have -but it is rumoured that 
we ca n ex pect withi n perhaps the next two or three or 
four or five weeks some new i nitiatives. Some are even 
described as some pretty heavy-handed measures if 
they i nvolve very serious price a nd wage co ntrols; but 
a nyway, some new eco nomic measures i n  this coun
try that are going to be designed to tackle some of the 
problems that we have. 

But, Mr. S peaker , totally lacking i n  the discussio n of 
this resolutio n a nd by a ny of those who have co ntrib
uted either o n  the amendment that was put to the 
resolutio n by my colleague. the Member for Sturgeo n 
Creek. is at least a realizatio n among members o p po
site about some of the princi pal causes of our diffi
culty. Mr. S peaker , if that is the case the n it is not 
wrong for my colleague , the Member for Arthur , to 
suggest the o nly possible alter native for what you 
fellows must have i n  your mind a nd that is a reaso na
bly isla nd state a nd island eco nomy. If we are goi ng to 
close our minds to the im portant i nfluences of a trad
i ng part ner that does 70 to 80 percent of the trade with 
this country, that we're not sup posed to worr\' about 
them, then we're obviously talking about massive 
gover nment i nterve ntio n i n  the lives of every i ndivid
ual Canadian a nd every i ndividual Ma nitoban. We 
must be talki ng about massive currency regulatio ns; 
we must be talki ng about massive tariff regulatio ns ;  
w e  must b e  talki ng about massive i nterve ntio n i n  
every way i n  terms o f  the economy o f  this country. 
Without that. your ideas of course would not work at 
all; there is no other resolutio n. If you want none of 
Gulf Oil's mo ney. if you want none of Shell's money to 
develo p our resources; if that all has to come from the 
ta x payer. sure we'll have a 1 00 perce nt Ca nadia n oil 
i ndustry , but we'll be payi ng $7 or $8 a gallo n of gas for 
it a nd it's questio nable whether we'll have oil. 

So. Mr. S peaker , let's at least i n  this Chamber tackle 
the subject with some ho nesty a nd some clarity. You 
see the u nfortunate thi ng is it's so easy to blame the 
big bugaboo somewhere. It's so easy to blame the 
America ns for our problems. Most of the rest of the 

world does it but , Mr. S peaker. I will always take the 
occasio n whe never I ca n not to join that crowd , 
whether they're the banana re publics of the south or 
others i n  the world that choose to blame all their 
economic ills o n  the America ns. There has not been a 
nat io n i n  this world that has bee n more magna nimous 
i n  terms of providing hel p where it's needed , i n  terms 
of providing assista nce where it's needed a nd I just 
refute that kind of argument put forward too ofte n 
from all members o n  the left. 

But , Mr. S peaker , I ack nowledge that the politics of 
the Member for l nkster , the politics of the Member for 
Dau phi n are pretty heavy. Whe n peo ple are i n  trouble, 
when they're frustrated, whe n they're disa p poi nted, 
they like to hear that somebody is at fault; that's what 
the Polish ge nerals are right now doi ng i n  Pola nd. 
They're saying because western democracies that 
have loaned them u p  to $27 billio n - a nd Poland is i n  
default - a nd now because we're not lending them 
quite as much more mo ney , they are telli ng their peo
ple who have had to tighte n their belt a little bit, it's 
because of western democracies that Pola nd is i n  
trouble. That's the ki nd of socialist thinki ng a nd dia
tribe that you have to deal with a nd I do n't like to be 
pa rt of it; I do n't like to see it i n  this Chamber , a nd 
that's what you ge ntleme n a nd ladies are e ngaging i n  
from time to time. You blame it o n  the Ya nks; that's the 
ea siest thing to do. That's what that resolutio n says -
Reago nomics. Reaga nomics is all our troubles. 

Well , prior to November 1 7th it was Sterling Lyon 
a nd the Co nservative Gover nment that was all the 
problem i n  this province. They said you vote for the 
N D P ,  you vote for Pawley, you vote for Scott a nd 
there's not going to be a ny problems i n  this cou ntry . 
You said there would be no layoffs , not o nly that - well , 
Mr. S peaker , it's just amazing that u p  u ntil November 
1 7th , the Preside nt of the U nited States had no ha nd 
a nd no respo nsibility for the difficulties of our prob
lems a nd the eco nomic problems of our provi nce. 
N ow we have resolutio ns whe n his name is the feature 
pa rt of it. 

Well, Mr. S peaker , I ca n o nly say that havi ng had the 
o p portunity , as some of my colleagues have had , of 
liste ning to some of the debates curre ntly going o n  i n  
the Houses of Co ngress i n  the U nited States i n  
W ashingto n ,  the biggest fear that we have is what 
ha p pe ns if Reaga n eco nomics works - I 'm not eve n 
suggesti ng it -but let's say what happens if it works 1 5 , 
1 8  mo nths from now? Where are we goi ng to be? 
- ( Interjectio n)- Well , okay , I'm not suggesti ng but 
I'll give it a 50-50 cha n .:;e, a 40-60 cha nce , a 20-80 
cha nce , but what ha p pe ns if it works? What are we 
going to be doing? What happe ns if you've got a n  1 1, a 
9 or 1 0  perce nt i nterest rate i n  1 8  mo nths i n  the U nited 
States a nd a 3 percent i nflatio n rate? 

M R .  SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. When we 
next reach this resolutio n the ho nourable member will 
have 1 7  minutes remaining. 
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The Ho nourable Mi nister of Health. 

HON.  L. D E SJAR DINS:  Mr. S peaker , I think it's 
u nderstood that there'll be Committee to night a nd 
then I'd like to move that the House be now adjour ned. 

MOTIO N  presented and carried a nd the House 
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adjourned a nd sta nds adjourned u nt il 2 :00 p .m. 
tomorrow. (Tuesday) 
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