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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Tuesday, 7 December, 1982 

Time - 8:00 p.m. 

THRONE SPEECH DEBATE 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. On the motion of the 
Honourable Member for Riel. the Amendment by the 
Leader of the Opposition. the Honourable Member for 
R upertsland has 21 minutes remaining. 

MR. E. HARPER: Mr. Speaker. in  my previous remarks 
I alluded to h ow fundamental it was to u nderstand the 
relationship of the Native people between govern
ments and this is essential in  order to appreciate the 
plight of Native people. I also commented on statistics 
and conditions in which Native people survive. Mr. 
Speaker. I wish to continue on this debate and provide 
an alternative. 

We want access to viable economic base on reserves, 
in rural comm unities, in towns and in cities. This 
requires channeling of funds from resource and eco
nomic development programs. This also requires 
money for job creation and also for training of 
comm unities. 

Mr. Speaker, the Speech from the Throne g uaran
tees special employment funds transferred to north
ern community projects, matching for job creation via 
the NEED Program. the New Employment Expansion 
and Development Program, funds for job training and 
retraining. 

Mr. Speaker, the Economic Summit Conference 
held in  Portage la Prairie brought Native people 
together along with other sectors of the population. 
The Conference had meaningful discussion on coop
erating in  difficult economic times. 

The Northern Development Agreement was just 
signed recently in the amount of $186.2 million.  This 
agreement will provide the framework for an overall 
social and economic strategy for the North .  An exam
ple of the program is the Northern Nurses Training 
Program based in  Thompson. 

As mentioned, Mr. Speaker, in  the Speech from the 
Throne. Native people have an historical and also an 
economic interest in  realizing the potential of the wild 
rice industry and a greater initiative is needed in this 
area. 

Also, Mr. Speaker. we want a fair settlement of our 
land entitlements and I commend this Government in  
establishing the Treaty Land Entitlement Commis
sion .  This Commission is working to bring its report to 
the Government. These entitlements are outstanding 
and u nfinished treaty business. The issue of Metis 
lan d  claims has yet to be addressed by this 
Government. 

Mr. Speaker. I go into an area where it's very difficult 
at times to discuss. This area is in the area of racial 
discrimination. We want to curb or put an end to racial 
discrimination. if it is at all possible. It takes many 
forms. but in general it is one of the most s ubtle and 
most pervasive barriers for N ative people seeking to 
interact with other Canadians. It happens every day. It 
is so deeply woven into the fabric of this Canadian 
society that it goes u nnoticed or accepted simply as 
the way it is or the way it ought to be. 

The Manitoba Human Rights Commission is rigor
ous in pursuing accusations of racism. Yet. racism is 
far from solidly entrenched than may be dealt with on 
an issue by issue basis. Let me remind you of a few 
blatant examples. This spring, an Appeal Court j udge 
said that the only evidence h e  got from the Indians 
came from drun ken Indians. Mr. Speaker, this summer 
another Appeal Court j udge referred to Indian religion 
as pagan and made other derogatory comments 
about culture and traditions.  One of these judges 
apologized for his remarks, neither was disciplined or 
censored. 

Mr. Speaker, by contrast, when a B .C. Supreme 
Court j udge spoke out against the federal-provincial 
back-off from entrenching Aboriginal and Treaty 
Rights, the J udicial Council of Canada harshly con
demned him for taking political action and only 
stopped short of recommending his removal from 
office. 

Mr. Speaker, when the j udiciary expresses such 
sentiments toward Native people it is difficult to trust 
that we all receive an impartial hearing. Our interac
tions with police are similarly fraught with distrust and 
u ncertainty. You are privileged to teach your children 
that a policeman will always help; as someone to seek 
out in  terms of trouble. How would you feel if you 
could not in  honesty offer your child that support? 
You could not tell your child that the system is basi
cally friendly. 

The Government intends to prepare legislation to 
deal with citizens' complaints against police. It will be 
important for my people to be considered whe n  this 
legislation is drafted. 

Few people u n derstand Native people and there are 
reasons why this exists. The image of Native people 
projected on the screen by movie makers has not been 
helpful. Hollywood gives us the noble savage and 
others, including some of the j udiciary, want u s  all to 
be ignoble savages. While there are a few of both 
stereotypes around, most of us do not fit that mold. 

Second, the media intends to present our goals and 
aspirations s uperficially and sensationally. Did you 

· notice how penetrating the analysis by the media of 
the Quebecois j ust when they were about to vote on 
the issue of sovereignty and. by contrast. the informa
tion that we received was totally different. I think the 
analogy would hold for concerns of Native people. 
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Third, we also have suffered a series of u nsympa
thetic court interpretations. Judges u nfamiliar with 
Native goals and aspirations have set precedent after 
precedent. u nfavourable to Native people. 

Finally, the general public, to a degree, chooses not 
to see; in  part because it's too painful to look at the 
inequity, and partly it refuses to see b,ecause it is too 
large; the inequity is everywhere. To give you exam
ples, in  housing,  and schools. etc. How does one even 
begin to reform when reform will lead you inexorably 
to acknowledge our claims? 

Mr. S peaker. I want to close by saying a few words 
about the upcoming Constitutional Conference. I am 
not optimistic that the present Federal Government 
will advance and u phold the solemn pacts signed 
between the Native people and the country. J ust look 
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back at what has happened. When the const itution 
discussions were beg i n n i ng to take place we were led 
to believe that these treaties would be entrenched. We 
went through the constitutional committee hearings 
and had the debate in the House of Commons and 
when i t  came time to deal with the issue with Trudeau, 
the Prime M i n ister of this country, and with the other 
premiers of this province, one of the first items that h e  
compromised was on Native people a n d  also on the 
woman issue. Even after that Trudeau also mentioned 
that we had a 48-hour t ime l imit as to, what do the 
Native people really want? After that 48-hour time 
l imit expired he said, " I  will reintroduce the clause 
which had the recogn it ion and also affirmation of 
treaty and aborig inal r ights i nto the constitution if 
other provinces agree." 

Although the Federal Government has exclusive 
j urisdiction under The BNA Act , nobody really chal
lenged them, and also the Federal Government has 
trust responsibilities and statute obligations u nder 
The I ndian Act to protect the i nterests of the Native 
people. At no time did the Federal Government lift a 
finger to help the Native people. 

The aboriginal people, the I nd ian,  the Metis, the 
I nu i t ,  have a tremendous pressure ahead of them. We 
seek u nderstanding and co-operation from Govern
ments and other i ndividual Canadians to u ndertake 
this difficult task as to what relationship the aboriginal 
people will have with the rest of the country. 

I am hopeful and also enlightened that this Gov
ernment is  taking i n itiative, and also establish ing  a 
framework, and also it provides an example to the rest 
of the provinces and also Canada. 

Mr. Speaker, m uch can be said about this upcoming 
important h istorical Constitutional Conference. 

I n  conclusion all we ask is  a r ightful place for Native 
people, so we can grow together, learn together, con
tribute together, and together make this country a 
proud democratic place for us to live. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Emerson. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I too 
would like to express my appreciation to once again 
enter into the Throne Speech Debate. I wish you con
t inued good health after your recovery, and I hope 
that the trying t imes i n  here from t ime to t ime will not 
affect your health in the future. 

I'd also like to, at th is time, take the opportun ity to 
express my thanks for the opportunity to come and 
participate in the Commonwealth Parliamentary Con
ference that took place in the Northwest Territories 
this summer, thanks to your office. I th ink it was a very 
rewardi ng trip and very enjoyable, and it would be 
beneficial if all members could possibly see how some 
of the people live i n  this country of ours. 

I 'd l ike to also take this opportunity to congratulate 
some of the changes in Government, the new M i n is
ters, the new appointments to the various posit ions 
that have taken place. We will have t ime to possibly 
weigh the consequences or the benefits of those k inds 
of moves later on some time. 

I 'd  l ike to, at the same t ime, compliment the 
Government on start ing this Session at this t ime of 
year. I think it's beneficial to some degree and I want 
to encourage them. I th ink  the situation as has been 
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illustrated by a few speakers already, economically 
and such,  I would encourage that we can possibly 
meet again in the middle of January at the latest pos
s ibly, to conti n ue the work of the House. I don't k now 
what the Government has in m ind  when they'll be 
call ing us back, but I would urge the Premier that we 
not wait too long. I th ink  there's many things that have 
to happen. I th ink  the activity in the last three days has 
illustrated that. The report of the Finance M i n ister 
today I th ink  has raised a lot of concerns by people, 
not j ust on our side of the House, but within the pro
vince as well. 

I want to compliment - and I do this s incerely - the 
Mover and Seconder of the Throne Speech Debate. I 
th ink  you k now they were well-prepared speeches 
and why I feel genu i nely that they should be compli
mented, because after having received the Speech 
from the Throne and look at the whole th ing ,  I could 
see the d ifficulty they m ust have had in try ing to really 
s upport it and work out meani ngful th ings that are 
with it . 

Mr. Speaker, with a Throne Speech like we have had 
here, I 've had some d i fficulty i n  trying to arrange my 
th ink ing for the reply to it . This Government has been 
in power now for a little over a year - it was i n  
November o f  last year they got elected - a n d  I've been 
going through some of the material that went out at 
that t ime and we've continually used this one docu
ment here, the N O P  manifesto, but I don't want to zero 
in on all those th i ngs. There are certai n  th ings that I ' m  
concerned about. 

I would like to express my thoughts basically as a 
layman represent ing a rural area. Then when I look 
through the Throne Speech, I find very little mention 
of anyth ing to do with the rural area. Specifically, 
there's mention made in one place, "Homeowners, 
small businesses and farmers are struggling  for their 
economic survival i n  the current difficult situat ion." 
Then we have further on ,  on  Page 4 i t  says, "Agricul
ture is the key to the Manitoba economy and my M in is
ters have been working with the farm comm un ity to 
develop policies and programs that support healthy 
farm production." Still, when you look through the 
whole Throne Speech, you f ind noth ing there of any 
substance that will help the farm community and that 
is basically the context of what my remarks are going 
to be - the lack of feel ing for the rural area. 

When I look at some of the material that was sent out 
in 1 980-81 , today Manitobans are paying more and 
gett ing less for it. This was 1 980. Our smil ing Premier 
doesn't smile as much these days any more, but h is  
face is  there, very excited and prone to go.  The do
nothing,  blind Government has i ncreased the provin
cial debt to more than $4,000 for every man, woman 
and child. The N OP is committed to help ing people, 
not to cutbacks. I want taxpayers to get their money's 
worth again .  

When w e  t h i n k  back t o  t h i s  afternoon w h e n  the 
M i n ister of F inance came u p  and predicted a h alf-a
bill ion dollar deficit blandly, some of the people in the 
government side thought it was relatively funny. I 
th ink ,  tongue in cheek they thought it was funny. I 
know they're h urti ng, but as our Leader has very cap
ably stated time and t ime again ,  m ismanagement, 
m ismanagement. Anyway, I could get i nto that area, 
but I think  that's been covered to some degree 
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I 'd  l i ke to cover the area of the agricultural aspect of 
it. I n  drawing up my remarks, I felt I d idn't want to be 
total ly negative all the time. You k now people always 
say we are always bashing the present things and 
what have you, so I took a fair amount of time and I 
wanted to assess what are the good th ings? We've had 
the Member for R iel and the Member for Thompson 
that was sort of exploiting al l  the beautiful th ings  that 
have happened, and I was trying to assess it on  the 
same basis. What has it done for let's say the consti
tuency of Emerson, or southern Manitoba, the pro
duction country? What basical ly have they done for 
it? So I 'm looking around and I 'm trying to -(I nter
ject ion)- Yes, we' l l  get to that. So I sort of made a few 
notes and took the M i n isters that basical ly affect, let's 
say, the rural areas most. I 'd l i ke to start with the 
M i n ister of Agriculture and the various th ings that 
have happened since this Government took over. 

N umber one, I 'd  l i ke  to j ust touch on Crown lands. 
This is a thing that never was an issue during election. 
It was i n  1977, but it was not an issue i n  the 1981 
election.  But the first th ing that the M i n i ster d id ,  our 
M i n ister of Agricu lture, he stopped the sale of Crown 
lands, he said reviewing it. Wel l ,  basically we knew 
that they were going to go along the same trends as 
they did prior to 1977, but what happened is ,  a lot of 
pressure from your own people made h i m  change h is  
posit ion. -(I nterjection)- The Member for Spring
field asked, how do I k now about it; that their people 
were creating pressure to change it back and open it 
up again ,  because people from his constituency kept 
phoning me, and I have letters and correspondence to 
prove it. With that k ind of pressure this is  when the 
M i n ister of Agriculture backed off.  He buckled under ,  
a n d  w e  now have partial sales. We' l l  get t h e  details on  
exactly how many appl ications have been received 
and how many have been dealt with, but that's j ust one 
l ittle th ing.  

The Member for Thompson i nvited suggestions. 
Let's work together. give us suggestions, positive 
suggestions. For a whole year we almost begged on 
our knees the M i n ister of Agriculture to implement a 
beef program, and he f inal ly d id .  He brought forward a 
program. It was a washout, strictly rejected by the 
beef producers. He withdraws it. He says more con
sultation is needed, and I attended many of the meet
i ngs where consultation was tak ing place. What a 
farce, what a farce. 

Now, we've had -(I nterjection)- our Premier and 
his col leagues, one th ing they always say we're con
tacting the publ ic .  We want to get i n  touch with peo
ple.  Wel l ,  they met with a l l  various beef groups, who 
were a l l  opposing the i n it ial proposal of the beef pro
gram, but the Farmers U n ion ,  they were support ing it, 
and that is  a consultation that actually took place. 
What do we have now? Now we have a beef program i n  
place, yes, and farmers are jo in ing .  But one th ing the 
Man itoba Cattle Producers Association is  meeting 
right today at the I nternational I n n ,  and they f inal ly 
were able to get copies of the regulations that are 
i nvolved . That can of worms is going to blow up i n  
your faces again. I thought possibly after the l ick ing 
that you took i n  1977 based on your social istic ph i los
ophies, that you would have learned some. You did to 
some degree by the Crown lands. you back off, you 
back off with pressure. With this beef program you've 

got them tied in again as t ight as can be, and you wi l l  
be reaping the benefits of  it again. Again  you wi l l ,  yes. 
I f ind it's i nteresting this consultation business. 

When the M i n ister of Agriculture got up in this 
House, and he says we've been consu lt ing.  I checked 
with my Cattle Producers Association. I checked with 
my Cow Calf Producer Associat ion.  They had no 
i nput i nto these things. You know what? We backed 
the beef operators i nto such a corner that they 
couldn't see out. Many of them are entering this pro
gram, why? With terrible reservations they are enter
ing th is program because it's another trap. 

This new ph i losophy basically is what bothers me. 
You always got to tie everyth ing i n .  You've got to nai l  
guys down. You got to control everything.  Govern
ment control is  what you thrive on ,  i nstead of th ink ing 
that we're having proposals coming forward or a b i l l  
that has been read for the first t ime regarding the 
Farmlands Protection Act. Big concern, big produc
t ion.  We' l l  have a great debate on that one I can g ua
rantee you. B ut why do we have to have that bi l l ?  Why 
do we even have to d iscuss that in this House? When 
we look at some of the promises here, and I 'm just 
trying to get my material together here. Oh yes, I ' l l  
take my time. 

We have a proposal i n  suggestions. I t  says here the 
priority of a program for first-time farmers will con
tinue to be assessed once other agricultural i n itiatives 
are in fu l l  operat ion.  Wel l ,  there have been no i n itia
tives yet. But when we tal k  of the Parliaments Protec
tion Act, if you people would make credit avai lable to 
the young farmers, it would solve a big portion of the 
problem . When you consider the average age of our 
farmers is  between 55 and 56 years of age, who is 
going to take over the farms? Your State Control Pro
gram? No way, no way. 

So you come in with these k ind of th ings and I 
daresay, Mr. Speaker, that before this group is going 
to be through with their term in office, which we pre
dict wi l l  be a short one because of . . .  that we wi l l  
again see them going back i nto the buying of  farm
lands because the pressure w i l l  come on .  If you con
trol every buyer that i s  going to be there, you control 
every Canadian buyer that is  going to be coming try
ing  to buy land in this province, land is going to go 

· down. So why don't you expand your credit program 
to the young farmers i nstead of giving lip service? 
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The other th ing,  u nfortunately, I won't make refer
ence to the fact that certai n  people aren't here. but the 
one that I 'm d irecting my remarks to to some degree. 
We've never had a position taken by him in terms of, 
does he agree with supply management in beef, Whe
lan's proposal? He's never come out and said that. 
What he's done, he's fudged around it, then he comes 
up with regu lations in the present beef program that 
controls it, total industry for anybody that signs up.  

The Member from Springfield sort of cocks h is  head 
a l ittle bit and looks, but have you read the regula
t ions? Read them, read them and weep because it's 
dramatic. 

The th ing that bothers me a l ittle bit, and I 'm talk ing 
from the position of a l ayman, a farmer, and people 
that I represent; as long as we cont inue to promote a 
cheap food pol icy wh ich we have i n  this country of 
ours, we're going to have the farm comm u n ity in diffi
culty. We've squeezed these people to be so efficient. 
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Costs of operations are going up,  the product price 
isn't going down in many cases, and we've got them 
squeezed so tight,  and we keep on promoting a cheap 
food policy. 

Land prices at the present time are dropping and 
you k now they'll possibly drop more. People who have 
worked 40, 50 years on their farm would like to sell 
their farm. What happens? The Federal Government 
nails them on Capital Gains Tax, they get a lesser 
value for the land now than they did. But what do these 
guys care? What does this government care that's in 
power today? There's nothing in the Throne Speech 
that's even coming close to doing anything for the 
farmers and the rural area and the small businesses -
nothing in there for them. We have 1 2  pages in the 
Throne Speech Debate of,  l ike our leaders have capa
bly said, of "wind and rabbit tracks," and a few social 
programs. I can see the members opposite are going 
to have extreme difficulty trying to defend that. We've 
had some diversified speeches, we had the Member 
for St. Norbert who spoke on the city aspect of it, the 
effect it had there. We had the Member for R uperts
land who expressed the concerns and the effect that 
his people are having. But what are you going to 
defend - those people that speak in defense of the 
Throne Speech. What are you going to defend? 

Actually, I 'm pleased that the Premier is here 
because, M r. Premier, I would plead with you not to 
fire the Minister of Agriculture. We were talking about 
not getting too personal and this type of thing, but I 
don't want him fired, but would you please transfer 
him out of the Department of Agriculture so we can 
get anybody in there that is at least going to make 
some effort at being concerned for what's happening 
in the farm commu nity. I think we'll take anybody 
because this present Minister is giving lip service and 
nothing else and doing nothing for the farm commun
ity, and all you have to do is read the Throne Speech. 
Then when we talk, the Minister of Finance is talking 
about we have to cut back. The Attorney-General says 
every farthing will be checked before we spend it and 
they show us a $500 million deficit. I t  blows your mind. 
I have trou ble with these things, but I suppose when 
the speech was written, it 's a well-written speech, lots 
of words there, it looks like it covers a g reat many 
things u ntil you get into the meat of the matter and 
there's nothing there and there will be nothing. I t  will 
be interesting what you do with the Estimates once 
you present them. 

So when doing some of the assessments of the 
Ministers that affect basically the rural area, I 'd  like to 
touch on the Minister of Natural Resou rces a little bit. 
He's always a bit of a feisty individual. When he got u p  
yesterday he was sort o f  giving it the shots a little bit, 
there was very little su bstance in there but he was 
having a go at it. Here is a Minister that - just to 
illustrate the moment pressure comes on - passes a 
h unting regulation ,  "no h unting on roads," you know
bang. Then all of a sudden the pressure comes on and 
then he has to back off a little bit, then he backs off and 
changes regulations.  -(I nterjection) - Yes, then why 
doesn't he have consultation before he does these 
dumb things? 

The other thing that happened, then he passes -
informs all municipalities - your costs of engineering 
services are going to rise from $75 a day to $ 175 a day, 
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every municipality is informed. In the meantime, the 
Federal Government is talking 6 and 5 percent res
traint and our  Premier is talking well, maybe nine. He 
doesn't quite agree with these things because he's 
special. Then the pressure comes on from the m unici
palities - so what does he do - he retracts. I t's back to 
$75 a day for engineering services, but we know it's 
coming somewhere along the line, it's just a matter of 
how can we jockey it in there. 

This is what I say about not having guts to make 
decisions. The moment you do something and you 
think that you're right and when the pressure comes 
on you back off. I want to say in  all fairness and I want 
to try and be nice too, I compliment the Minister of 
Natural Resources and his position with Garrison. 
-(I nterjection)- Please tell him. 

The other thing is that actually this fight has been 
going on for many years and it's a continued fight 
regardless who was in  Government,  but now this Min
ister gets up and he's trying to take all the glory - boy 
I ' m  stopping it all by myself. When we consider the 
record of people like the previous Minister of Natural 
Resources -(lnterjection)- Well, talking of M r. Scott, 
I think he's genuinely concerned as we all are and I 
think we have to join forces with something like that. 
In fact, M r. Scott and myself attended a meeting in 
Emerson, we sort of were almost patting each other on 
the back there for a while. 

The other thing, we've had some indication that 
there's going to be changes to the wild rice industry, 
the early indications are - I think they're positive. I 'd 
like to see exactly what the Minister is going to bring 
in, how it's going to be controlled, there's been 
changes needed. I take exception though that we had 
a study done that cost a fair amount of money and 
when this Government got into office they scrapped 
that study, hired Bostrom and did another study and 
basically it said the same thing. 

Our Minister of Natural Resources yesterday got u p  
a n d  he says - insinuating that we weren't consistent -
he says, "You're screaming about a high deficit and 
then you want all kinds of work done." -( I nter
jection )- Yes, yes, I 'll tell you something, there are 
ways to do it. When I look at the little things that you 
are doing in the ru ral area and we have a half a billion 
dollar deficit staring us in the eye, I wonder where is 
the money being spent? Where is it being spent? I 
want to j ust relate it to the Minister of Natural Resour
ces before I leave him. We'll be meeting with the Minis
ters shortly, in fact this week, to discuss some of the 
drainage requirements in southeast M anitoba. One 
thing, you have to be realistic. When we started the 
sale of Crown lands and the LGD vested lands and 
more land got opened up,  there were requirements for 
more roads, there are requirements for more drain
age, obviously, and it creates problems. We need 
major drainage undertakings in the southeast. What 
have we got? Nothing. And the Minister of Finance 
indicated today that we'll probably be cutting down on 
roads because the deficit is too high.  

Those are the things that bother me with this 
Government. There is no compassion for the rural 
area at all and the Member for Springfield is going to 
have to reap the benefits of that policy as well. 

Now, I 'd like to get down to the Minister of M u nicipal 
Affairs - the man that passes perfect legislation · -
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( I nterjection)- perfect Peter, yes. Last year we were 
q uestion i ng and questioning and it's almost a year 
ago when we were question ing h i m  about the Main 
Street Manitoba Program. We questioned h i m  and he 
got u p  and he turned towards the camera and he was 
j ust as sharp as could be, he says, "When I bring  it i n ,  
it's go ing  to  be  a perfect program." God, here we are 
almost a year later and what have we got? We've got 
one project approved - and he's cocky. At the Union of 
Manitoba M unic ipalities he gets u p  and he says we 
approved one project. B ut we will ferret that out too. 
The man with the perfect program, we'll work on him a 
little bit. 

I would just li ke to say that havi ng been a Reeve of a 
munic ipality, that this M i n ister is j ust ducking every
thing and the m u n icipal people are not that naive, 
they're going to come after you, because there are 
many problems in the mun icipalities. He always tries 
to say everything is f ine,  I ' m  looking after everyth ing.  
Well he's had that Weir Assessment Report on h is  
desk for a year, isn't it a year? J ust about a year- I want 
to be fair. I want to be fair, but this man doesn't know 
what to do with it and when f inally the previous M i n is
ter of M u nicipal Affairs questioned h im today, and 
he's being a little foxy - l ike they all try and won't 
answer - he says, there will be hearings. 

The Member for Swan R iver specifically asked what 
is the policy position of this Government regarding 
the Weir Assessment Report. And you k now what? He 
says there are recommendations i n  there and we'll see 
what the people say. Well, if th is man has any concern 
at all about the m u nic ipal people then put forward a 
policy position so that they can debate it. They can 
look at it and say, yes we like this, or we don't like this, 
but that's not what he's going to do. When we consider 
the fact that there are major problems in the m u nicipal 
field i n  terms of taxation, the assessment situation, 
and there's a lot of u nhappiness out there and he sits 
there, yes, the man that makes perfect legislation does 
th ings perfectly. He doesn't do a th ing and they're 
going to come after you and I will help them -
guaranteed. 

Then the man that is  concerned about the m u nicipal 
people representing them, na ils them with a 1 .5 per
cent payroll tax. I don't k now whether he took a posi
tion within his Cabinet in terms of what the M i n ister of 
F inance was proposing: I don't know whether the M i n
ister of Agriculture did .  Obviously, the M i n ister of 
F inance is sort of the domineering factor because the 
Premier certai nly isn't .  We now k now after today that 
he is  the "invisible man." He doesn't get involved i n  
these things, we saw that today. I nstead of rising to 
the defence of h is  m i n ister he sat there and let them 
take it all. 

I mentioned after that I thought possibly when he 
got u p  to speak there would be some banging and 
saying ,  leadership thing. I 'm a little d isappoi nted that 
you d idn't do that -(I nterjection)- well, that's been 
the biggest contribution that you'd th ink you've been 
mak ing .  Every time someone gets up you throw a knot 
in our face. I 'll tell you someth ing ,  that doesn't wash 
too much,  not very m uch at all. 

I would j ust like to touch briefly on the M i n ister of 
Educat ion. I th ink education affects everybody. What 
has h appened with the M i n ister of Education,  great 
grandstander? And I was th ink ing about this th ing.  We 
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had a d ifficult situation i n  the Seine R iver School Div
ision regarding a school issue. The Mem ber for 
Springfield has been i nvolved, others have been 
i nvolved, it's been very controversial. B ut the school 
board was elected; they made a decision and what 
happens? The M i n ister of Education got involved. The 
M i n ister of Education got involved and started creat
ing  pressure i n  terms of what the school board should 
do when they had made their decisions. Well, the 
Member for Springfield will have h is  chance to j ustify 
where his position is  in that case, but there's great 
d ifficulty to this day and if the M i n i ster of Education 
wants to run the whole school system, we don't have 
to have school boards any more. But then maybe she 
should also remove school taxes from real property, 
which is something that the m u nicipality people want. 
And that changes have to be made but I don't th ink 
that these people have got the i ntestinal fortitude to 
make some of these changes that are required. They're 
fudging along and when we read their material they 
say, we're wait ing for the economy to turn around and 
then we'll get on  the saddle and we'll ride again .  In the 
meantime they're fudging things. I daresay before we 
get through with these people - you know, through 
their term of office, it depends when they crack u p  -
but I daresay that we're probably looking at even dou
bling the present deficit. Where are you going to get 
the money? 

Last year when we were debat ing in this House,  we 
told you people you will blow; we told the M i n i ster of 
Energy and M i nes at that time you're going to blow all 
the Mega projects and he's sort of fudging arou n d  and 
trying to defend this and that and what have you. What 
have we got here? Less than a year later- nothing.  And 
this was a private incentive that we needed - major job 
creation. What have you done? Nothing.  And you 
know, 1 2  pages of what? Twelve pages of what? Abso
lute stuff. My gosh, I don't know how you can go out 
there and face the people sometimes. 

To the M i n ister of Housing,  I would just like to make 
a few remarks. I raised a question today and he's 
ind icated to me that he'll g ive me the i nformation 
regarding the closing of the Sprague Construction, 
the low i ncome housing.  He's indicated that he'll g ive 
me that i nformation but I j ust wanted to take this 

· opportunity to tell h im - I j ust have to get back to this a 
little bit, where there was reference made to all the 
jobs that have been created in the whole th ing.  I have 
to get my notes a little better here -(lnterjection)
That's all  r ight,  I 'll get around to it. A nyway, it says 
here - and this was part of the review that they've done 
of the t ime that they've been in Government and keep
ing the promise - and I 'll get back to that later on. But it 
says, is  it enough to say that already more than 3,000 
jobs have been created in a d irect response to the 
depth of the recession that virtually every comm un ity 
and organization has been visited and involved by the 
outreach from the Cabinet. 

I n  the meantime the M i n ister is  shutting  down an 
operation in the southeast, which is  extreme sou
theast -( I nterjection)- yes, you're considering it 
and I urge you don't do it. Jobs are very scarce and 
when we talk of job creation in the rural area, you rural 
members tell me how many jobs have been created i n  
your areas? How many jobs have been created? 

When I look at small comm u nities like m i ne the 
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construction industry is dead, has been dead, which 
brings me back to all the things that you promised 
when you won the election .  If you went out there, and 
this m ust be the big hypocrisy we should cal l  it ,  I don't 
know what we want to call it. I think I 'm  on safe ground 
with that one ,  Mr .  Speaker, I didn't ca l l  anybody a 
hypocrite. I said the big hyprocisy that you a l l  prac
tise. You said you could turn things around and peo
ple voted for you , each one of you , because they 
believed that you could help them out because they 
saw the hard times coming. There were hard times. 
You said that our government created the hard times 
and you would change it. 

Wel l ,  let's look at the bankruptcies we have in the 
farm community now; let's look at the bankruptcies 
we have in business. And then we have this famous 
manifesto there - do you remember this sheet? 
"Manitoba economy s lumps" and here, "R I P, busi
nesses close," it lists eight or so. Wel l ,  I ' l l  tell you 
something, if we're going to start listening to all the 
ones that have closed u nder your Government, head 
offices moved - it's a fallacy. And that is what you got 
elected on and you're not performing. You can't per
form - you can' t - not in terms of the recession the way 
it is, but you promised you wou l d  but instead of at 
least keeping a stable situation ,  you're spending more 
money doing nothing and we have a half-billion dol lar 
deficit in our hands. 

I 'm looking back here - I 'm back to the smiling Pre
mier at that time, now the Premier, he wasn't at that 
time,  helping people solve problems. "Despite its 
advantages, Manitoba is going downhil l .  Sterling 
Lyon dried up public investment and economic activ
ity. One of the resu lts has been the failure of many 
businesses large and smal l ." Wel l ,  what have you 
done? In business opportunity and job opportunities 
that we had in terms of the M ega projects, you've shut 
them down. You promised to start Limestone and then 
you find out after you get into office, you can't do it; 
you can't do it; you haven't got it. You've b lown every
thing and I think some of the other Ministers are going 
to be more capably looking into exactly what hap
pened with Limestone and with the Western Grid, with 
A lcan, with the potash. The Member for Thompson 
during the campaign - it was the Conservative's fau l t  
that l nco was laying off people. Wel l ,  how many peo
ple have they laid off up North now, how many? The 
scholar gets up here and is trying to defend the posi
tion of his Government. -( I nterjection)- The Member 
for Thompson. yes. I would suggest the Member for 
Thompson keep looking over his shoulder because 
there's a big man that's coming after you,  and he' l l  get 
you too. 

I 'd just like to touch on the Sprague plant a little bit. I 
would suggest to the Minister, in keeping with what 
you're trying to promise the people in  Manitoba, that 
you try and keep that plant going out there. There's a 
need for it out there. I ' l l  tel l  you something, the reper
cussions if you close that, and I would also say to the 
Minister that there's apparently some suggestion that 
you might consider doing it u nder a contract basis, 
that you wil l  probably a l low somebody like the MMF,  
the  Manitoba Metis Federation , to  handle some of 
these things through a contract basis. If you do that, I 
wil l  be right here questioning you whether that is a 
payup or not. 
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There's a project in place right now a n d  we're going 
to watch it very careful ly. I think the Minister is q uite 
frank. He wil l check into it, and will do what is best for 
the people in the southeast, and then can at least say 
that somebody in this Government has done some
thing for the southeast beside bankrupting them. 

I find that coming back to the farm aspect of it ,  the 
NOP have agreed that the agricu ltural com m unity is 
the backbone of this province. We have very little else. 
We have the water resources. The Minister of Natural 
Resources touched on that a little bit, that we have to 
guard those things. I think that is fair game: I think we 
have to use our resources wisely. But  our main econ
omy in the province is agriculture, and what has been 
done? When we look through here and the lauding 
that goes on about all the social programs that you're 
promoting, you're talking and repeating the I nterest 
Rate Relief Program that you had for the farm com
munity. I don't know how many g uys have been able to 
take advantage of it; the limitations and criteria were 
such that it hasn't saved one bankruptcy. 

The I nterest Rate Relief Program for the smal l  busi
nessman,  I haven't heard of one that has saved him. I 
don't k now how much money has been expended, but 
what bothers me a little bit, you talk of spending $21 
mil lion in interest relief to certain people, homeowners, 
stuff of this nature. You know what, you've expended 
only very few millions of dol lars of the total thing, and 
come up with a $500 mil lion deficit. Now, where's the 
money gone? 

When our Leader says incapable - yes, incapable -
and when you ask for suggestions,  I have one sugges
tion that basically I should make. Resign, call elec
tions, get you out of there, we' l l  try and get back on the 
right track again -(I nterjection )- oh no, the Member 
for Springfield is dreaming. 

I had a very interesting document here. We've sort 
of pounded this document a little bit, the N O P  mani
festo, all the things in there, and I think our Leader 
suggested that maybe we take and run off copies, and 
send each person in Manitoba a copy of that one, j ust 
to show the fallacy and the hypocrisy of that group 
over there. 

Then we have things like this, your garbage that you 
sent out prior to the election, and that's what it is, 
garbage. Now, we have a new one. I t  says "Meeting 
the chal lenges in Manitoba, a report of action taken by 
the N O P  Government, December, 1 981  to November, 
1 982." I scan through this thing and I can't believe it. I 
don't want to read a l l  this stuff, but it should be read 
into the record real ly. "The good start made by the 
NOP Government has taken place against the back
drop of the worst recession that North America has 
suffered in  more than 40 years." 

But ,  now here, I want to get down to this other thing 
here that I found. Here we are. "Keeping the promise" 
-( Interjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. The h o n o urab l e  
member has five minutes remaining. 

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I j ust 
want to say, the conclusion of this document that they 
have says, "Rather than spend a great deal of time 
celebrating the impressive start to this term of office, 
Manitoba New Democrats would prefer to keep work-
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i ng  in ways to better use th is province's l imited means 
of grappling with an economic downturn that has 
brought such h u man misery and waste of a rich eco
nomic potential." Rather than spend a great deal of 
t ime celebrat ing an impressive start - the Premier, you 
must be shaking in your shoes when you say, yes, 
that's what you've ind icated in here. Your record of 
performance as Government has been d ismal. I t  has 
been d ismal and it's going downhill. 

Then he travels down to B .C . ,  and he's tell ing the 
N O P  in B .C.  how to win an election,  because th is is 
what we d id .  We should send the same i nformation 
that we are receiving now, a $500 million deficit, we 
should send all th is i nformation down there, and say 
th is is what the Premier that is blasting the Federal 
Government and what have you -(I nterject ion)- by 
and large. 

Anyway, Mr. Speaker, I th ink  I 've pretty well f in ished 
my remarks. I will be watching very carefully as I th ink  
my colleagues will. I th ink  that  th is Government has 
no feeling  for the farm community except lip service; 
they have no feel ing for the small businessman except 
lip service. If they continue this ,  their term in office is 
going to be very, very uncomfortable. We hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that somewhere along the line, the Premier 
and some of h is  M i nisters, includ ing the new M i n is
ters, will be able to gather their fortitude together and 
have the abil ity to make some decisions that will at 
least affect the rural and the farm community. 

Thank you very much.  

MR. SPEAKER: May I remind all members that they 
should address their remarks to the Chair. 

The Honourable Member for R iver East. 

MR. P. EYLER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Let me begin 
by congratulating you once again on hold ing the posi
tion you hold, and may I take this opportunity to wish 
you every continued good health .  Having served now 
for about four days as Deputy Speaker, I can assure 
you that I will rely on your wisdom and gu idance even 
more this year than I did last year. 

I 'm sure that if most people don't k now by now, they 
never will, R iver East is  a heavily populated residential 
su burb on the northern fri nge of Winnipeg. As such,  it 
covers a wide range of people ranging from the rela
tively affluent down to the relatively poor people of 
society. Yet, despite th is d iversity, Mr. Speaker, our 
Govern ment was able to come u p  with programs to 
assist every one of t he people who lives in R iver East 
last year. 

I n  particular, I would refer to the $1 .2  m illion special 
grant to the R iver East School D iv is ion.  I don't th ink  I 
need to expand on why it was necessary to give th is 
last year, but suffice it to say that it will cont inue again 
th is year. This particular grant, Mr.  Speaker, relieved 
the property tax burden in R iver East by about seven 
m ills, and saved about $50 on the tax bill for a $65,000 
to $70,000 house. Another aspect in school taxes 
which helped in R iver East was the extension of the 
Pensioner School Tax Credit Program to i nclude a lot 
more pensioners in our area. 

B ut perhaps one of the big success stories of the 
Session was rent controls. One block in my area, Mr. 
Speaker, Edgewood Estates, is composed of about 
475 suites. They had orig inally posted rent i ncreases 
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of 1 2  percent for 1 982 and 1 8  percent for 1 983, but 
with the coming of rent controls they have voluntarily 
rolled back their rents to 9 percent for 1 982 and 8 
percent for 1 983. This saves tenants i n  those blocks 
up to as much as $50 a month in rent next year. This is 
money which can be put i nto the expenditure on other 
goods and services in the local com m u n ity and will 
help stimulate the Manitoba economy. 

Other programs of assistance to homeowners i n  
R iver East was the Mortgage Assistance Program, the 
expanded Critical Home Repair Program and the 
Homes i n  Manitoba Program. The last two of these 
programs, in particular, are i mportant to the residents 
of R iver East. My constituency has an u n usually large 
number of people who work i n  the construction indus
try and these programs, which create employment, 
have helped directly to create jobs for these people i n  
a heavily u nemployment-ridden sector of the economy. 

R iver East has almost 1 00 businesses in the con
struction sector; they range from small trades-oriented 
family operations up to large h ouse-build ing  firms 
and contractors. Many of the small companies have 
benefited from Government-sponsored home renova
tions projects and energy retrofitting programs. At the 
other end of the spectrum,  Flair, Qualico and Manor 
Homes are building large numbers of new homes in 
our constituency u nder the Homes in Manitoba Pro
gram. According to the B usiness and Law Journal 
D igest, s ince the beg inn ing  of October there have 
been 47 building permits in my constituency, this as 
opposed to 93 for the previous 10 months. Clearly, Mr. 
Speaker, the Homes in Man itoba Program has had a 
great i mpact on the construction industry i n  R iver 
East. The extension of the Homes i n  Manitoba Pro
gram i nto next year will further stimulate construction 
in R iver East. 

However, we can't rely on house-build ing alone; 
other Government construction projects will also 
create jobs. There's the m illion-dollar shared-cost 
program with the City of Winn ipeg for watermain and 
sewer renewals; there's a $4 m illion accelerated Pro
vincial Capital Works Program which the M i n ister of 
Government Services will expand on shortly; there's a 
$20 m illion Law Courts B u ild ing  which will employ 
people for the two years i t  takes to bu i ld this structure; 
there's a $30 m illion Deer Lodge expansion which will 
also employ a large n u mber of people, and on top of 
this there's a $20 mill ion improved and expanded 
Home I n sulation Program which was recently an
nounced by the M inister of Energy. 

Other employment programs will also create short
term jobs in other sectors which are not as hard hit as 
the construction industry at the moment. There's a $2 
m illion Manitoba Employment Action Program which 
will create 750 jobs between January and May for this 
year. Just yesterday, the Min ister of Labour announced 
a $24 m illion federal-provincial agreement for the new 
Employment Expansion and Development Program 
which will create up to 3,600 jobs in the next year. 

We realize these are short-term work projects, Mr. 
Speaker, and we also have to concentrate on long
term job creat ion.  We m ust strive to create jobs in the 
manufacturing sector and in the resource sector i n  
particular. I believe one o f  the myths that we've heard 
in the last few days is  the myth that th is socialist 
Government is  driving out private capital. I th ink  that's 
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an easy myth to dispel , M r. Speaker. Just two weeks 
ago, Northern Telecom opened a 500-job plant i n  
Winn ipeg - 500 jobs provided b y  private capital. This 
500-job plant raised hardly a ripple of comment i n  the 
press, M r. Speaker, hardly a ripple of comment com
pared to the mass media coverage given to a 600-job 
aluminum smelter a year or two ago.  M r. Speaker, the 
aluminum smelter was merely a b i rd i n  the bush along 
with two other birds i n  the bush. Northern Telecom is 
a b i rd i n  the hand and it's worth far more than three 
birds in the bush. 

The fact of the matter is ,  Mr .  Speaker, our approach 
is to co-operate with private enterprise. We want to 
stimulate development in Manitoba; we i nvite their 
moving i nto this province and we i nvite their participa
tion in the economy. There are problems that many 
companies experience when trying to set up in this 
province though ,  and that can be a shortage of capital. 
For small and medium-size manufacturing and h igh  
technology firms, we have set up a venture capital 
program which can help supply the capital that can
not be found in the private markets. 

In the resource sector, M r. Speaker, I was happy to 
see that the M i n ister of M ines was expand ing  the m i n
era l  exp lorat ion  capacity of M a n itoba M i n e ra l  
Resources Ltd. W h i l e  markets are low w e  c a n  a l  least 
be exploring for deposits; when these deposits are 
found they wi l l  be avai lable for exploitation when the 
metal markets recover in the world. This wi l l  provide 
Manitobans with jobs, as well as revenue for the Pro
vincial Government. 

The same can be said of Manitoba oil and gas, M r. 
Speaker. It is t ime not only to i ncrease Canada's share 
but also the provincial role in Manitoba's oil i ndustry. 
Unt i l  recently it was dominated by Standard O i l  of 
Cal ifornia. Standard Oi l  of California, unfortunately, 
has one of the worst records of good corporate citi
zensh ip  i n  Canada. It refuses to undertake research 
and development in Canada; it refuses to a llow Cana
d ians to participate as stock holders and as a Cana
d ian subsidiary, and perhaps worst of all, it  insists on 
repatriat ing d ividends rather than spending money 
for further oil and gas exploration in Canada. 

It's no coincidence that Manitoba did not have 
active oil and gas exploration unt i l  recently. It's only 
been with the development of private companies i n  
A lberta a n d  i n  Manitoba that we've h a d  active explora
tion in this province. Many of these are smal l  compan
ies, however, and they need assistance. It's a fact of 
l ife, whether the Opposition l ikes it or not, that many 
of these companies have a lready approached the pro
vince and asked for participation from the proposed 
ManOi l  program in joint ventures in Southern Mani
toba. Therefore, M r. Speaker, ManOi l  wi l l  provide 
three benefits to th is province; it will provide capital 
for expanded o i l  exploration and production in Manit
oba; it wi l l  a l low the Provincial Government an addi
tional source of revenue in future years, and it wil l h elp  
develop a d iversified resource base for a long-term 
development of th is province. 

Perhaps, most sign ificant of a l l ,  M r. Speaker, in th is 
Session we expect to a l low Manitoba Public Insu
rance Corporation to expand i nto l i fe i nsurance and 
pension management. We wish to give Manitobans an 
alternative to the private plans which are now offered; 
we wish to make the capital ist system effective to 
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ensure competition. M PIC, M r. Speaker, a l ready has 
$ 1 1 5  m i l l ion invested i n  Manitoba. These i nvestments 
go i nto hospitals, schools, municipal ities, personal 
care homes. For the people in my area, I'm sure they'd 
be i nterested to know that M PIC provided a good bit of 
equity for the Bethania Mennonite Personal Care 
Home. With the expansion of M PIC i nto other areas, 
further funds wi l l  be developed for other projects of 
this type, good and useful social projects for Mani
toba, M r. Speaker. 

One of the problems which has faced large organi
zations in Canada over the l ast decade or  two, 
whether these large organizations be corporate or  
Government, they have had problems with access to 
capital. Many of the largest corporations have solved 
this problem by moving i nto insurance and pension 
management. I'm sure I don't need to tel l  the people i n  
this House that Power Corporation took over Imperial 
Life, G reat-West Life and Investors Syndicate. I don't 
need to tel l  them that Canwest Capital is  contro l l ing  
Monarch Life. The reason for  th is ,  Mr .  S peaker, is  that 
these companies wanted access to large pools of cap
ital; they wanted access to pools of capital which 
could help to finance capital growth and corporate 
expansion. A l l  we want is equal footing with the large 
corporations. 

One i nsurance executive I've heard has expressed a 
concern that the province would invest its money i n  
social programs a t  a lower rate of i nterest than might 
prevail on  the free market. Well  I would turn this ques
tion back to h im .  Can he demonstrate that h is  parent 
company is not diverting money from h is i nsurance 
company to another subsidiary at an abnormally low 
interest rate? In 1 978 the return on i nvestment for 
insurance compani es ranged from a h igh  of 1 0.6  per
cent to a low of 4 . 1  percent; 4 . 1  percent is  a pretty low 
return on i nvestment capita l .  So I would ask the i nsu
rance companies to show to us that they are not 
i nvest ing their money at abnormally l ow rates of 
i nterest. 

M PIC i nvestments, M r. Speaker, wi l l  be publ ic 
knowledge. You can pick up the corporate report now 
and see where that money is .  You can't do that with an 
i nsurance company. They adhere to the doctrine of 
secrecy, to h ide where their money goes and how it's 
spent. 

This covers some of the important points in this 
Throne Speech which I would l ike to deal  with tonight, 
and these are points which I am proud of. I am proud 
of the record that we have developed in th is province 
in the last year. I am proud of the d i rections we are 
taking in the next year and I would i nvite the Opposi
tion to make some constructive comments to these 
types of suggestions. We have had enough of the 
vicious invective that we've seen from the Leader of 
the Opposition in the last couple of days here. The 
people of Manitoba after four years are ti red of this 
k ind of performance. They want to know what's hap
pening ;  they want to know what you th ink .  Let's d is
pense with these vexatious and frivolous points of 
order which are raised at the beg inn ing of every 
period. Let's get on with the Throne Speech Debate; 
don't h ide from it. If you have something to offer, 
come out and say it. 

Thank you, M r. Speaker. 
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,MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for R iver 
Heights. 

MR. W. STEEN: Thank you, Mr .  Speaker, and thank 
you for the opportunity to join in with other members 
and participate in this Throne Speech Debate. May I 
say, S i r, to you at the outset as so many others have 
done, that we as members all wish you continued 
good health. I k now from personal ly being i nvolved in 
the Ottawa Parl iamentary Seminar with you some few 
weeks back, that at that t ime you had indicated to me 
that your  health is  coming back and you are fee l ing 
much better these days. 

May I also jo in with others and congratulate the 
Mover and the Seconder of the Throne Speech and 
also s ince we last sat i n  this Legislature last June there 
have been four new faces that have been added to the 
Premier's Cabinet and congratulate each and every 
one of these ind ividuals upon their appointments and 
their new u ndertaki ngs. Also, we have a new face on 
this s ide of  the House i n  the person who is the Deputy 
Speaker along with the new Chairman of Committees, 
whom I wou l d  l ike  to wish well in their endeavours 
over the next n umber of months. 

I made reference, M r. Speaker, about the E ighth  
Canadian Regional Semi nar of  the  Canadian Parlia
mentary Association and I would l ike  to make men
tion, Sir ,  to the members of the Chamber that I particu
larly, when I was there with yourself and the Member 
for Springfield,  enjoyed the opening morning debates 
in the Senate Chamber which i ncluded Senator Duff 
Rob l in ,  a former premier of our province: Gerald 
Baldwin ,  who is a man who served many many years 
in the House of Commons and who is a person who 
has been very well k nown for the ru les and order of 
parliaments; a Dr. Victor Goldbloom from Quebec, a 
medical  doctor but who served in the Quebec Legisla
tu re some years; and a fel low, even though I don't 
agree with h is  pol itics but I admire h i m  considerably, a 
Mr .  Roy Romano from Saskatchewan ,  a former 
Attorney-General who I had the privilege of spending 
some t ime with when I attended conferences relating  
to  the constitution. 

These four gentlemen, M r. Speaker, as you well 
k now, made a great contribution that morn ing ,  each 
of them participating  in the debate for some 15 or 20 
minutes apiece and then they had a period of time for 
rebuttal and Senator Duff Robl in spent a great deal of 
t ime talk ing  about the value of an elected Senate and 
h is  proposal, which was very much l i ke the one used 
i n  Austral ia. D r. Victor Goldbloom and Roy Romano 
took the approach that Parl iament and the Senate 
d idn't really need an overhaul ing and I 'm sure this was 
difficu lt for Roy Romano because I have never met a 
Social ist or an N DPer who thought that the Senate 
had any use, but that was the particular assignment 
that was assigned to Roy Romano and as h e  always 
does, he performed very wel l .  

Then on the Wednesday, S ir, was the opportunity 
for Manitoba, and particularly yourself, to get i nvolved 
in the program and that was when you presented your 
paper on,  "How effective is Parliament in exercising 
financial control over the executive?" You had a well 
prepared paper i n  wh ich you dealt with how our leg is
lative Session operates and particularly how our 
Estimates procedures are followed, and made refer-

€1nce to the fact that i n  recent years we've gone to the 
dual committees where two departments can be scru
tinized and have their Estimates before the Members 
of the House at one time. 

I would l i ke to make some comment, Sir ,  about the 
Quarterly F inancial Report which was issued today by 
the M i n ister of F inance that shows almost the $500 
m i l l ion projected deficit and it has been said ,  by cer
tai n  i nformed persons, there is a good chance that by 
1 985 or 1 986 that Manitobans m ight be facing a $1 
b i l l ion deficit which would be approximately the t ime 
that we would be i nto a provincial election. 

I th ink the M i n ister of F inance is  going to have to 
watch over a l l  the departments very very closely to try 
and keep down the spending .  Two areas I th ink ,  and I 
hope he wi l l  pay a great deal of attention to, and that is 
the h i ring of new employees. We have had an increase 
in the publ ic sector of some 500 persons on the pay
rol ls  of the Province of Manitoba over the last year. I 
ask the M in ister of F inance, are a l l  these people real ly 
necessary? Do we have to enhance and see g rowth in 
the publ ic sector with in  the Province of Manitoba? 

The other area that I would ask h i m  perhaps that he 
might g ive a lot of thought to in the year to come, is 
government grants to organizations. Do we need, 
firstly, M r. Speaker, a l l  these organizations with in  our  
com m u n ity? Secondly, can we really afford to  subsid
ize so many of them? Those are two particular areas 
that I th ink the M i n ister of F inance and h is  col leagues 
are going to have to have a long hard look at. 

The Auditor General in Ottawa today released h is  
report and over the supper hour I happened to see 
some of the television news and the Auditor General  
makes reference to the fact that the Federal Govern
ment is  spending far more money than they're tak i ng 
in in revenues, much as our own Government is here. 
You can tel l  that we're i n  tough times, Sir ,  when you 
see in the quarterly report today, that where sales tax 
revenues are down, some approximately 4 percent i n  
Manitoba, and l iquor taxes are down approximately 5 
percent. So you can see those are two areas that, if 
you're i n  a tough economy, people aren't out purchas
ing  goods and services to the extent that they would if 
we weren't in tough t imes: and secondly, Sir, l iquor 
being a luxury item, you can see where l iquor revenues 

· are down. It's not because people don't want to dr ink  
as  much today as  they d id yesterday, it's j ust they 
don't have the dol lars in which to spend on that par
ticular product. 
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An article that I saw in a magazine recently written 
by Diane Cohen when she talks about eight steps to 
salvage the nation, and she makes reference to the 
fact that we should be phasing out of u niversal cover
age of Old  Age Security and Fami ly A l lowances and 
Government Pensions, and we should begi n  by tak ing 
the people at  the top i ncome g roups out of such u n i
versal programs. She makes reference to the fact that 
Government should get out of business and here we 
have this government, S i r, wanting to get into the l ife 
insu rance and pension management business, which 
I ' l l  have a few comments on i n  a moment. 

A lso she makes reference to the fact that Govern
ment should reduce the size of the publ ic  sector, as i 
have just f in ished making that statement that Man it
oba today employs 500 more people than when our 
Government left office and th is  Government came 
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into office. 
She makes comments that Government should sel l 

such assets as Air  Canada, Petro Canada, and some 
Crown Corporations to pay off some of their deficits. 
Perhaps what the Province of Manitoba should be 
doing is  fo l lowi ng some of her advice and certain ly 
not getting i nto the l ife insurance industry. 

As I said, that the l ife insurance i ndustry and the 
pension management was referred to by the previous 
speaker, the Member for R iver East, I would j ust l i ke  to 
point out to the F i rst M i n ister, and he was the M i n ister 
who was the architect for the publ ic automobile i nsu
rance back in 1 97 1 ,  and I 'm sure that the F i rst M i n ister 
is very much aware of the activities of the Manitoba 
Publ ic I nsurance Corporation - and the particular 
M i n ister who is responsible for A utopac is  not present 
at this moment - so I would l ike  to make my remarks 
regarding the l ife i nsurance industry to the F i rst M in is
ter and say to h i m  that there are 800 l icensed agents i n  
Manitoba. There are over 1 20 companies doing l ife 
insurance business within the Province of Manitoba. 
Of these 800 l icensed agencies, many of them have 
taken courses through the Life U nderwriters Associa
tion and a goodly n u m ber of them have thei r CLU 
degree. These companies invest l iterally thousands of 
dol lars i n  train i ng these people, and then through 
their Association, the Life U nderwriters Association, 
many of them go on to even further enhance their 
tra in ing.  

Thei r train ing  i n  the estate p lanning i n  the fields of 
tax is very extensive, Sir ,  and I am one who doesn't 
bel ieve that a person who markets general insu rance 
and does a good job of it necessarily can be a person 
who can market the l ife insu rance pension and estate 
plan n i ng because it's a very complex f ield,  and it is  
very much d ifferent from the general insu rance where 
you're market ing home insurance and automobi le 
coverage. 

I n  Man itoba, M r. Speaker, we have 2 ,000 persons 
employed with four home offices here of l ife i nsu
rance companies between the G reat-West Life Assu
rance Company; the Monarch Life; Wawanesa M utual 
and the Citadel Assurance Company on B roadway 
Avenue. There's 2 ,000 persons that are employed by 
these four com panies in their home offices. On a per 
capita basis, M r. Speaker, that is  more persons being 
employed i n  the l ife insurance industry i n  the City of 
Winn ipeg than in any other city in Canada, inc lud ing 
the two large centres of Toronto and Montreal who do 
have large l ife insurance compani es with their home 
basis there. 

So Winn ipeg, and in Manitoba, has more than its 
share of persons employed in the l ife insurance pen
sion field as home office employees. These four com
panies, as do many other companies have mortgage 
offices in Winn ipeg and do invest a lot of money in our  
Province of  Manitoba. In  fact these companies invest 
more money in the Province of Manitoba than they 
take in in premiums from with i n  the Province of 
M a n i toba a n d  f rom t h e  M a n i toba i n s u ra n c e  
purchasers. 

The Great-West Life Company, for example, Mr .  
Speaker, was the com pany that bought the debenture 
that was issued by the Health Sciences Centre when 
they put up the new parkade on the north side of 
Wi l l iam Avenue opposite the Health Sciences Centre. 
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The Health Sciences Centre j ust a few months ago 
sold debentures agai n  and it was a major l ife insur
ance company, not one from Winn ipeg, but one from 
Toronto that purchased the largest share of that de
benture from the Health Sciences Centre. The Selk i rk 
General  Hospital - in the Town of Selkirk ,  the home of 
the Prem iers - Hospital Board issued debentures 
recently and the largest portion of that debenture was 
again purchased by people i n  the l ife insurance 
i ndustry. 

So I say to my friends opposite that the l ife i nsu
rance industry i n  Manitoba does invest i n  public pla
ces; public faci l ities; i n  the health field. They also are 
large p u rchasers of mun icipal bonds, Provi ncial  
Government bonds, Government of Manitoba Bonds 
and various debentures that are issued by the various 
m u nicipal ities and school boards when they're doing 
some capital financing .  

I a lso say to the F i rst M i n ister that when a new l ife 
insu rance company starts up, it usual ly takes that 
company a n u m ber of years before they get enough 
capital to make their i nvestment portfolio a profitable 
one, and as I say, it takes years before these compan
ies are on a money-making footing. 

I was surprised that Harold Thompson, the Presi
dent of Monarch Life said, and I quote from the Win
n ipeg Free Press where he said ,  "The companies 
would tolerate competition from the MP IC only if the 
Crown agencies worked without Government help." 
Wel l ,  I think that M r. Thompson is rather naive if he 
th inks that Autopac, the MPIC is going to work with
out Government help.  

I can see where if the Province of Manitoba is  going 
to assist farmers in agricultura l  loans, they're going to 
i nsist that these farmers insure themselves to the face 
value of the loan. They're going to i nsist that the party 
must buy the coverage from the M PIC,  much the way 
MPIC used to insist that the various school boards and 
hospitals had their automobi le and their general i nsu
rance purchased from MPIC, as d id the Publ ic  Hous
ing Corporation. 

It was our Government that said that it shouldn't be 
automatic, that MPIC wou ld  be g iven the business 
automatic, that other companies cou ld tender for it, 
and surpris ing ly, in a number of cases, the private 
sector was able to beat out M PIC for this insurance 
coverage. Wel l ,  I could  see that the govern ment wi l l  
want to help MPIC get off  to a big start i n  the l ife 
insurance b usiness, so therefore, the 1 5 ,000 or 1 6,000 
provincial employees, the employees of the Tele
phone System and the Hydro and other Crown corpo
rations are a l l  going to l ikely be covered for a group 
insu rance throug h  M PIC,  rather than Sun Life who is 
the current carrier of the government program. 

Sun Life got the government program some 20 or 25 
years ago through competition,  and I have heard of 
M i n isters responsible for the Civ i l  Service Commis
s ion in answering q uestions at Estimates, al l  make the 
statement whether they be from this part icular 
Government or from our particular party when we 
were Government, saying that the Sun Life people 
have done a real good job for the civil servants of 
Manitoba in the way of employee benefits, g roup i nsu
rance and on a number of occasions have reduced the 
rate or g iven monies back to the employees. 

So I wou ld hope that the Premier of the Province, 

.. 
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M r. Speaker, keeps in m ind  that there's 800 persons i n  
Manitoba currently marketing l ife insurance a n d  many 
of these people are well trained, far better trained than 
the general insurance agents i n  that particular area; 
that there's 2,000 persons employed in Manitoba with 
the four home offices that are located here and that 
insu rance companies do invest far more in Manitoba 
than they take in in premi u m  i ncome within Manitoba. 
They have been good buyers of government bonds, 
they have been very helpful i n  buying debenture 
issues from publ ic organizations, such as, the Health 
Sciences Centre, which I cited earlier. 

So I would hope that the Prem ier doesn't proceed 
with going i nto the l ife insurance, pension manage
ment business because I th ink the publ ic is  wel l  
served by t h e  1 20-some-odd companies that are deal
ing in Manitoba now. As I say, it usual ly takes l i fe 
companies a n um ber of years before they show a 
profit from their endeavours. 

The only way I can see M P I C  being an advantage to 
the Manitoba I nsurance buying publ ic is  if the taxpay
ers of Manitoba subsid ize it and I don't th ink that's fai r, 
to have the taxpayers of Manitoba subsidiz ing it, or 
reducing commission scales to automobi le  agents 
when we had the previous system which used to earn 
1 5  or 20 percent commission scale. Today Autopac 
pays 7 percent on the first grouping of business and 
then it d rops to 5 percent. I f  they're going to red uce 
the commission scales to agents and force people 
who currently sel l  Autopac to sell l ife insu rance - and 
l ife insu rance particularly and only with M P I C - 1 th ink 
they're going to i nterrupt the Manitoba economy con
siderably and I personal ly don't th ink it's worth it 

Speaking of the economy, M r. Speaker, I would l ike 
to say, as I have said, that the Government with their 
f inancial report which was issued today with almost a 
$500 m i l l ion deficit, has got to watch its spending ,  and 
i n  the future what we're going to have to do is  watch 
the n u m bers of persons we're adding to the payroll of 
Government and really have a close look to see 
whether these persons are really necessary and needed 
by the various departments. The Government is grow
ing at a far more rapid rate than the province is  and I 
th ink it's the responsib i l ity of the Treasury bench to 
try and put some controls on Government growth, and 
so on. 

In the years to come I th ink with organized labour, 
particularly in Canada being stronger than it is  i n  the 
U nited States, organized labour i n  Canada often 
being more m i l itant, that we're going to see where 
organized labour is going to have to make some con
cessions when they go before management to try and 
work out a col lective agreement. I th ink the Chrysler 
plant walkout in Windsor, Ontario is very evident. 
When I speak of Chrysler and the car manufacturing 
business and the fact that Chrysler doesn't sell as 
many cars as G . M .  or Ford, they are a poor th i rd i n  the 
car manufacturing business, but they do employ 
about 9,000 Canadians in Ontario and do have dealer
ships throughout Manitoba. In fact, they've got five i n  
t h e  City o f  Winn ipeg. 

These dealersh ips do employ a lot of people and I ,  
for one, would not want to see Chrysler go out of 
business but they may be forced out of business if the 
u nions are going to conti nue to demand more than 
C h rysler can afford to pay. I have an article out of a 
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business magazine which says that at G . M . ,  for exam
ple, it costs $1 8.60 an hour for each employee, where 
in Japan with the major Japanese car manaufacturers 
it's only $1 0.78, so there's an $8.00 per hour  labour 
edge to the Japanese people. Then i n  the employee 
benefits area the G .M .  people pay over $5.00 an hour 
towards employee benefits, whereas i n  Japan it's only 
about $1 .25 per worker. 

J ust a few years ago, 1 980, Mr. Speaker, 20 percent 
of all car sales in Canada and the U n ited States were 
the Japanese models and now they're up to 31 per
cent. The reason is  that they can put a car i nto Canada 
for $ 1 , 200 less than Canadians can manufacture cars 
and we, in Canada, can't real ly stop the Japanese from 
marketing cars in Canada because we are an export
ing  nation ourselves and if we start putting  roadblocks 
in the way of foreign cars coming i nto Canada then 
they're not going to buy our agricultural  products and 
other goods and services which we're try ing to sel l .  
I 'm  not trying to say that Canadian workers should 
work for the same rate of pay as Japanese workers but 
we've got to increase our  productivity, we've got to be 
gentle with our  demands for employee benefits and 
for wage settlements i n  the future. 

Speaking of Chrysler, when we talk about plants 
c los ing and many plants working below capacity, a 
good example right here in Manitoba, not far from my 
constituency, is Canada Cement who are clos ing 
down their  p lant  here with approximately 1 00 persons 
who are goin g  to be laid off. Perhaps one of the rea
sons that Canada Cement is closing down is because 
the Hydro aren't going ahead with Limestone and why 
is the Hydro not going ahead with L imestone? Wel l ,  
w e  don't have t h e  Power G r i d  a n d  t h e  Manitoba 
Government, in my opin ion,  fumbled the ball on  the 
Power Grid.  Robert Moncu r, the former President of 
the Saskatchewan Power Corporat ion said that 
Manitoba was trying to get Saskatchewan to pay 
more, get less and assume virtually a l l  the risk i nvolved 
with the Power Grid. He went on to say that the NOP,  
upon coming i nto office, were very suspicious of the  
former Conservative Government and were of  the  
op in ion  that the Conservatives were g iv ing  away their 
resources. Well ,  if  we were going to be sel l ing Hydro 
power to Saskatchewan and to the Province of Alberta, 

· Sir ,  I would say that that's not g iving away our 
resources. 

Second ly, the water is  going to flow down the river 
anyway and if we don't use it and harness it for power 
purposes it's going to j ust flow right out into the H ud
son Bay area. This Government, when they fumbled 
the bal l  on the Power Grid, they caused the Man itoba 
Hydro from advancing and going ahead and work i ng 
on the Limestone area; they cost both Genstar and 
Canada Cement many hours of productivity with i n  
their two cement plants here. I n  Man itoba w e  do have 
the luxury of having two major cement plants, most 
provinces only have one, from one or the other com
pany. I n  M an itoba we've been very fortunate over the 
past years of having the two companies here, both of 
them employing a n um ber of people and now with 
Canada Cement having a fairly old plant, more than 50 
years old i n  that Fort Whyte-Tuxedo area, it is becom
ing more and more on their part worthy of closing 
down because the plant hasn't been u pdated and isn't 
as modern as the I n land or Genstar plant is. So, I 
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would say i t 's  u nfort u n ate that the P rovi nc ia l  
Government fumbled the bal l on  the Power Gr id ,  and 
therefore. we haven't got Limestone. 

I also wou ld l i ke to put on the record, M r. Speaker, 
and this is  from a letter that Herbie Schu ltz, a brother
i n- law of the former Premier. wrote to the newspaper 
some time ago where he mentions that the Member for 
R iver East said the primary responsibi tity of Govern
ment is, therefore, not to convi nce an a luminum pro
ducer to locate here in Man itoba. I always thought that 
was the job of the Department of I n dustry and Com
merce or Economic Development and Tou rism, that 
their primary responsib i l ity was to go out and try and 
secure manufacturing businesses for the Province of 
Man itoba, but accord ing to Herb Schultz, the Member 
for R iver East doesn't seem to feel that's the responsi
bi l ity of Government. 

Harvey Patterson ,  that great gentleman, who is the 
Executive Secretary of the Winn ipeg Labour Counci l  
states that an Alcan plant i n  Manitoba is impractical. 
Few Manitobans would want to work in the d i rt and the 
extreme heat in the plant. Wel l ,  there are 44,000 Man
itobans u nemployed. I s  i t  52,000 Manitobans u nem
ployed? I am sure that Alcan, l i ke  General Motors, 
which I was mention ing earlier, M r. Speaker, pay fairly 
substantial wages. I am sure that l iterally hundreds of 
those u nemployed persons would  dearly love to have 
a job working in Balmoral at an Alcan plant smelter. 

I would also point out, S i r, that some 3,500 Bal moral 
residents were annoyed when the Alcan plant d idn't 
proceed, and when two days after they announced 
that they weren't going to proceed in Balmoral, they 
go out and purchase 2,200 acres in the Province of 
Quebec. So, it's obvious that Alcan wanted to have a 
smelter. Manitobans didn't make them welcome, so 
therefore, the Province of Quebec ends up with the 
smelter, ends u p  with the 800 new jobs, and Manitoba 
is the loser. 

I 'd l i ke  to make a few comments, M r. Speaker, in the 
area of education. and where the u n iversity enrolment 
is up  some 13 percent, yet this Government has said to 
the u n iversities, we'l l  give you 9 percent more money 
th is year than we did last year. That 9 percent m ust a l l  
go i nto wages and  not  i nto plants or i nto the replace
ment of equ ipment or anyth ing,  it m ust go for wages. 
Again ,  an example of Government tel l i ng the u niversi
ties how they can spend their money by i nsisting on 
where the increased financial assistance goes, and 
goes for wages. True enough, amongst the employees 
at the u n iversities, part icularly amongst the profes
sors, the N O P  Party enjoys a wide degree of support. 

I'm sorry that the M i n ister of Education isn't present 
at th is moment, but I would l ike  to say to her that the 
Un iversity of Winnipeg a few years ago were trying to 
get i n  place a program where registered nurses could 
be given credit  for their tra in ing as registered nurses, 
and go back on a two-year basis, receive a Bachelor's 
Degree in Nursing,  where the Un iversity of Man itoba 
today does not recognize any of the train i ng that the 
R . N .  has completed and forces the R .N .  l ike any other 
student coming out of Grade X I I  to take the four-year 
prog ram ,  and the fu l l  program. The Un iversity of Vic
toria in B .C .  has such a program as the two-year pro
g ram,  and there are two u n iversities in O ntario that do 
recogn ize the talents and the sk i l ls that the R . N .  ; 1 ;,,,; 

acqu i red.  I wou ld  hope that the M i n ister of Education, 
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who herself is a Registered N urse, would  encourage 
the U niversities Grants Commiss ion  to al low the Uni
versity of Winn ipeg to proceed and have th is program. 

I f  you ever checked the business pages of the 
newspaper, the career page, M r. Speaker, you'll notice 
that every week there are three or fou r  ads in that 
paper asking for nurses for various hospitals within 
Manitoba, and if you ever see the nurses' monthly 
magazine,  the last q uarter of the magazine is  strictly 
advertisements from various places across Canada 
looking for nurses. So, I th ink  that wou ld be money 
well spent if the U n iversity of Winn ipeg were to pro
vide that two-year program for R . Ns. Many of them 
could go back on a part-time basis; many of them 
could be evening students. The University of Win
n ipeg, Sir ,  is more than 50 percent part-time students. 
They have wanted to have this n ursing program put 
into place for a n umber of years. 

Maybe, M r. Speaker, I could make a few comments 
i n  the area of u rban affai rs. We've heard a lot of tal k 
recently about the Core A rea I n itiative Program. 
We've h eard a l ot of reports in both the paper and on 
television about the Logan I ndustrial Development 
Program where some people want to have the i ndus
trial aspect of that program scaled down.  Some peo
ple want to leave it the way it was outl ined in the 
original report, which was tabled i n  June of 1 98 1 .  I 
would  just say that I wou l d  hope that the M i n ister of 
U rban Affairs wi l l  continue to work in conjunction 
with the other two levels of Government and see that 
this Core Area I n itiative Program is proceeded with as 
qu ickly as possible. 

I recal l last fal l  being on the campaign circuit and 
David Sanders, the cu rrent Deputy M in ister of Urban 
Affairs, on more than one occasion at Town Hal l  meet
i ngs said that if the Conservatives were re-elected, 
they would never proceed with the Core Area I n itiative 
Program. I k now that from my discussions with the 
Member for St. Norbert over the last number of years, 
that he as a former city counci l lor ,  and the Member for 
Tuxedo and myself as former City of Winn ipeg coun
c i l lors, we a l l  wanted to see this thing and this pro
gram proceeded with. I know that the Member for St. 
Norbert was very much in favour of seeing the core 
area of Winn ipeg upgraded. I often thought that David 
Sanders as a publ ic employee at the t ime, was m is
quoting and m isleading the publ ic in relat ion to h is  
then M i n ister. 

I would say, S ir, that there is  no doubt that the 
Logan I ndustrial Park is going to cause some prob
lems. It is very, very d ifficult to have a housing mix i n  
a n d  around an i ndustrial area. A l l  t h e  more modern 
industrial parks l ike the lnkster I ndustrial Park and so 
on, there i sn't as a rule,  any residential area alongside 
those places. The drawback i n  the Logan area u nfor
tunately, is that there are a lot of homes that have been 
vacated, and they're boarded up ,  and then alongside 
some of these boarded-up homes, there' l l  be a home 
owned by a couple that have spent a lot of money in 
upgrading their particular home, and naturally they 
feel very u ncomfortable 1 i 1 · ing next door to a vacant, 
boarded-up home. Nobody, I don't th ink ,  Mr. Speaker, 
has the magic answer to such a problem.  but I th ink  
that the original industrial program and the al lotment 
for it should be proceeded with. Unfortunately, i n  a lot 
of cases people are going to have to be relocated if 
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you're going to see this plan to its end. As M r. W.C. 
Watts, who is the President and General Manager of 
Northwest Cycle, said that the residents wi l l  f ight to 
save their neighbourhood and he considers it a joke, 
because he says that he's del ighted to hear that the 
Core A rea l n iative Program wil l  clean up a lot of the 
junk. I am sure when he refers to junk, he is referring  to 
the vacant homes that are boarded up -( I nterjec
tion ) - Wel l ,  people move out of them and they don't 
want to l ive in the area any longer, and so on .  So, M r. 
Speaker, I would hope that the M i n ister of U rban 
Affairs wi l l  work and cooperate with the city and the 
Federal Government and this Core Area l n iative Pro
gram and see that it's completed to some degree. 

Another area of that program I would l ike  to see 
proceeded with, and proceeded with fairly qu ickly, is 
the C h inese commun ity's plans. The Ch inese com
m u nity isn't asking Government for a whole bunch of 
he lp as some of the other aspects of the program are, 
and of $96 m i l l ion  - $1 m i l l ion of $96 m i l l ion - so what's 
that, 1 .25 percent, or something? 

The other area that I would l i ke to see proceeded 
with fairly quickly,  and I wouldn 't th ink that it's going 
to run into the many road blocks that the Logan I ndus
trial Park is, where they're runn ing i nto residents, is  
the N orth of Portage Redevelopment Program. They 
are proceeding with the Air Canada bu i ld ing and I 
heard a person on the radio the other day complain ing  
that there is  go ing to be no parking provided for th is  
particular bu i ld ing ,  whi le  Winn ipeg i n  i ts  downtown 
area h as a lot of off-street parking as it is now and we 
have a lot of vacant lots that have been tu rned i nto 
park ing areas. 

A good example of the downtown area that can be 
continued with is  the skywalks. The C ities of M i nnea
polis and St. Paul ,  M r. Speaker, have 22 crossings 
between various bu i ld i ngs that tie some 20 city blocks 
together in the downtown area, and businesses have 
been moving back i nto the downtown area as a result 
of some of these crossi ngs that exist between various 
bu i ld ings. Wel l ,  W inn ipeg has had a good start in the 
area of crossings. We have them where you can now 
go virtual ly from the Bay to Portage and Main and only 
i n  a few i nstances do you have to go outside on the 
cold  January days. I would hope to see the M i n ister of 
U rban Affairs and the city fathers continue to work in 
this general l ine  of d i rection and see that more of 
these crossi ngs are provided over the next few years 
and let's revitalize our  downtown area as much as we 
can. 

I would also encou rage the M i n ister of U rban Affairs 
to go back to the b lock funding and to try and not be 
runn ing City Hal l  from the M i n ister of Urban Affairs' 
office, from here on Broadway in the Legislative Bu i ld
ing.  I th ink that the Mayor and the 29 counci l lors are 
fai rly capable of runn ing the affai rs of the city. They 
have an excel lent team of people that make up the 
Board of Comm issioners and I don't th ink  they need a 
lot of i nterference from the Man itoba Legislature or 
from the M in ister of U rban Affairs. 

One comment I would l ike  to make, Mr. Speaker, is 
in the area of publ ic f inancing of elections. I might say 
that I agree with the Leader of the Opposition that I am 
opposed to election f inancing from the publ ic at large 
and I can see why a n umber of the members opposite 
m ight want to have publ ic f inancing of elections, 
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because when I look through the l ist of contributors to 
the NOP Party who contributed large sums, many of 
those persons are e lected members of this Legislature 
on the Government side. They have made substantial 
contri butions and in my own area of R iver Heights, 
there are a couple of persons that have made substan
tial contributions to the NOP Party for election financ
ing ,  and I can certainly therefore see why the Gov
ernment wants to have elections paid for by the publ ic 
-( I nterject ion)- our  money raised from the publ ic 
and I notice that a number of persons who donated to 
the NOP Party also donated to my campaign ,  so there 
are lots of people who go both ways. 

One area that is going to be very i nteresting over the 
next few months, M r. Speaker, is the q uestion of the 
abortion c l in ic- the storefront abortion c l in ic - whether 
it is  ever going to proceed with and so on. I notice 
where the M i n ister of Labour's h usband is  very m uch 
i n  favour of it .  I doubt very much if the M i n ister of 
Health is  i n  favou r  of it and we may now see another 
spl i t  on  that s ide of the House, as we did over the 
f inancing of private schools a few years back.  We may 
see a n ice split in that Caucus in the months to come. 
My position on it is I am not in favour of it, in any way, 
shape or form. 

So, I wish to conclude, M r. Speaker, by saying that I 
would hope that the F i rst M in ister and the Members of 
the Government wou l d  stay out of the l i fe insurance 
pension management area and leave it to the private 
sector. They have done a good job in the past and I 
th ink they can continue  to do a good job, and I would 
hope that the Government wou ld let the M ayor and 
the elected counci l lors run the City of Winn ipeg's 
affairs, without too much i nterference from B roadway 
here and from the Provincial Government, and I would 
hope that they would not proceed with the publ ic 
f inancing of elections, M r. Speaker. I am very m uch 
opposed to that and I would conclude on that. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Housing. 

HON. J. STORIE: Thank you , M r. Speaker. F i rst of al l ,  
let me say that having had to sit i n  that Chair  a n u m ber 
of t imes last year, it is  very good to see you back and in 
good health .  I know that we spent a n umber of days 
together i n  the CPA Conference this summer, and I 
can say that whi le your health had improved at that 
time, it has certa in ly improved a great deal more, and 
it is good to see you in fine form . We certainly look 
forward to your g uidance over the remainder of this 
Session ,  and only hope that we all abide as close as is 
possible to the R ules of this House, to make your job 
that much easier. 

Also, M r. Speaker, I would be remiss if I d idn 't con
gratu late the Member for R iver East on his appoint
ment to the Deputy Speaker's role and to the Member 
of B urrows, as well. Both of these gentlemen have 
important and onerous duties i n  front of them and I 
know that they wi l l  fi l l  those roles with d istinction.  

I would l i ke to, as wel l ,  congratulate the Member for 
Morris. He hasn't done anyth ing but I wou l d  l ike  to 
congratu late h i m  anyway -(I nterjection)- I k now 
you' l l  get me later for that - I wi l l  worry about that 
tomorrow. 

As wel l ,  my congratu lations to the Mover and 
Seconder. I think that the words of the Mover of the 
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Throne Speech set the tone for this Session.  I think 
the points that she made were worth considering,  and 
I would  advise the members opposite to review those 
words and to consider them because over the last 
year, whether the Members of the Opposition want to 
acknowledge it or not, there is a good deal of publ ic 
support for what this government has done. 

It is  not an accident, and it is most certain ly not 
because of the vitriolic and sometimes i l l-humoured 
comments of members opposite: it is  because, in fact, 
despite the circumstances that we're facing, both 
economic and psychological in some respects. th is 
government - psychological in the respect that there 
is a certain sense of u neasiness, a sense of uncer
tainty that continues in a k ind  of self-fu lfi l l ing pro
phecy to create further problems for the economy -
nevertheless, we do face some real economic problems 
and economic problems which are created by and 
large by the k inds of pol icies that members opposite 
adopt and hold dear to their hearts. 

They laugh and scoff at that, but we have a clear 
difference of opinion on that. However, let me say 
that, despite our  d ifferences and despite what the 
members opposite might l ike to feel ,  that there is  pub
l ic support for the programs, for our  i n itiatives, for our 
w i l l i ngness to consult; and despite the suggestions on 
the part of members opposite that the consultation is  
somehow not real, it is somehow only a cover up for 
i mplementing plans that we i ntended to go forward 
with anyway. Let me say that is  clearly not the case. 

If members opposite doubt that, then I would sug
gest that they talk to some of the people who made 
representations to the then M i n ister responsible for 
the Rent Regu lation Bureau, and they ask those peo
ple whether they had any i mpact: whether they made 
any changes i n  the legislation i n  the Residential Rent 
Regulation Act: whether they made any changes i n  
t h e  regu lations. They wi l l  tel l  you that they d i d .  The 
fact is  we did l isten ,  and I could cite other i nstances 
where we did l isten and people recogn ized that and al l  
the suggestions and a l l  the crying from members 
opposite won't change that fact. 

So, Manitobans are indicating their support, and I 
recal l  not too long ago that I l istened to a question
naire period on CBC radio when our Premier was on 
an open- l ine program, and there was more than one 
occasion when the cal ler said, yes, I voted Conserva
tive before, but I am really impressed with the honesty, 
with the openness and with the wi l l ingness of this 
government to l isten and to act i n  a responsible and a 
conscientious way. That's not our supporters speaking. 

M r. Speaker, I have d igressed already from my 
speech that I prepared. Let me return to what I had 
original ly i ntended to say and beyond the congratula
tions that are due. the members that I mentioned, let 
me say that over the past ten months my experience 
has been gratify ing to say the least. I th ink the past ten 
months have been very i nstructive for me as an indi
vidual ,  as a person, certain ly as a Member of the Legis
lative Assembly. 

I have learned a great deal about the process that 
we're i nvolved in and for that I am truly thankfu l .  I have 
learned a great deal also about perhaps human nature 
in the fact that before I speak, in this i nstance to the 
newly elected mem bers, and I say that when you are 
first elected, I th ink there is a tendency for us to come 
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i nto the Legislature assumi ng that we u nderstand a 
great deal about the rules, about the laws and regula
tions that govern society. I'm sure that in my case, I 
was going to say it was a rude awakening to the facts 
of l ife, that there is a g reat deal out there that needs to 
be d igested, and digested slowly before we can actu
ally fulf i l !  our functions as legislators. The last ten 
months have been very i nstructive to me in that 
respect. 

We become aware, I suspect of the responsib i l ity 
that we have and despite the fact that everythi ng that 
we have done in the past ten months has not been 
lauded u niformly by Members of this Legislature, the 
fact is  that everyth i ng that we have done has been 
done with a sense of responsibi l ity to the publ ic, to the 
people of Man itoba, to the businesses, to everyone. I 
th ink that's recognized as well by the general publ ic .  

M r. Speaker, it has been a privilege and an honour 
to serve the Constituency of F l in  Flon.  I am very g rate
ful for the support that they have given me, for the 
letters that I have received, from the comments that 
I 've received. I am also thankful and grateful for the 
criticisms that I have received, the suggestions that I 
have received. I wouldn't be tel l i ng the whole truth and 
the u nadulterated truth if I said that a l l  of the com
ments have been positive, but I w i l l  say that the com
ments that have been made to me have been taken i n  a 
positive way. The criticisms that have been level led ,  I 
bel ieve, were intended to be constructive and I have 
taken them as such. 

I think that the people of the Fl in Flon constituency 
more than ever have had an opportun ity to express 
their concerns to myself and to my colleagues, and i n  
particular, t o  my Cabinet colleagues. I th ink  t h e  North 
has never seen the representation from the Cabinet i n  
Northern Manitoba l ike they've seen through the past 
year. Almost a l l  of my Cabinet col leagues at one t ime 
or another have been i n  Northern Manitoba, whether it  
be the M i n ister of Cultural Affairs or the M i n ister or 
Labour and Manpower, or the M in ister of Health, the 
fact is that they've been there. They've shown their 
concern;  they've been l isten ing to Northern Manito
bans and, Mr. Speaker, Manitobans, Northerners i n  
particular a n d  Manitobans i n  genera l ,  appreciate that. 

I suppose that Northern commun ities, more than 
most southern commun ities, have felt the deep sense 
of uncertainty with respect to the future. The cont inu
ing  recession is playing havoc with Northern com
m u nities, particularly the traditional industries of m i n
ing and forestry, but also to some extent fisheries. The 
concern the N ortherners have is  a legitimate concern. 
There are problems that they face on a daily basis that 
hopeful ly most of us won't have to face, and that's 
fears of u nemployment and fears of security, not only 
for their own jobs,  but for their fami l ies futures i n  the 
comm u nities that they have chosen to l ive in ;  they're 
genu ine concerns. B ut, Mr. Speaker, as I travel led 
through my constituency and tal ked to people I rec
ogn ized that the concern that they have is not despair 
and I think there's a f ine d ifference there. While they 
have concern - legiti mate, rational concern - there is 
no despair, and part of the reason there is no despair  is 
that the policies of this Government and the activities 
of this Government have seemed to be in the i nterests 
of northerners and I cou ld cite n u merous pol icies, 
n umerous th ings that this Government has imple-
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mented, procedu res and pol icies that have been to the 
benefit of northerners. There is  a feel ing  that this 
Government has a desire to co-operate with Nor
therners to make good things happen despite the dif
ficult c i rcumstances, and I k now the Member for 
Thompson was on his feet speaking to that point. The 
fact is  that in 1 977-78 when the 700-plus steel workers 
were laid off in Thom pson permanently - there was a 
workforce cutback, is that the term we use? - there 
were certain ly no temporary layoffs as there have 
been over the past number of months. B ut let's take 
what has happened in com m u n ities such as Thomp
son and compare the atmosphere of those com m u n i
ties back then with what they are now. Then there was 
despair, now there's concern, now there's u ncertainty 
but not despair, and part of the reason is, not only the 
image this Government has but actually they way it 
deals with people in those situations. 

Mr. Speaker, I heard some derisive laughter when 
someone suggested that this was an activist and 
imaginative Government, when one of my colleagues 
mentioned that. Perhaps the members opposite do 
not view some of the th ings that we have imple
mented, some of the th ings that we have tried, as 
particu larly imaginative, but let's just say that they are 
firsHime happeni ngs and that leads me to the conclu
sion that they're imaginative. We could take the Eco
nomic Summit as an example and -(l nterject ion)
M r. Speaker, I was just going to -( I nterjection)- M r. 
Speaker, the fee l ing at that meet ing was one which I ,  
q uite frank ly, was amazed at. We have been led to 
bel ieve that we had to be locked i nto these adversarial 
roles and the fact was that in those meetings there 
were more positive statements,  m ore ideological 
breakthroughs in terms of our representative attitudes 
of the other g roups than I could  have anticipated and I 
th ink that it wou l d  be fai r  to say that most people who 
participated i n  that, anticipated. 

It was an education for us a l l ,  M r. Speaker, inc luding 
I might  add,  some very prominent members of the 
bus i n ess com m u n ity and some very prom i n ent  
members of  our  labo u r  group. I t  was i nstructive and it 
was e n l ighten ing and the fact is,  Mr .  Speaker, that 
there was no question that we face certai n  d ifficulties, 
we face certai n  d ifferences of opin ion,  but those were 
set aside in favour of being constructive and I th ink 
that's the tack that has to be taken,  particularly i n  
these times. 

I notice you're gett ing nervous, M r. Speaker, I w i l l  
continue tomorrow. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. We've arrived at the 
adjourn ment hour. When we next discuss this motion 
the Honou rable M in ister will have 25 m i nutes remain
ing.  The House is accordingly adjourned and wi l l  
stand adjourned unt i l  2:00 p .m.  tomorrow. 
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