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THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
8:00 o'clock, Tuesdayv, April 26, 1966

Opening Prayer by Madam Speaker .
MADAM SPEAKER: Presenting Petitions
Reading and Receiving Petitions
Presenting Reports by Standing and Special Committees
Notices of Motion
Introduction of Bills

HON. MAITLAND B.. STEINKOPF, Q.C. (Minister of Public Utilities) (River Heights):
Madam Speaker, before the Orders of the Day, I would like to lay on the Table of the House
a Return to an Order No. 44 on the motion of the Honourable the Member from Ste. Rose, and
also Return to an Order of the House No. 36 on the motion of the Honourable the Member from
Ste. Rose.

MR, RUSSELL PAULLEY (Leader of the New Democratic Party) (R_adis‘son); Madam
Speaker, before the Orders of the Day, I wonder if I may direct a question to the Honourable
the First Minister? Could you indicate when the Committee on Law Amendments might be
meeting in order to consider Bill 417

HON. DUFE ROBLIN (Premier) (Wolseley): Madam Speaker, this matter has been given
some consideration and my colleague, who's not here tonight, tells me that he does not intend
to proceed with the Bill,

MR. PAULLEY: Does that mean, Madam Speaker, that there will not be changes to
The Election Act before the next pr0v1nc1al election?

MR. ROBLIN: I can't answer that question,

MR. NELSON SHOEMAKER (Gladstone): Madam Speaker, before the Orders of the Day
are proceeded with, I wonder if the Honourable First Minister is now prepared to give me an
answer to the question I put to him on the Orders of the Day at 2: 30 re Bill 118 and the Bill 95.-

MR. ROBLIN: I haven't got that information yet. -

MR. SHOEMAKER: Well, a subsequent question. If we prorogue tonight - there is a
likelihood I suspect - how do I get the answer then? : ‘

MR. ROBLIN; Il be glad to give it to my honourable friend when I get the information,

ORDERS OF THE DAY

MADAM SPEAKER: The adjourned debate on the proposed resolution of the Honourable
the Member from Portage la Prairie, The Honourable the Member for Portage la Prairie,

MR. GORDON E. JOHNSTON (Portage la Prairie): Madam Speaker, before 5:30 we
were speaking about the desirability of constructing a road from Portage la Prairie to Windy-
gates on the border of North Dakota, and the motion was amended by the Honourable Member
from Assiniboia to the effect that construction should start in 1966, and the government saw
fit to vote this motion down,

Madam Speaker, I would like to draw to the attention of Members of the House an announce-
ment that was made by the Honourable Minister of Public Works at that time, This would be
September 23rd, 1964, in Portage la Prairie, and I quote the headlines, '"Weir Outlines De-
partment Plans. ' And if I may quote from part of the news report. This is at a meeting of
the Portage City Council, Portage Chamber of Commerce representatives and representatives
of people south of Portage who were interested in this particular road. And I quote: ''The
meeting received a pleasant surprise from Mr, Weir when he replied to a further query by Mr.
Inglis concerning the long-awaited road south from Portage to connect with Southern Mani-
toba, Mr. Inglis asked when a connecting road from Portage to Highway 31 could be expected,
and the Minister assured in the not too distant future, '

Madam Speaker, there can be various interpretations put upon the words ''connecting
road'!, but at that time in 1964, September 23rd, we had a ''road''. We are not arguing that
point at all, We had a road that with some perseverance you could get down and arrive at St.
Claude, and through various other roads that connected up, one could arrive at the border.

But I would draw the attention of the House to the words ''the meeting had received a pleasant
surprise from Mr, Weir.!'' In other words, Mr. Weir, in my opinion, - I was at that meeting -
_had promised more than just a little upgrading, although he didn't say it. The road is still
there, but outside of a few loads of gravel, it definitely has not been upgraded, and I submit,
Madam Speaker, that the people of Portage la Prairie and the people south of Portage were led
to believe by this statement that there would be at least an all-weather market road, if not
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(MR. JOHNSTON cont'd, Y .:.... asphalt paving, and this-is why I brought in my resolution.
The people of Portage and district were led to expect that there would be-a definite upgrading
of the road and this is why I bring in my resolution at this time,

MADAM SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motlon lost

MR. JOHNSTON: Yeas and Nays, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: The question before the House, the adJourned debate on the pro-
posed resolution of the Honotuirable the Member for Portage la Prairie,

A standing vote was taken, the result being as follows; |

YEAS: Messrs. Barkman, Campbell, Cherniack, Guttormson Hillhouse, Johnston
Molgat, Patrick, Pailley, Peters, Shoemaker, Tanchak and erght

NAYS: Messrs, Bilton, Carroll Cowan ‘Evans, Hamllton Harrlson Hutton Jeannotte
Johnson, ‘Klym, Lissaman, Lyon McDonald McGregor McKellar Moeller Roblln
Shewman, Stanes, Stelnkopf Watt, and Mrs. Morrison.

MR. CLERK Yeas, 13; Nays, 22.

MADAM SPEAKER: I declare the motion lost.

The adjourned debate on the proposed resolution of the Honourable the Member for
Portage la Prairie, The Honourable the Minister of Mines and Natural Resources

“HON, STERLING R.LYON, Q.C. (Fort Garry): Madam Speaker, it is not my 1ntent10n
to take up -a great deal of time of the House tonight in discussing this motion that is before us.
tonight, ' I'listened with some care to the Honourable Member for Portage when he 1ntr0duced
it and it seems that he has resurrected, for what purpose I don't know, a pretty well chewed
old bone that lost all of its meat last year, and I don't know that there's too much more that . -

- can be said, : :

For those who would like to have the detailed reply that 1 could glven may I in the inter-
ests of brevity tonlght refer honourable members to Pages 114 to 134 of Hansard, Volume II,
1965, ‘wherein, I think, they will find a sufficient answer to the bulk of the allegatlons that are
‘contained ‘at the speech that I made last year. I hate to refer to my old ‘speeches, - but I'm
doing this in the interest of brevity. I'm doing this in the interest of brevity tonlght If my -
honourable friends wish, of course, I could reread it w1th proper emphasis on paragraphs .
and so on, but I don't think I'11 bother

As I'say, Madam Speaker this is an old bone all the meat's been pretty well chewed
off it. Last year it was thought worthy enough as an issue for the Leader of the Opposition to
bring it in. This year it's declined in importance to the place where only the Member for ‘
Portage brings it in. So I'don't know who's going to handle it next year, Perhaps it will die .
a natural death in the third’ year or the fourth year, I don't know, But 1n any case, it is-now
before us-and 1'suggest that without going into the great detail that one could on.a matter of .

i

this nature, that I try to give in very brief form the highlights of the past - and this is.a matte‘r,

now of- h1story - in connection with this matter

‘Let me first of all say that I find it passing strange that our honourable frlends opposlte
should be asking for an enquiry this year into a matter which they raised last, .year once and
then let drop like'a hot potato after they found out what the facts were. . But in any case, this
is their responsibility for bringing these matters in,. not mine, so. I suppose if they- keep ‘bring-
ing these matters-forward in the interests of proper 1nformat10n that should be given to the..

public, I suppose we hdve to keep repeatlng the facts as long as they keep repeatmg the allega— .

tion.

The only new piece of mformatlon that I detected in the speech of the Honourable Memberv
for Portage was that he read into the full record an editorial that had appeared in the Winnipeg,. -

- Free Press. I still have a taint of legal training left in my hide and Idon't regard that as
factual evidence at all, that's editorial comment, and there wasn't even anythlng in that com-.
‘ment that deserved much reply, sol shall get back as I mentloned to the hlghllghts of this
matter, )

ment had been 1nterested in this property for some cons1derable time, this property at Delta,

and had an‘'understanding, albeit a verbal one, with the estate that they would be given the first. :
option to purchase the property when it bécame available, For reasons best known to the.estate;

this verbal undertaking was'not carried out and the estate, for its own purposes. - and who can
" inquire-into what those purposes were - sold all of the real estate in the estate of the late'Mr.
- D,H. Bain for a lump sum by option to'a group known as Octave Enterprlses Limited. Now that
_is-all the land in the -estate. The Crownpof course was interested in one portlon and ultimately -

- ‘As T mentioned last year in Pages 114 to 134 of Hansard Volume 1I, 1965 the govern—

\
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(MR..LYON dont'd.) - .”.. became interesteéd in a second portion of it'in connection with the
diversion channel which is being built by my horiourable friend the ‘Minister of Agriculture‘
This-land effectively came under the control of Octave Enterprlses some tlme 1n the summer
of 1963, and, as I say, they had acquired it by option.

The province learned that this land was about to be alienated to peoplé outside of the
province:or-to others. My honourable friend from Portage knows better than I do that there
were others who were trying to buy it, because as he admitted last year, he was 'a member of
a syndicate himself who had some particular interest in this land, or were interested in pur-
chasing it at one stage. So the land was up for sale, The province, under my pre’decessorv
the former Minister, negotiated with.the optionees. They settled on a price of $170, 000 for
‘the Delta property and for the Grants Lake property which was confirmed in Septémber of 1963,

Before the agreement was carried out, the province had this land appraised, which is
the usual procedure, a reasonable procedure, a businesslike procedure, a prudent procedure,
a procedure we always follow in connection with land that we buy. Our appraisers, two of the
senior appraisers in the Department of Mines and Natural Resources who have appraised land
in all parts of Manitoba for many years, whose appraisals to the best of my knowledge have
never been called into account before - both of whom while not accredited appraisers are
writing their examinations for accreditation, one of whom is a graduate in agriculture, one of
the senior appraisers in governmental service * they gave us what I would call a conservative
appraisal at a small fee of the two properties, the Delta property and the Grants Lake property,
of $157,000. : That was the figure they gave us. It's in an Order for Return and I mentioned it
in the speech last year, I know that all this must be terribly bormg to my honourable friends
opposite but I must for the sake of the record repeat it.

The question arose at that time, because this was a question as to whether or not after
title was not delivered within the time stipulated whether or not the Crown should expropriate
or whether we should carry on with the negotiated agreement that we had for $170,000, and as
I assured my honourable friends-last year, that question was gone into quite carefully. The
best advice we had from the appraisal people at that time was that we had a very good deal at
$170, 000, and that had we expropriated we could well have paid more for this particular '
property. And while I don't always accept the advice of experts, this was one occasion when
I accepted the advice of the experts, It was good advice and it still stands, and we purchased
the Delta and the Grants Lake property for $170; 000, a figure which is $13, 000 in excess of
the appraised value that was set by the appraisers, but of course as the appraiser said, "If
you get anything within 10 percent you've got yourself a good deal so go for it. '* We did and
we bought it at that price.

I might mention by way of addition that had we expropriated the property as was recom-.
mended by my honourable friends opposite, in the light of hindsight and all of the other informa-
tion that they were able to acquire, that we -- when'I say that we could well have paid more, I
call to their attention again the well-known fact that the property at Delta, for example, con-
tained roads that were built at a cost we are told of approximately fifty to $75, 000; contained
some of the finest beach property in Manitoba; contained a very valuable marsh; contained
extremely valuable buildings; contained something like - or in approximation something like
600 acres of some of the finest Portage farm land that you find on the Portage plains - land,
by the way, that I understand there of the land, that we are paying considerably more for in
the expropriations south of there for the Portage Diversion than we paid for the Bain property.
But again, Madam Speaker, these are almost trite things to say now because they are known
by everybody in the House; they are known by the populace at large; and I repeat them only to
get them on the record again, :

A great point was made by my honourable friend from Portage about the south farm.

This was a farm that was acquired by -~ 219 acres acquired by the Department of Agriculture

and Conservation for purposes of the inlet structure for the Portage Diversion, a farm that

was acquired some several months after the Department of Mines had negotiated for the pur-
chase of the Delta and Grants Lake property. The south farm, unlike the Delta and Grants

Lake property which had only one appraisal, the south farm had in effect three appraisals done

on it, One by Mr. Price Rattray, a man who is extremely well-known in this community as

an appraiser and dealer in real estate., It was reviewed then by the Price Rattray Commission,
consisting of Mr. Price Rattray; Mr. V.E.Driver, the mortgage manager for Montreal Trust
Company, an accredited appraiser - one of the first lecturers I think in appraisal in the Province
of Manitoba; and the third review member was Mr. Harvey O'Dell, the past president of the union
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(MR. LYON cont'd.) ..... of municipalities who has a keen knowledge of farm lands and farm
values, And further to that, there was a third appraisal done by an accredited appraiser who
also certified that the value of the property and that the price the government or the Depart-
ment of Agriculture should offer to the then owrners of the property was $75, 000, One of the
appraisals was seventy-five to $80,000. :

So in that case we didn't act just on the advice of two appraisers as we did on the Delta
and Grants Lake property, we acted on the advice of, first a single appraiser - and again I
mention this is all in detail found on Pages 114 to 134, Volume II; 1965 Hansard - a detailed
appraisal from the one appraiser; a further review by Mr. Rattray; and then a review by the
three appraisers; all of whom set the same price as being a fair and reaonable price (a) for
the province to pay, and (b) for the vendor to receive, having regard to land values at that
time. And amazingly enough, Madam Speaker, the Minister of Agriculture and his department
accepted that advice and that's the price they paid, because they were told by knowledgeable
people in the field that that's the price they should pay. Again, a prudent procedure, common
procedure that is followed by government agencies with respect to the purchase of property;

a procedure, may I say, Madam Speaker, which has now been enshrined in the law of this -
province which was voted for by my honourable friends opposite, so that the Land Acquisition’
Board which presently works today works on what basis - .on exactly the same basis. A de-
partment of government cert1f1es that it wants to buy a piece of property; the Land Acquisition
Board takes a hold of it, and what is the first thing they do? They go-out and make an appraisal,
and based upon that appraisal, they then make offers, The appraisal indicates whether the .
value is fair to the owner and whether it's fair to the public. This is the kind of advice that

you act on, precisely the same kind of advice that was acted on in this case,

Now my honourable friend from Portage may disagree with the appraisers. That is his
prl\ulege Anybody may disagree with appraisers or with experts. Thut is his privilege, but
they are hired to do a particular job; they are hired to give advice; and in-these particular
instances, the Delta and Grants Lake property and the south farm, I feel - and I have never
had any reason to doubt it ~ they gave us good advice; they gave us proper advice. We accepted
their advice, We accepted the appraisals that were made and we bought according to those
appraisals. My honourable friend may argue with these -appraisers, but 1 don't think that an
argument between my honourable friend and the appraisers is sufficient. justification to set in
motion a public enquiry merelyv to satisfy my honourable iriend, .

I mention again for the sake of the record, if there was any question about the province
losing money on these deals, the net cost of the land at Delta and Grunts Lake to the Province
of Manitoba was not $170, 000 as my honourable friend mentioned, it was $85, 000 because the
Government of Canada shared 50 percent in the acquisition of these properties, ‘Delta and
Grants Lake, and furthermore the -- (Interjection) --

MR, GILDAS MOLGAT ( Leader of the Opposition) (Ste. Rose): Madam Speaker, could
I ask a question of the Honourable Minister? ;

MR. LYON: Certainly. :

MR. MOLGAT: Was it not the Government of Mamtoba who made the deal in this regard
and was it not the Province of Manitoba who agreed to pay $170, 000 w1th no reference-to the
Federal Government as to the amount that would be paid ?

MR. LYON: Quite so, The Federal Government-came along after we submitted the
price to them and they paid 50 percent of it. Now is my honourable friend trying to suggest
that the Federal Government is so negligent that they would pay half the pr1ce of somethmg
they thought was a ludicrous price?

MR. MOLGAT: If they accept the figures of my honourable friend, yes, and I thmk
that .

MR LYON: My honourable friend may have that opinion of his federal counterparts
but he is entitled to have it., If he thinks that they're wasteful, profligate, spend money of the
public of Canada on matters that they shouldn't, he's the one who said it, not me.

MR. MOLGAT: On your advice. B :

MR. LYON: Madam Speaker, alll sa\ is that the net cost to the people of Manitoba was
$85 000 and that the public of Canada, through the Federal Government, picked up the other
half, not only of the Delta and the Grants Lake property, Madam Speaker, but of the south
Portage farm - $37,500 of that was paid by the Federal Government as well. So what are we
going to enquire into? = What is the purpose. of the enquiry? The facts are already before us.
We know that appraisals were made; we know that the government acted on those appraisals,
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(MR. LYON cont'd.) ..... Are we going to enquire into Octave Enterprises? Is my honour-
able friend opposite suggesting that Octave Enterprises are a group who should be enquired
into? My honourable friend last year made some suggestion that who were these people whose
pockets were being lined by the Government of Manitoba? I told him who these people were.
Two principal officers of the Liberal Party of Manitoba were the two principal members of
Octave Enterprises,

MR. MOLGAT: Go ahead and check them.

MR. LYON: Idon't have to go into any detail on that, that's all on the record, Pages
114 to 134 of Hansard of last year. If my honourable friend has any questions about Octave
Enterprises, let him ask the two leading members of his own executive, and I'm sure they'll
give him any information he wants about Octave Enterprises who these people are, As I said
last year, and I repeat again, we have no reason to feel that these men acted in any way im-
properly at all. They were optionees, We dealt with them through a real estate agent.
Messrs. Meltzer, Essers and Gold - they were dealt with through a real estate agent and a
price was settled upon and negotiated, and subsequently confirmed by an appraisal and the
land was purchased. .

Now I don't see anything very sinister in that but apparently my honourable friends do,
and I suggest to them that if they feel that this is sinister, that these people fleeced the public
of Manitoba, why don't they go and ask them, because they know them much better than we do.
We only dealt with them in a business way; they deal with them in a partisan way all the time.

Our concern, Madam Speaker, was to get value for our money, and I suggest that in this
instance we did get value for our money. We paid the price which the appraisers indicated to
us should be paid, as we do in all land expropriations today, the same procedure as I have
mentioned that has now been enshrined in the law of the province. If my honourable friend is
going to question every piece of property purchase that the Government of Manitoba enters into,
he's going to have himself a busy time, because we purchased land for waterfowl and diversion
purposes in this area -- and I want to tell my honourable friend that the Government of Canada
is going to be spending between five and $10 million a year on the purchase of just this kind of
land in the future in Canada, and I warn him right now that this government is going.to make.
every effort that it can to get as much of that federal money channeled into this province as we,
can to purchase waterfowl and wildlife habitat. ‘

He can look at all of these purchases as long as he wants, but I suggest that they're going
to carry on, and what my honourable friends opposite occasionally refer to as ''just a goose
preserve'' is going to have a lot of money spent on it, because these things that they refer to
as just goose preserves are extremely important to the future of this province and to the wild-
life resources of this province. So without attempting to be argumentative, I merely point out
to him that this is only the beginning of a number of purchases that are going to be made, not
only by this government but hopefully even more by the Federal Government, of lands for
waterfowl purposes in the future.

I mention again, Madam Speaker, just so that there will be no question about it, the
prices that were paid, we were satisfied from what the appraisers told us, were reasonable
and fair prices both for the public Treasury and for the vendors of the properties. All of these
facts are on the record - emblazoned on the record,‘

The nub of my honourable friend's argument seems to be this ~ it was the same argument
that they advanced last year and it's rather a tired and shopworn argument, now - that because
a syndicate was able to go to an estate and purchase all of the land in the estate for a lump sum
price, the individual price that was attached to parcels of that land being lower than the price
that was ultimately paid by the government, then the government was taken in. But I suggest
to my honourable friends, ‘as I did last year and I repeat again, that the price that a person . .
pays for a piece of land is only one of the factors that is taken into account in an appraisal
when you determine what fair value is, And I use an example again - if my honourable friend
from Portage has a home that's worth $30, 000 and he wishes to sell it to me for $15, 000 be-
cause he likes the way I part my hair, or for whatever reason, that's his business, and then
the Government of Manitoba subsequently comes along or some municipal authority comes
along and expropriates that property from me, is he honestly or seriously suggesting that the
expropriating authority would get that property, the appraised value of which is $30, 000, for
15,000 jus’t because that was the previous purchase price? What a ridiculous philosophy. Of
course not, Appraised value is appraised value. It means market value; it's one of the factors
that's indicated.
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(MR LYON cont'd, ) ) : Co
We have no reason for knowmg what motivated the Estate to sell for a lump sum’ all of the’
property in the Estate to these people, to Octave Enterprises for the price that they did. That,

I suggest, is the business between the Estate and Octave Enterprlses and my honourable friends

can consult with Octave Enterprises, with their pr1nc1pal ofﬁcers at any time because they're
very close to them. "But the price that the government pays is a matter of public interest, and
the price that the government pays must be based on appraisal as it was in this case. Sol .
think that the parallel is sufficiently drawn without having to V\orry my honourable friends any
more with that.

. Last Sessmn we heard from my honourable friends opposite, or at least they started to
say although they didn't 'end up saying this, that we were paying too little in Birds Hlll and I
gave them an example which again appears in last year's speech of Hansard about this matter
of where a certain piece of property was purchased for X dollars. Some few months before
we expropriated in Birds Hill, we took three quarters roughly of that property and we ended
up offering for the three quarters of the property that we took on an-appraisal, twice as much
as the owner had paid six months before, And do you know what that owner was saying? The
owner was saying in that particular case that they wanted not twice as much, but how much
more did they want ? Twenty times as much. Twenty times as much as they paid. .So I merely
use these as examples, shopworn examples, examples that commend themselves Ithlnk to
anyore of reasonable and average 1nte111gence that this is ‘what happens in appralsals and in
land purchases.

Madam Speaker, I'don't intend to take the time of the House€ any longer in this matter,
1 suggest that my honourable friend has not made a case for an enqulry into this matter. The
facts are onthe record. Having regard to certain recent’ enquiries that we have had at the in-
vestigation of my honourable friends opposite, and I'm referring to Grand Rapids Haulage .
Inquiry ‘as a prlme example T'can't honestly say that it would be in ihe public interest to ex- -
pend public money on this kinid of an enquiry. I'm in'a mellow mood tomght Madam Speaker,
this is probably the last nlght of the Session, and I think that the kindest and the most charitable
thing that I can do for my honourable friends opposite, and certainly the ‘thing that would be the

easiest on the taxpayers of the province and most in the public mterest would be to vote against

‘this resolution and that's what I'm going to do.

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, I had not really intended. to get into th1s debate Lmtll
my honourable friend the Minister of Mines and Resources has really urged me to get into it
because of the statéements he has made tonight.” He has referred us on numerous occasions to.
his speech of last year, and I'think it's an 1nterest1ng speech. It took him about three weeks
to prepare ‘it and it was certalnly very long, but 1t's 4'little short on the final facts of the situ-
‘ation,

MR. LYON: F1ve days

MR. MOLGAT: Five days? -- (Interjection) —- Ithmk that my honourable friend had
better check that. But be that as it may, the whole question in this matter, Madam Speaker,
was that the government had known at the outset that it was interested in this property. The
government had shown some interest in the property before the owner ever died. The owner
had shown some interest in having it transferred to the government or at least parts of the
property transferred to the government, for conservation purposes, When Mr, Bain dled the
government was in a position, because of the _previous negotiations with him, to be the first to
try and get the property because they knew’ it was there and they were 1nterested in it. But
the government failed’to act. No act10n was taken for in fact some months, Fmally, some-_ .
one else got in ahead of the government

“Now my honourable friend wants to make a great case about some of the people involved .

. in Octave’ Enterprlses being involved in the Liberal Party. Well Madam Speaker —- (Inter-
jection) =- Well, this is half the case of my honourable friend, Let me tell my honourable
friend again- what T'told him last: \ear We bring matters up in this House because we think
they're of ‘concern to the people of Mamtoba and if it happens that some of the people. who may.
be 1nvolved in the party in -other act1v1t1es are 1nv01ved here, it makes no dlfference .. The

- easiest thmg for ‘me to do would be not to brmg up the matter at all, "The fact. is that I dldn't L
" do so for the plaln and sunple reason that, in my op1n10n this 1s a questlon of publlc 1nterest
and ‘in my op1n10n the facts that 1 plit before this House on the basis of the appralsals that. were
madeé for E &tate’ tax: purposes on the basis of xalues 1hat were eworn to by vendors in these
lands, the valiés that the government paid were far out of line.
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(MR. MOLGAT cont'd,)

" My honourable friend can talk all he wants about appraisals. . We have asked him on two
occasions now to give us the details of the appraisals because I put in an Order for Return last
year, Madam Speaker, on this question, and I have put in an Order for Return again this year
on this same question. I have not had the answer,

MR, LYON: Madam Speaker, that Order for Return was filed some weeks ago.

MR. MOLGAT: It was not handed to me in that case, Madam Speaker. - Oh no.

MR. LYON: I'll check on that because I'm convinced . ..

MR. MOLGAT: . ... doublecheck because one of the questions I asked for example -
were the government appraisers accredited appraisers? Well then I'd love to see the reply
because I have not seen it as yet. —- (Interjection) -- All right, would you mind. This was a
great case with my honourable friend at that time, that these were accredited appraisers.

Madam Speaker, the point is that there were appraisals made for Estate tax purposes;
there were appraisals made for the purpose of the affidavits made at the time of sale; and
those were substantially below the price that the government paid. The government was in a
position to move at any time; the government did not move. For some reasons, known to my
friends only, not to me, the government did not proceed to move in and expropriate as they
have done elsewhere; did not proceed to move in and make the purchase as was done elsewhere,
These are facts, The result was that the government paid over a very short period of time -
some eight months - a price of roughly $102,000 -- Pardon me, $142,000 over and above the
price for which the land was transferred eight months before. Now my honourable friend can
say all he wants. Those are the facts of the transfers, the affidavits, and the price that the
government paid,

MR. LYON: ' I would like to interrupt my honourable friend, Madam, on a point of order,

MR. MOLGAT: Certainly. i . :

MR. LYON: Madam Speaker, more for his information, I filed the return to that Order
on the 23th of March of this year, and it's filed in the records of this House, Sessional Paper
No. 80.

MR, MOLGAT: I'll be very happy to look it up, Madam Speaker. Could the Minister
inform me as to whether or not the government appraisers were all accredited appraisers?

MR. LYON: I have to refer my honourable friend to the Return. In the case of the
Delta and Grants Lake property, there were two senior appraisers from the Lands Branch of
the Province of Manitoba, both of whom are writing their final accreditation papers at the
present time and both of whom have done all of the land appraisals for this department for'a
good number of years, I think even preceding the present government,

MR. MOLGAT: The facts are, Madam Speaker, that none of the government appraisers
were accredited appraisers,

MR. LYON: That's on the Delta and Grants Lake property. On the south Portage farm,
Mr. C.R.Bradford, who is an accredited appraiser, did the first appraisal. The second ap-
praisal was done by Mr. Price Rattray, who is in the real estate business in Winnipeg; Mr.
V.E.Driver, who is an accredited appraiser and who was the first accredited appraiser in the
Province of Manitoba, who lectures in accredited appraisals to the University of Manitoba; and
the third review man on that team was Mr, Harvey O'Dell who is not an accredited appraiser
but he knows a great deal about farm land in the Province of Manitoba., I'll admit that we only
had Mr. Vic Driver there as the accredited appraiser.

MR. MOLGAT: So the facts are then, that on the first two parcels involving some
$170, 000, the government did not have accredited appraisers.

MR. LYON: Would my honourable friend permit a question?

MR. MOLGAT: Certainly.

MR. LYON: Would my honourable friend tell me if the appraisals to which he refers
that was done for Estate tax purposes by Mr, Tilley of Portage was done by an accredited
appraiser?

MR. MOLGAT: But, Madam Speaker, that's the very point, Last year when we made
our presentation, my honourable friend said that our appraisals were no good because they
were nct made by accredited appraisers but his were., The fact is that his weren't. They were
not made by accredited appraisers and my honourable friend knows it. He knew it then; he knew
it when he made his speech in this House. Right? Did you or did you not know it? You knew
it.



2330 : “ ' April 26, 1966~

MR. LYON: Madam Speaker, I would suggest to my honourable friénd that: :as'in 'so='";
many-cases, he get the facts before he. starts making any allegatlons Hé w"a-sn 't‘ evéniaWare
that: theReturn:was in, that shows his interest in it: (R B T R S

~MR. MOLGAT: " Is he making a speech or am'I? --My honourable friend knew it'last.year.
He refused to answer the Return for last year. It took him-several weeks' th1s ‘year-to Teply to
it, The facts are that-he knew it then, he did not have’ accredlted appralsers vALE (Interjectlon)
-- He did not reply, Madam Speaker. B

The points are simply these, that between the time that this Estate was transferred to
other hands and the time that the government bought it, other-people moved in-and theré‘was
a substantial profit made by other people. This was the whole basis-of our argument:at that

" time, .that the government did not move in ‘when it should have; did not proceédto buy'this
land when it should have; did not proceed to expropriate it when it could have.’ The result was
that the taxpayers of this province paid substantially more than they should have: '

‘That, Madam-Speaker; was the basis of our statements last year and'is the basis of the
proposals made this year by the Member from Portage la Prairie,-that if my honourable friends
feel that there should be investigations made into matters of land transactions, then all right;
let us have a complete investigation on the matter because here is a' case where;, on the facts -
and figures presented to the House there has been a’ substantlal overpayment made on these o
lands : ‘ -

Now my honourable friend says, "'Well it isn't that bad because the Federal Government
has paid a large-part of it; ' Well, Madam Speaker; that has no bearing on the situationat’ -
all, because the fact that the Federal Government has paid more simply means that my friends
opposite have given the federal department bad advice because the federal department-doesn't :
go and check into the figures, They depend on the figures presented by this government, and
if this government gives them figures that are not based on sound appraisals; sound valtes,
then it's not the Federal Government that's to blame - although I would strongly recommend

"to them when they're dealing with my honourable friends that they improve their -checking -
practices - but it's my honourable friends for makmg those sort of approaches to the Federal
Government,

And I would say thls Madam Speaker that there's a grave risk, if that's the procedure
under which the Manitoba Government is going to operate, thereis a grave rlsk that i the
future the Federal Government may look pretty carefully at any proposals coming from this -

- government, ‘because if this is the basis of the proposals that my honourablé friends ‘make,
that they can:simply say, ''"Well you know it's really none of our concern bécause Ottawa is-
going to pay half of it, '* then I say that the Federal Government have‘every reason to look with
very careful and.very great scrutiny at the proposals that are made by this govemment

That, Madam Speaker, I think is not a good basis on which to continue our dealings with
another level of government, It is obvious that we will have to be deahng with them in many

deals and we can'only deal with them on the basis of trust, and for my honourable friend to get
up and say, "'Well it doesn't make any difference; they're paying half-of it, 11 is the soundest
fastest way that I know of breaking any trust between the Federal Government and ourselves,
There are many areas where they can assist us, Undoubtedly, what he says is true, that in
the future there will be more land purchasing, both by the Federal Government and by the
Provincial Government. There are many things that need to be done. We dan only do these
if we do them on a basis of mutual trust, and I don't belleve that the bas1s on whlch thls govern-
ment operated:-establishes that type of trust. ; : :

MR. LYON: Madam Speaker, I never said for a moment that the Federal Government
had lost money. I said and repeated-and reiterated three times that the province got good value
for its money on the basis of the appraised value set., I mentioned that the‘Fe'deraI' Government
had paid half that price. I stand .here tonight and say that the Federal Government got good
value for its money and will continue to get good value for its money'so long as it follows through
an appraised value. If, on the other hand, it accepts the adv1ce of my honourable fr1end then -
they. start to lose money. k : B :

MR. MOLGAT: Well Madam Speaker if my honourable friend is'so-satisfied that the
price is right; I-say to him then, proceed with the proposals that we have before you,; accept -
our-resolution and let's find out the facts. If the facts are right, as you say they are, then fine,
there are no problems - perfect - everyone will be satisfied, ‘That's the simplest way of settling
My honourable friends were prepared to set up an investigation on other matters which we
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(MR. MOLGAT, cont'd) ... didn't raise in this House. They wanted to do so; that was their
privilege. If they are interested in so doing, then I say .to them, here is a case that warrants
proper investigation. Let us clear the matter once and for all; let us have a proper investiga—
tion. Vote for the proposals that we have here and the matter will be settled.

'~ MR. PAULLEY: Madam Speaker, I think the longer that this.Session lasts, the more one
comes to the conclusion that both the Government and the Official Opposition are selling the
taxpayers of Manitoba and of Canada down the river, There is an old saying you know, Madam
Speaker, that!'when friends fall out the devil gets the hindmost, '* and I think this is obviousliy
true insofar as the discussion which has taken place tonight is concerned.

We're dealing with a resolution which suggests that the investigation being carried on by
Mr. Justice Dickson in respect of Totogan Farms be extended into the so-called !''goose pre-
serve'' and the acquisition of land at Portage la Prairie and Grosse Isle, You know, Madam
Speaker, it's most interesting for those of us who do not-belong to either the Liberal or the
Conservative Party to see what happens when investigations are indeed carried on into the
activities of government, be it at the Federal or the Provincial level, as to the acquisition of
property. We have had a number of royal or judicial enquiries in Manitoba: recently, -most of
which I think were instigated by the Official Opposition or the Liberal -Party of Manitoba, and
I think on most of the occasions the reports of the commission have indicated the failure of the
Liberal Party to establish the points which they have raised and the reason for.which they have
suggested that there should be investigations or commissions of Enquiry.

Isn't it amazing, Madam Speaker, to hear-tonight from the Honourable the Leader of the
Oppositicn a statement which, if I understood him correctly, intimated that notwithstanding
the fact that the federal authority paid half of the cost of land acquisition insofar as the Bain
Estate was concerned, that the onus rested on the Provincial Government. ' It seemed to me,
in hearing the Leader of the Opposition, he said that if the Federal Government paid out more
than the land was worth it was because they did not check into .the figures that were given by
them by the Conservative Government of Manitoba. By the same token, Madam Speaker, the
Liberal Party here in Manitoba says that the Conservative Party of Manitoba paid too much
for the property. Where now, Madam Speaker, does the taxpayer of Manitoba and Canada
stand? Here we have the Liberal Opposition saying Conservatives pay too-much,.and the
disciples of the Liberals here in this Assembly say that the Liberals in Ottawa did not check
as to what the federal taxpayer had to pay because they went 50-50, :

I ask the Leader of the Opposition, if he is right in his contention that the Conservatives
paid too much for the land, how can he justify the Liberal Government in Ottawa, who. are the
custodians of the federal taxpayer, --(Interjection)-- were justified in accepting their figures?:
Of course they shouldn't, Madam Speaker, --(Interjection)-- That's what you said; yes. So.I:
say, as an impartial independent between Conservatives and Liberals, that they both are guilty
of dereliction of duty if this is the case, --(Interjection)-- My honourable friend the Minister
of Mines and Natural Resources says, ''He knew that I was coming to this''. Of course,
Madam Speaker, is there any other conclusion that one who is really interested in the taxpayer
of Manitoba and Canada can come to? Here we have a situation of the Liberal here in Manitoba
saying to the Conservative, ''"You pay too much''; the Conservative in Manitoba saying, ''But
your buddies down in Ottawa said we didn't''; and I say, there's no justification for this course
of action,

But I do say this, Madam Speaker that as far as we here are concerned tonight, we have
before us a motion proposed that the terms of the Totogan Farm Enquiry- Commission should
be extencled to investigate the aspects of the purchase of the property at Grosse Isle and Portage
la Prairie.. I say that thus far, Madam Speaker, the investigations.have been very revealing
that have taken place. We had the investigation into Grand Rapids; we've had investigations
into many other things here in the Province of Manitoba; and I suggest to the Government -

I suggest to thé Government that they should accept the motion proposed by the Honourable-
Member for Por‘tagev la Prairie for one reason and. one reason alone. It has been admitted -
here tonight, by the Government on one hand, that they are puritans; it has been admitted by
the Leader of the Opposition that if the Federal Government, and apparently he admits it,: have
failed as custodians of the Federal Treasury, that they're at fault. . And I say, -Madam Speaker;
that the taxpayer both at the federal and provincial level are entitled to know .conclusively how
both Liberal and Conservatlve are showing a lack of concern for their dollar; or,: on the other:
hand, showing concern for their dollar; because if an Enquiry by Mr. Justice- Dxckson into the -
purchases at Portage la Pra1r1e the Bam Estate, and Grosse Isle indicates that everything

was done ''according to Hoyle, '' then I say the Government of Manitoba will be vindicated of
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(MR. PAULLEY, cont'd) .... their actions and the Government at. Ottawa will llkew1se be shown
to have used their ]udgment on a 50-50 basis.

For this reason, Madam Speaker,- I am going ‘to’ support the resolution proposed by the
Member for Portage la Prairie. If indeed though it proves out the fact, or the proposition of |
the Leader of the Official Opposition that our federal authority nilly-willy follow the lead of this
provincial government or any provincial government withoutinvestigation, they are not worthy

' of being the Government of Canada; if as a result of the investigation by Mr. Justice Dickson it
is shown that the Government of Manitoba paid excessivelv for this property, if the methodology
in' obtaining this property was wrong, then they too are convicted in the eyes of the public to the
same degree as the Liberals to my right.

So I say to the Government, don't reject this, accept it. It's another wild goose chase .
possibly: We've had a number of them since I -- Oh, I won't go back over past history - 1
could-though. - But it is a fact ---my honourable friend the Member for Emerson says tell us.
some ‘more., I don't think he wants me to tell him what I have found out about the investigations
that have:been ordered as a result of these squawks of mv friends to my right, not one of which
has been:substantiated.

The Honourable the Minister of Mines and Natural Resources has told us tonlght he can
substantiate the action’of the government, Then I say, Madam Speaker, if this is the case,
fear not, letthe enquiry be opened further if you have nothing to fear; you have nothing to hide,
And if, as the Honourable Leader of the Opposition said, Ottawa is at fault together with you on
that side, I say, let the taxpayer at the provincial and the federal areas of jurisdiction know
what I firmly believe, that neither one of you here in Manitoba or down east in Ottawa are
serving the:ratepayer and the taxpayer of Manitoba or Canada to the degree that they deserve
to be treated. ’ :

MADAM SPEAKER: Are you ready for the questlon? The Honourablé Member for
Gladstone,

MR. SHOEMAKER: Madam Speaker earlier in some debate, certalnly not this one, I
asked the government the ‘relationship between the assessed value as placed by government
assessors and the actual cash value of certain properties, and I have not yet received an answer,
but since there is a definite relationship between the assessed value of property as placed by
the government assessorsand the actual cash value, it would be interesting to know what is
the relationship in the parcels reterred to in the resolution that is before us - the relationship
between the assessed value and the price paid by the government,

Now I think that we should know what that is, because it will point up, 1f we do know the
answer, it will point up how-accurate and how qualified the government assessors are in their.
field, on the one hand, and it will point up too the relationship between the assessed value and
the pricepaid by the government, And I think that we have a right to know what that is,

Now, Madam Speaker, surely the government agrees with the resolution down to and
including the third ''whereas''. -Surely they agree down that far, because it was not the Official
Opposition that established the Totogan Farms Inquiry Commission and down to and including
the third '"whereas'' we are just repeating what the government has already estabhshed It is
the fourth ''whereas'' that they disagree with, and of course the ''Resolved' part of the reso-
lution that they disagree with,” But I hope that at some time during this debate - and I hope that
it will'be soon, because if we are going to get out of here before midnight we should be moving
along to another resolution, I guess - but maybe if we did have now some figures to show that in
respect to the property that is set out in the fourth "whereas r show what the relationship was
of the assessment as placed by the government assessors to the price pa1d then it might satisfy
us to some degree or extent.

Madam Speaker, I have said thls every year and I'll repeat it again now, that I place a
lot of faith in the provincial land assessors,- so much so that it has tended to make us mediocre
real estate men kind of lazy. We have come to recognize that there is a relationship between
the assessment as placed by the government assessors and the actual cash value, and I have
said this, that‘in the Town of Neepawa if you take two times two and a half tlmes the assess-
ment.on'a Rouse or a business establishment in the Town of Neepawa - that is, the house and
the land - you will pretty well arrive at the actual value, the price that you can sell it at. On
farm lands it's getting now so that if you take about thrée and a half times or four times the
assessment, you will arrive at a price that you can sell the property at. Now, Idont't know,
and I don't: suppose anyone in this House knows, outside of probably the Minister of Mines and
Natural Resources what the assessment was on the property that is referred to in the resolution
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(MR. SHOEMAKER, cont'd) ....that is before us. Ithink we should be informed of that so
that we might consider this aspect of it;

MR, J. M. FROESE (Rhineland): Madam Speaker, Ithink this matter has been fully
discussed, It's probably needless for me to make any comments at all but since we're going to
vote on this resolution I think I'should make some remarks why I'm taking the stand that I do.

When this matter first came out it received wide publicity in the press as to the prices
paid and also the gain that was attributed to this party that they apparently made in the purchase
of, or in this transaction and the sale of this land. Now surely we cannot disregard this because
in a way it's adverse publicity for the government, and what remains in the peoples' mind is
this very fact about this gain; this remains with them and this is still in their minds, and people
today still think about this matter; what went on; were there any connections? And why were
they able to make this gain? Surely there must have been some connection. This is what
people think in general about this matter, and now that -- when we came to this Session we find
that the government is going to make an inquiry on the Totogan Farms, Well surely, if one is
worthy of notice and inquiry I think this other one is doubly worthy of an inquiry, and we, as
members, I think should know, So I will definitely support the resolution because I could not
support the Dickson Inquiry or the Totogan Farms Inquiry and not also ask that if we already
set up a commission that they look into this other matter of the Bain Estate or the Octave
Enterprises as well,

MADAM SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question? The Honourable Member for
Portage la Prairie, is closing . ...

MR. JOHNSTON: Madam Speaker, if no one else wishes to speak I will close the debate.
but I must admit I was rather at a loss to understand the approach of the Honourable Member
who is the Leader of the New Democratic Party. In fact, for the first ten minutes of his
‘discourse I thought he was the Assistant Minister of Mines and Natural Resources. He didn't
really add anything to the debate. It seems to me, Madam Speaker, that last year the Honour-
able Member from Brokenhead, Mr., Schreyer, who has now gone on to Ottawa, took quite an
active part in the debate about the matter of how this government acquired all of the land in
the Bain Estate. --(Interjection)-- Perhaps not all, but a large part of them; I will take that
back., But this year, the Leader of the Opposition seems to go with the wind. Perhaps he
would like to come down on both sides of the fence, There's a word for it - I believe it's a
mugwump - so that's all I will have to say about his contribution. *

Madam Speaker, when the honourable member who is the Minister of Mines stood up,
to ''defend'' I suppose is the word, to defend his position of last year-at this time, I could
hardly believe my ears., He added nothing new; he dragged out his 20-page speech of last
year that took him three weeks of worry, I think, to come up with, and he hacked it over and
pushed it around a bit, and .... .

MR. LYON: Madam Speaker ....PRoint, but I do like my honourable friends opposite to
adhere to the facts occasionally, I know that they can't very often, but I think the speech given
by the Leader of the Opposition was given on a Tuesday, as I recall, and I think I spoke the
following Monday. Idon't count that as three weeks, If my honourable friend does he better
go to a mathematician, I think he needs mathematical advice in any case.

MR. JOHNSTON: Madam Speaker, will the Honourable Minister of Mines and Natural
Resources deny the fact that day after day he was asked to give a reply‘P --(Interjection)-- I'm
coming to that. :

Let's look at the resolution that is before us. The government, without any other request
than their own, decided to set up an inquiry. --(Interjection)-- Nothing? Would you like to
speak on this? Go ahead.

MADAM SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question?

MR. JOHNSTON: Madam Speaker, I offered the Honourable Member the Minister of
Welfare the chance to speak. The Honourable Minister of Welfare seems to forget that last
year we had a debate and we asked for an inquiry on this very matter, but this year this
government sets up an Inquiry en another matter, --(Interjection)-- Who raised it in the House?

HON. J. B, CARROLL (The Pas): You commented on it,

MR. JOHNSTON: That is not a correct statement, Madam Speaker. I ask you to notice
that that is not a correct statement that the Minister sits in his chair and makes,

MR. CARROLL: On a point of privilege then, Madam Speaker, there was an interjection
which I heard myself attributed to the member.

Mr. DOUGLAS L. CAMPBELL (Lakeside):.... . my honourable friend speak of privilege?
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(MR. CAMPBELL, cont'd) . He's been sitting there against the:rules, 1nterrupt1ng, and yet
he raises a point of pr1v1lege Where does it come in? ——(lnter]ectlons)--- e

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie is speakmg

. MR. JOHNSTON Madam Speaker, ‘in the resolution that is before us tonight, -we have:
asked this government to enlarge the terms of the Totogan Farms Inquiry to include another:
matter, that there has been large-scale questlons and propositions:raised,; and. my-honourable
friends sit across there and pretend that they don't know about this, .:What nonsense! ‘What
nonsense!. Let us look at the facts in the resolution. The facts:in the.resolution are — and.*
anyone who cares to go to a Land. Titles Office in Portage la Prairie and check out will find
that people,. for I presume speculative purposes, bought land knowing that they could sell it
to the government with something like,$102, 500 which they did ‘not'invest .- they invested
$100.00 on an. option -'they turned around and in less:than a year netted $142,.500;

MR. LYON: Will. my honourable friend permit a question, Madam Speaker? He made’
the statement—- : ‘ s

MR. JOHNSTON: Later : R L : i s

MR. LYON: All right, fine, I know it would be embarrassing if he tried to answer,:

MR, . J OHNSTON: Now, when my honourable friend got up tonight and:referred:back to
his 20-page speech of last Session, last year, he said --and I do not have the beneflt of reading

from Hansard - but he said why didn't my friends ask for a full inquiry? And he sald ‘and-he -
used words something like this;: ''They dropped it like a hot potato, ''::Well,: Madam:* Speaker,

I have here a newspaper clipping from The Tribune, I do not have the date onit -'the date is

not on this piece but it can be ascertained:as correct if so wished, ‘and I would like to quote,

The headline is ""Full Probe Demanded on Land Buys. . Liberal Leader:Gil Molgat demanded -4
full Inquiry Tuesday into purchases of land by the Provincial Governiment, --He'threw down the-
gauntlet as the land debate gained new fury in the Legislature, producing sharp clashes between
government. and opposition members. Point by point, Mr. Molgat attacked Resources' Ministér
Sterling Lyon's rejection Monday of Liberal charges that the government:paid-too much for three
propertles it acquired from Octave Enterprlses Limited for a goose preserve . And it goes

on, : o :

Now is my honourable frlend suggestlng that we drop this like a hot potato? The questlon
we raised, and weraise. it again: Why did not the government expropriate? ‘Why did they not
treat this 11ke any other land exproprlatlon that they 1nst1tuted at Birds: H111? Why d1d they not?

I'd like to know that. -

I have here an Order for Return that came.in today under the Department of -Public Works,
and the questions asked were, showing the owners of land who had been purchased and the legal
description of land with respect to the Portage Diversion and the Portage By-pass; with respect
to the acreage purchased and the amount paid per acre to each owner on the Portage Diversion:
and the Portage By-pass. z : :

.. Another question: Details of any other payments to each owner under the following head—
ings:. description of; amount paid for each building purchased; moving costs; amount paid for
fences or other improvements; severance allowance, or other; with: respect to lands purchased
or acquired by expropriation on the Portage Diversion and-the Portage By<pass: ! -

Another question, -the total amount paid to each-owner. - Another‘question,- the date of each
purchase, Another question, the names of property owners against whom expropriitiotn-pro-
ceedings have been started by the Provincial Government, ‘and their legal description; -and ‘the -
date of the beginning of expropriation procedures. Whether any expropriations have béen com-
‘pleted if so,. the details of expropriations. :Also the question, the-appraised value'of each of-
the above propertles - and this refers to expropriated property, property already purchased or
property under negotiation and/or expropriation proceedings. : . Senitin

And I have some very interesting figures, -Madam Speaker;:in..some of the answers that
were. given, When ‘we examine the land that was taken for:the Portage Diversion'we find there”
was marsh land, -there was poor farm land, there was-average farm-land; ‘there was' prime farm

-land,; and there were some lands that were of no value because ‘of dramage problems etc

Now I would like members of the House to note :some of these prices that were paxd One
45-acre piece went for $125 an acre; another piece of 115 acres-went for $1407an-acre; another
parcel of 226 acres went for :$140 an acre; . another parcel of 5 acreas went for $20 an aere T
another parcel of 110 acres, $130-anacre; and so.on, Madam’ Speaker ‘Prices varying: from
$20 to.$125 to $140 an acre, These are to farmers on the route of'the: Portage Divergion:

. -Now.let, us-look at:the ... .that Octave Enterprises. received ‘for their ‘Tand at ‘the Tiver
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(MR. JOHNSTON, cont'd) ... end of the Diversion; not at the riverbank, where I understand
there is some valuable market garden land that has been used as- such, but ordinary farm land,

I dwelt on this at some time earlier when I said this farm had 219 acres-of which 47 acres

was unsuitable for farming - swarmp land and sandy soil. Sc really there are 172 acres involved.
Yet here is what this government paid by their appraisal methods. For 45 acres of this land"
they paid $350 an acre; for 110 acres of this land they paid $250 an acre:; for 25 acres of this
land they paid- $200 an acre; for 15 acres theyv paid $300 an acre; and for 24 acres they paid $25
an acre.

Now Madam Speaker, this is the price of the land. But it is a well-known and accepted
practice that when a farm changes hands, . the buildings are in with the farm, and the whole
proposition is based on farm land and the buildings are part of the deal. We find in this case
that the buildings were paid for also, over and above the land price. If we were to look at this
proposition the way a farmer would look at it buying land, we would find that for the 172 acres
of arable land, this government paid $442 an acre, including buildings. Mind you, this is taking
into account the 47 acres that were unsuitable, had no use, swamp land and sand. So for the
Minister to get up here tonight and try to justify this is beyond comprehension.

The Minister we nt on at some length about the people who he had making the appraisals,

HON, GEORGE HUTTON (Minister of Agriculture) (Rockwood-Iberville): - Madam Speaker,
on.... privilege. Is the honourable member going to leave the insinuation that the government,
in the case of Octave Enterprises, purchased and paid for land plus buildings, and that in the
other case where buildings were included that they didn't buy the buildings separately or value
them separately? '

MR. JOHNSTON: Well Madam Speaker, I'll make the correction. On some of the occa-
sions where $140 an acre was paid for land - and I quote from one: ‘Southeast quarter 5-13-7
West, acreage 130; price paid per-acre, $140; description of buildings, nil. - No buildings.
Now. this does not hold true in all cases. Some had buildings, some did not. But I do note
quickly three-of the prices I have quoted where there are no buildings; others there are
buildings. . ) . i .

Madam Speaker, in my original presentation some weeks ago about this same piece of
land, I am quoting from the estimate of a large food-processing company who made an offer
to buy this land. They offered in the neighbourhood of $30,000 for this land. ‘And I must
apologize to this House that when I quoted the government as having paid $65, 000 for it, 1 was
wrong and I stand corrected., They paid $75, 000 for it,

As far as the argument advanced by my honourable friend the Minister of Mines and
Natural Resources about appraisers, I would think that he would pay some attention to
appraisers who were familiar with the area, And he quoted a name tonight - I have no desire
to bring in names, but he quoted a name tonight of a person who has been appraising land in
the Portage plains for over ten years,; and his business consists largely of buying and selling
farms. So I cannot really accept that proposition that appraisers from elsewhere have a more:
intimate knowledge than one on the spot who has been in business successfully for some years.
That question was already answered, my honourable friend, We said he was not an accredited
appraiser, .

MR. LYON: He was a real estate agent, Let's get our, ... straight,

MR, JOHNSTON: Right. But dealing in farm lands, Madam Speaker, we come back to
the original question as to why all people.are not treated alike, At Birds Hill, expropriation; :
on the Portage plains for some of the Diversion, negotiation, for others, expropriation; and
by the Order for Return I have before me here, there are I believe four - perhaps there is one
more, but there are at least four - who are being expropriated. Well, why the different methods
of dealing with people who have similar land and similar locations? Would you like to answer?
You can't answer, : :

MR. LYON: It would take too long to penetrate my honourable friend's grey matter:

MR. JOHNSTON: Madam Speaker, we have based our propositions on this resolution on
the fact that there are varying methods used by this government.to buy land. Sometimes it's
expropriation, sometimes it's by bargaining, sometimes it's.by the veiled threat -"and‘the
Minister snorts, I would like to quote him something.

Here is a letter from someone who is having experience in selling land to the government,
I'd like to read the letter into the record. This letter is dated April 21, 1966. !'The Honour-
able W, C. Weir, Minister of Public Works, Parliament Buildings, Winnipeg, Manitoba.
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(MR. JOHNSTON, cont'd) .... Dear Sir: Re expropriation of our property, -We wishto -
register a protest to the way this has been handled\ ' There has been little or no effort on the °
part of the government representatives to negotiate or communicate, and little.concern has
been shown for the individual who has been kept uninformed and has been sub]ect to endless
delay and frustration, i ' -

-!'In.the early spring of 1965 we were told by an off101a1 of the nghway Department that
it would be pointless to go ahead with our customary procedures of adding several hundred
dollars in improvements to our property each year, and planting a large garden, having live-
stock, etc.  He said that we would be out within a week to discuss terms and that we would have
to move out some time that summer, . Neither event occurred and it now appears that we will
have wasted two summers before we can get re-established. :

_"'Several months later we were visited by Mr. Kuran representing the Highway Depart-
ment, who made us an offer of $16,500 for our property, which we refused: About six months
after this we were notified to appear before the Land Value Appraisal Committee if we wished
to defend or justif» the price we.wanted for our property. At this time the Highways Depart-
ment's offer was reduced-to $16, 000, '

Now Madam- Speaker, this is-what I mean when the other method of expropriation is used.

- I would like to quote and show the members here of another method that is used. This is from
one of the persons on the route of the Portage Diversion who have had expropriation papers
served on them. I would ask the members to bear in mind that there has been no written offer -
to purchase, but expropriation proceedings have been instituted as of June 17, I'believe, 1965,
These people - or this person rather - was sent a letter on March 25, 1966, saying in-effect
that the Department of Water Control and Conservation --'that we are adyised by our engineers
that the above described land will not be required for construction this year, " and stating in
effect that if the people wished to farm this land they would have to sign a lease. - They were -
given until April 4th to return the signed lease, which is ten days - ten days' notice, "In the )
terms of the lease, Madam Speaker, it states the rental but the terms of the lease are cash.
Two lines are stroked out, which on another person's land in the area gave them some time to
pay - so much down and so much time to-pay:- but in this person's lease, although they have
received no money. from the government, they have received no offer, they are required to make
up their mind and sign a lease within mnine days - and a certified cheque or -cash, 'So I -would
ask my honourzlle friends why this:different method of a leasing.  Other people had the oppor-
tunity of making a down payment and the rest at the end of the crop year, but this person did
not have this opportunity.- :

May I suggest a reason? The other party had their land deal .completed with the govern--
ment; this party are not satisfied. They have been expropriated but they haven't received an
offer, let alone the money, yet they get a demand for-a cash figure to lease.their own land, so
my‘honourable-frie'nds may wonder all they wish why we raise this question, why we raise the
question that if there is a-demand, in their opinion, that the Totogan Farms inquiry. should be
instituted.” Well then, Madam Speaker, I submit to you that there are many, many people who
would like to have the other aspects, namely, the Bain Estate deal, investigated also,.

MADAM SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion lost,

MR. JOHNSTON: Yeas and Nays, Madam Speaker please. .

MADAM SPEAKER: - Call in the Members. . The question before-the House, the adjourned
debate on the proposed resolution of the Honourable the Member for Portage la Prairie.

A standing vote was taken, the result being as follows: ‘

YEAS: Messrs. Barkman, Campbell, Cherniack, Desjardins, Froese, Guttormson,
‘Harris, Hillhouse, Johnston, Molgat Patrick, Paulley, Peters, Shoemaker Tanchak and
Wright.

NAYS: Messrs Beard, Bllton Carroll Cow an, Evans, Groves, Hamilton, ‘Harrison,
Hutton, Jeannotte, Johnson, Klym, Llssaman Lyon, McDonald, McGregor, McKellar, Martin,

* Mills, Moeller, Robhn Shewman Stanes; Steinkopf, Watt, Welr and Mrs. Morrison;

MR. CLERK: Yeas 16; Nays 27, :

MADAM SPEAKER: .1 declare the motion.lost.
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MADAM SPEAKER: Before we continue with the business of the House I would like to
read to you Rule No. 5 '"The Speaker shall preserve order and decorum and enforce the rules
and shall decide all questions of order subject to the appeals of this House. '

I refrained from interrupting the debate which we have just completed to bring to the atten-
tion of this House the conduct of two of its honourable members. Both members have been
absent during the course of this debate and I have not had time to reprimand them, but the digni-
ty of this House must be preserved. We are here as elected men and women to Conduct thebusi-
ness of this House in a proper manner, and I appeal to the members to so do. Therefore I
ask the Honourable Member for St. Boniface to return the parcel which he removed from the place
assigned to the Honourable Member for St. Vital immediately, and ask the Honourable Member
for St. Vital to remove the parcel from the House. I request that this be done immediately.
Order Please. The Honourable Member for St. Vital is required in the House. The Honourable
Member for St. Vital is required in his seat in the House.

The adjourned debate on the proposed resolution of the Honourable. the Member for St.
George. The Honourable the Member for Churchill.

MR. BEARD: Madam Speaker, I certainly would support any movement for roads in
northern Manitoba and I congratulate both the Member for St. George and the Grand Rapids
Chamber of Commerce on the recognition of the need for this type of a road which would extend
the highway system from Grand Rapids north to the Thompson Highway, aad I am certain that
the Member for Rupertsland would join with me in this, because this goes through, of course,
most of his constituency and is important not only to the Grand Rapids areabut also throughout
the heart of northern Manitoba. i

Roads are certainly necessary if northern Manitoba is to progress. Ibelieve that we

have to have alternative transportation which has been the problem in many of the areas in the
North where we are entirely dependent on one form of transportation or another. Certainly
roads encourage integration of our resource industry in the productive areas of our resources.
I would like to point out that propably there are three basic areas, Madam Speaker, which re-
quire development at this time in the North. I believe a priority and a very top priority should
be given in recognition of the necessity of the road to Lynn Lake, particularly inasmuch as the
area of Lynn Lake itself is undergoing a development which should prove to be sizeable enough
to double the town of Lynn Lake within the few short years to come.

I think secondly, that we must consider a highway system which will at some future date
connect the Port of Churchill. This is a project that many of the people in Churchill have under-
taken and also the Hudson Bay Route Association, which we are all aware of, and other inter-
ested persons, because the development of Churchill will open up many of the areas of the North
which tcday are struggling to keep their heads above water.

While congratulating the Member for St. George, Ido find that' I'm a little confused as
to the thinking of some of the opposite members, because while we are supporting roads to re-.
sources - or roads to our resources in the North -~ on one hand, on the other hand we hear the
members, such as the member for Ethelbert, who stood up and said awhile ago that we shouldn't
be investing government dollars in roads to open up our pulp resource area, that we are sub-
sidizing pulp andforestry industry by building these new roads; but he forgets or does not rea-
lize that these areas that we are opening up to the forestry industry are roads that allow the
f ishing industry to become better integrated, and it also allows for relief of the isolation of
many of these small communities in northern Manitoba which to date have to rely on either air
service or train service to communicate with other parts of the province. And so Madam
Speaker, with the integration of these small communities through the forestry ihdustry, then .
we can expect an opening up of many of the areas in northern Manitoba, and what better way
can you do it than with the harvest of our resources, and particularly, as far as the government
of Manitoba is concerned, with the assistance of industry up to 50 percent of the cost.. This is
for a public road system.

I think that in considering a public road system, secondly, to link-upthe northern part of
not only Manitoba but of Canada, we have got to reflect on the value of these resources, not only
to the provinces where they're being developed but also to Canada as a whole, and Canada as a
whole benefits in some shape or form, economically particularly, in the resource industry, in
the development of these resource industries. In pointing this out, Madam Speaker, I think
that Cianadians as a whole should invest in the public roads, just as they are called upon to in-

" vest i health, in education, and many of the other programs that we find are interlocking our
provincial program where communication and transportation allow the people to move back and
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(MR, BEARD cont'd)... forward across their country; and in considering this I think that we
should- reflect on not only oné road, not only Grand Rapids Road but on the Lynn Lakﬂ Road and
the Churchill Road and the roads to some of the other areas that are 80 necessary

This, Madam Speaker, is going to take many millions of dollars, ‘and probably these three
‘roads-alone - T am that you could foresee the day when you would spend some $15 million
Now, if we reflect back on the program which 1ntroduced roads to resources in the first place,

I believe we were allocated some $7 1/2 million, and here we are saddled with a cost ‘that is.
astronomical as far as the province of Manitoba is concerned and wolld take many years. Then
if we can cut our costs in half through our roads and resources program which is going to:
"benefit all of ‘Canada - Ithink we could then justly say that our time is going to be cut in half,
and the' developments are going to go ahead in all areas. So Madam Speaker, if we could cut
this cost in half - and possibly less than that becausé in many cases the resource industry itself
is'allowed through the resources program to contribute a third of the cost - Ibelieve that this
would help us get ahead with the job of developing northern Manitoba,

'On sitting down, I think, Madam Speaker, that in listening to the Member for Portage la
Prairie. this afternoon, he was very confused about the number of signs that were being, placed
up in his area and he was concerned about them, and I would say that if he is that concerned
then T would invite the Minister to pick up the signs and come on up to northern Manitoba, be~
caiise'we will' welcome them up there, and possibly that will also help us, Madam Speaker, in
getting northern Manitoba back on our road map where 1 would certainly like to see it. :

‘MR. JAMES H. BILTON (Swan River): Madam Speaker, if 1 may be permitted My
interest in the North ‘of course, is'well-known to everyone and by that feeling, Madam Speaker,
Ifeel that I would like to say a word or two, a very brief word or two in this. regard. I believe
the proposition't that has been put forward is well worthwhile and I compliment the Honourable
Member for St.  George in'his thoughts toward opening up northern Manitona o

The highway situation that he talks of will be well worthwhile and it has possibilities. L
However, Madam Speaker, I would remind the House that we have No. 10 Highway north from
Swan River into Flin Flon, some 300-0dd miles, _which ‘has been completed in the last eight '
or ten years, making it, I might suggest at this particular time, possibly a super highway, one
of the’ super highways of Manitoba and running parallel with that _highway, Madam Speaker, is
a long-established railwaythat feeds into the area that my honour able friend talks about. Along
that highway too are many settled communities and with the highway into Thompson that we
have now, that feeds off to No. 10 for the furtherance down to the southern part of the province
I should ‘say that No. 10 Highway has been completed “the total expense many, many, millions
of dollars in these recent years, and is an expense, as Isaid a moment ago, to.the people of
Manitoba ‘ Dl

The roads that spread out from the northern end of that highway, rooted out ‘a8 it were,
have been provided'to a large extent with the assista.nce of the Dominion Government in the Roads
to Resources, "and it is my feeling that the suggestion put forward just now through this resolu-
tion, that possibly the same proposition might be developed and 1 think in adopting that propo-
sition all of Canada is assisting Manitoba to open up this virgin territory for generations yet ‘
unborn. ' -

* With these thoughts in mind Madam Spea.ker, Iwould like to move an amendment to the .
resolution, seconded by ‘the Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain, as follows ) .

WHEREAS the Government has announced plans for’ the construction of a power develop—
ment on'the Nelson River;

AND WHEREAS all northern Manitoba's economical development depends on the orderly
development of our transportation and communication system,

“THERE FORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Government of Canada be requested to renew its
Roads to Resources program 80 that adequate funds will be ava.ilable to continue northern Mani—
toba's’ orderly development along with our recéntly- -announced program

MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion.

" “HON. GURNEY EVANS (Minister of Industry and Com.merce) (Fort Rouge)
of order.’ ‘As ;... ..
“* MR, MOLGAT LU U to this Bill as well Well my point of order, Madam Speaker, is
going to'be that the statement made does not refer in any way to the resolution that is. before
us. It neither ays "add to" or "delete" or "change" or anything of the 8
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MADAM SPEAKER:  The motion of the honourable member is out of order. ' As it stands
it would require a Notice of Motion. '

MR. BILTON: Madam Speaker, I would be very pleased to amend that if I have a momen®.

MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable member would not be able to do so without leave of
the House.

" MR. EVANS: I'm sure with unanimous consent we could allow the honourable member to
correct his mocion.

MADAM SPEAKER: Has the honourable member leave of the House to ....? No?

MR. PAULLEY: .... unanimous consent at this time to bring in a separate resolution.
It's a,... Why don't you accept it? '

MADAM SPEAKER: The resolution is out of order. Are you ready for the question?

HON. WALTER WEIR (Minister of Public Works) (Minnedosa): Madam Speaker, if I
might just say a word or two on the resolution that is before us. I think that it's a very com-
mendable resolution and I really believe, like the Honourable Member for Swan River, that it
is an area in which the government of Canada should contribute. Ihave been seeking assistance
along this line for some considerable period of time, not just for this road but for others.

Some of the reasons that are given within the resolution I think are possibly open to a
slight bit of doubt. The question of the haul distance and the cost of haul to the Nelson Develop-
m=nt, Ithink that before we could be consistent in knowing what the savings might be, we would
have to be constructing a road not just from Grand Rapids to the Thompson Road but also get-
ting it to Kettle Rapids because the projection of that would be required to give alternate means
of transportation to the site, and at the present time just going that far would require off-load-
ing onto rail from truck and other means of transportation,

Idon't think, Madam Speaker, that I'll carry on to any great extent, but I think that I
would like to make an amendment to the resolution which would read that the resolution be
amended by deleting all those words after the word "whereas' in the third line, so I'd like. to
move, Madam Speaker, seconded by the Minister of Welfare, the resolution be amended by
deleting all those words after.the word "whereas'' in the third line, and substitute therefor the
following: "all northern Manitoba's economical development  depends on the orderly develop--
ment of our transportation and communications system, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
that the Government of Canada be requested to renew its Roads to Resources program so that
adequate funds will be available to continue northern Manitoba's orderly development along with
our recently-announced program."

MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion.

MEB. PAULLEY: Madam Speaker, you're sure that this is in order, are you?

MADAM SPEAKER: I see nothing wrong with it. . g .

ME. PAULLEY: Fine, Madam Speaker, but I'd like to speak to it. . I'm sorry that I
haven't got the resolution, the amendment as proposed by a Minister of the Crown before me,
and I would appreciate it if I may be given a copy of the amendment before too long, because I
think this raises a very important proposition. Because as I listened to.the proposition, to the
amendment, it indicates to me that the Government of Manitoba, contrary to the announcement
of the Honourable the First Minister in respect of the development of the Nelson River Power
Development, has now come to the conclusion that that development is going to await the Fede-
ral Government reinstating the Roads to Resources program. My honourable friend the Minis-
ter of Welfare nods his head - and I could hear it from here. --(Interjection)-- I beg your par-
don? Waiting for my explanation? The rattle? Indicated to me the explanation, because
Madam Speaker, the Honourable the Minister of Highways has said .in effect by this amendment
that he proposed, that the development at Kettle Rapids, the development on the Nelson, is
going to have to await. ..

MR. WEIR: I did not.

MR. PAULLEY: What does your amendment say? Do you remember?

MR. WEIR: Well Madam Speaker, -my amendment didn't say anythinz about the awaiting:
of the development of a road to Kettle Rapids before it could be proceeded with.

MR. PAULLEY: Is my honourable friend aware of the amendmeat that he proposed, and
Madam Speaker, in order that I might be clarified, in order that I might be clear as to the
proposition of my honourable friend the Minister of Highways on behalf of the government,
would you, Madam Speaker, be so kind a8 to read the amendment that is now before us in order
that we are properly discussing the matter under debate.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Clerk 1s preparing copies of this and I do not have it before me.
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(MADAM SPEAKER cont'd)... If you wish to wait it will be here in a moment.

- MR. PAULLEY: Madam Speaker, I suggest we await the amendment by my honourable )
friend the Minister of Highways, because while I may be stupid,. idiotic, I sensed something
in the amendment of my honourable friend that T would like to have before me. —f(Interjection)—-
I'm wrong eh? You wait, buster. .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please. Ihave the amendment handed to me. Ican read it:

- That the resolution be amended by deleting all those words after the word "whereas" in the
third line and substitute the following: 'all northern Manitoba's economical development de-
pends on'the orderly development of our transportation and commtnications system, THERE-
FORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Government of Canada be requested to renew its Roads to
Resources program so that adequate funds will be available to continue northern Manitoba's
orderly development along with our recently-announced program."

MR. PAULLEY: ‘Madam Speaker, T am now in possession of the amendment proposed by
the government and I wasn't-too far out when I started my remarks a few moments ago. I re-

* gret very much, Madam Speaker, that at this stage in the Session I find myself in a pos1tion
-where I have to speak on this resolution which is now being proposed _by the government and I
respectfully suggest that it would have been well for the government not to have iniroduced the
resolution. I say this, Madam Speaker, because of the fact that when we were consgidering
‘the development'of the Nelson River and its power potential, when I raised some questions as
to-the development the Honourable the First Minister said that I was wrong and the development
was going to start the next morning. If I recall his words correctly, he said, "If the boys
haveri't'got out their picks and shov els tomorrow then I want to know the reason why " And that
was. in respect of the Nelson River Development.

We have before us a resolution by the Honourable Member for St. George suggesting that
insofar as the supply of materials were concerned to the Peace River or the Nelson River De-
velopment. that a road should be constructed from Grand Rapids northward to Ponton, an ex-
tension of Highway 6. And now the government by the amendment by the Honourable Minister
of Highways says that "the northern development depends on our orderly development of our
transportation and communications systems.' Get ‘the difference, Madam Speaker. The First
Minister some weeks ago said, "We're all set to go and if they haven't got their picks and
shovels in action I-wan‘ to know the reason why." Tonight a Minister of the Crown says that
our northern economic development depends on our c:derly development of our transportation
‘and communications systems.

I suggest, Madam Speaker, there's a vast difference. We have é_t transportation system
into Kettle Rapids at the present time - my railroad, the Canadiin National Railroad; andyet....
(Interjection)---Our railroad. I say '"mine'" Madam Speaker, because if and when we finish the
sessions of the House, I have to go back there to get some bread and butter for the Paulley
family. --(Interjection)-- We've already got the eggs, thanks to the Member for St. Vital.

But Madam Speaker, this is really something, that this development is now going to depend on
the orderly development of our transportation and communications systems.

And then further tothat, our friend the Minister of nghways»sag s that unless the Govern-
ment of Canada reinstitutes its Roads to Resources program so that funds will be avei[able to
continue Manitoba's northern development, we're not going to be able to do it. What logic!
What logic! How can, then, the Government of Manitoba continue its orderly development
around and dlong with its recently-announced program. The recently-announced program was:
"Here we are. We're readyv for tl:¢ development.' Now, as I say, the First Minister says,
"We're going to have ii. " .And now we have the Minister of Highways say we can't go ahead
until such tinie as the federal authority comes along and resinstitutes the Roads to Resources
program. ' ' ’

You know, Madam Speaker, it's really comical, the turn of events tonight. We had the
Honourable the Member for Swan River attempting to introduce a brand new resolution dealing
with this question, which was obvioisly out of order, and then in a moment of conflict in the
minds of my friends opposite the Honourable the Minister of Highways, aided and abetted, it
appeared to me, by one or two other honourable members of the Cabinet opposite, introduced
this ridiculous proposal. “You know, Madam Speaker Ithink in all fairness to the government,
what we should do with this amendment to the resolution of the Honourable Member for St.
George is for we members in opposition to take compassion on the government, and I'm not
often one who suggests compassion upon the government but I would suggest to honourable
members in opposition that we should take compassion on the government and by unanimous
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(MR. PAULLEY cont'd)... consent allow.them to withdraw this ill-conceived, ill thought-out
amendment to the resolution. Because I really do believe, Madam Speaker, that the First
Minister meant what he said a month or a month and a half ago, that we should get on with the
Nelson River development and that he hoped that it would proceed. As a matter of fact, since
that time.I have been watching the advertisements in our local papers and there have been
advertisements for personnel to assist in the development of the Nelson River. And now the
Honourable the Minister of Higaways turns around and says that the Government of Canada be
requested to renew. its Roads to Resources program so that funds be available to continue our
orderly development.

So I want to make an appeal, Madam Speaker, not to the government - they've got them-
selves into this jackpot - but I appeal to the honourable members in opposition; show compas-
sion, please, tonight to the government; allow them to withdraw this ill-conceived amendment
in order that the development as announced by the First Minister on the Nelson River may
progress.

MR. BILTON: Madam Speaker, would the honourable member allow me to ask him a
question?

M. PAULLEY: Oh, with pleasure.

MR. BILTON: Is the honourable member suggestmg that the CNR be denied the pr1v1lege
of hauling into the Nelson River project?

ME. PAULLEY: No, Madam Speaker. The Canadian National Railway, I am sure - and
I'm not speaking for them now - but I am sure the Canadian National Railway would welcome
the increased business on the Nelson River development.. But, Madam Speaker, my honourable
friend, a supporter of the government, my honourable friend the Member for Swan River, if
he supports this resolution, in effect is saying: 'Let's not proceed until such time as the Gov-
ernment of Canada reinstates the Roads to Resources program-in order that we can continue
northern development.' This is the difference in the opinion between my honourable friend
and myself, Again I appeal to opposition, be compassionate on my poor friends who introduced
this resolution.

MADAM SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question?

MR. FROESE: Madam Speaker, Ithink the amendment poses some questions and certain-
ly poses some questions in my mind. The amendment calls for the Federal Government to fork
up some money for the Resources Program and that in order to meet the necessary capital that
will be required for the northern development. Well, this is the very point that we questioned
about this firm that is moving in; whether it was sound; whether it had the necessary capital;
and whether it would be able to carry out its program. Now we are coming here with an amend-
ment. We are asking the Federal Government to fork up additional money for our roads to re-
sources 0 that they will have the necessary funds to meet the requirements. I think this just
points up that the firm that is moving into northern Manitoba must be weak, otherwise we
wouldn't have a request like this before us.

MR. DESJARDINS: Madam Speaker, the government is really going out in a bit of glory
this evening. This amendment has leadership written all over it. A terrific amendment. This
government is so anxious to get out of here, not only it has the eggs and tomatoes ready -
something that shouldn't be thrown in this House by the way ~ but will do anything not to accept
its responsibility. It will do anything at all. We've had committees working on certain things.
No, we don't vote on this. Or yesterday we moved motions establishing committees that will
never meet. And now, a very simple and good resolution by an opposition that's not supposed
to have any ideas at all, demanding a very, very simple thing. And the brave members across
us, disorganized as ever, with a motion, an amendment that didn't make any sense at all. Then
we had to have a caucus, a Conservative caucus, and wait until they amended another resolu-
tion, and very unusual -- the Clerk had to prepare it, and we had to wait until somebody that
knew a little bit of shorthand could take. it down, and we still haven't got a copy in front of us. -
This is -~(Interjection)-- you know what you were told a while ago. Just keep on shaking your
head.

Madam Speaker, this is the government that is giving us this leadership. What has it
done in this Session. And it's going to go to the people of Manitoba. It's going to go to the
people of Manitoba. What is it going to -~ with these kind of resolutions, with this kind of
resolution, it can't vote Yes or No on a simple matter such as this? The great visions to the
north? Thinking about the north? Oh they're anxious to go. They had all the ammunition.
This was. going to be the last sitting. .The eggs were going to fly. Well there'll be more than
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(MR, DESJARDINS cont'd) .-eggs fl jing if this government doesn't g1ve a little bit of leader-—
ship. -

I challenge any one of them, 1nclud1ng the Mlnlster of Welfare, to'tell tis ‘the kind of
leadership that.we've received in this Session. - Reports of committees that we're not goiig to
hear about; nothing will be.done.: But a lot of other committees will be set up to be "dissolved"
probably two or three days after. . And now at least if this government does -not want to'take
its responsibility, if it-must.go and ask Ottawafor everything -‘everything = why doesn't it let
the rest of the members.at least-have a chance to vote on a certain resolution ? - Wny bring-
something that is completely different from this resolution? Anything at the last minute ina”’
fit of panic. They're going to write something because why ?-- What's ‘the Teason? Because
they cannot vote Yes or-No.- This government caanot say Yes or No, and it doesn't wantto "
give anybody else a chance. ‘It doesn't want to give anybody else a chance to say Yes or No.' =
This is the courage, this is the leadership of this government that wants to téll the people of
Manitoba: "Look at our record. :

Well let us.look at the record of this government. We don't have to go éight, ten years
ago; we can just look af this Session and what has been done, and mostly what hasn't been done.
Madam Speaker, I certainly -- I wouldn't care what it is, and they can go ahead on their tele-
vision program and say, '"Who voted against this? - Messrs. ‘Campbeéll, Molgat and Desjardins "
and so on, I'm definitely not going to vote, I'm not going to be party to a'cowardly act. It's -
not the first one.. Thishas been repetitious in this Session; d thing like this, that people have
not faced the ‘responsibility; - People that want to be pensioned off. -Now I seé why; ‘they cannot
face responsibility. . What are we here for? -Why are we thinking about the ‘next election? Why
don't we think about the election of 1962, that we promised: to do'a job; we’ protmisedto accept
the responsibility ? . I ask you, -Madam Speaker, is:such’an amendment acceptmg responmbility’?
I certainly won't go for this amendment. : :

MADAM SPEAKER: - Are you ready for the question?

-MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, before the question is put on the a.mendment I'd Just
like to say a very few words. It seems to me that the resolution that the Honourable the Mem-
ber for St. George originally put forward is one that commended itself-to the members of the
House.. I listened attentively to the Member for Churchill who spoke in glowing terms -about }
the. resolution, and he told'us what it could do for the north' and how important this was - with
which I agree.. I listened to the Member from Swan River who was equally fullsome ‘in his
praise about the idea of having such a highway He did remind us, admittedly, ‘that No: 10 is"
there, with which I agree, and no one means to remove No. 10:quite ‘ooviously. -This is another
connection to northern Manitoba. - There was no-objection on the part of the Member for Swan
River, as far as I could .tell, to the resolution that is before us. -And yet what did we get from
the Minister of Public. Works? After my honourable friend the:Member for Swan River ‘was ~
unable to promote the amendment he wanted, the Minister of Public Works proposes one that
simply kills the resolution that is before us. '

: Had my honourable friend the Minister-of Public ' Works added onto the end of ‘the resolu-
tion the words: that he has, I wouldhave said we're prepared to support you. I, too, believe
that the Roads to Resources program is one that can help provinces-like Manitoba, and I ‘would
like to see it continued, -and I have said so before in this House. ‘And I am prepared to support
an independent motion recommending that the Roads to Resources program, a joint program
between Canada and the provinces, be continued. - But the amendment, Madam Speaker, does
not do that. . The -amendment kills completely the proposal made by the Member for-St. George.
It kills completely that:very thing that the Member for Churchfll stood up in his ‘seat ‘and said
that he supported. It kills completely that which:the Member from Swan River said he’ support—
ed. It kills what I'm sure the Member: for Ruperstland would be prepared to-get up in his seat
and say that he supports. - Because I think that' any reasonable- honourable member )
who looks' at:a-map- of : Manitoba  will agree that once we havé on’ the ‘west’
boundary -of the province a highway: leading up to Flin Flon, and we have in the ‘central part of
the province a highway leading up to Grand Rapids, the logical next step is to connect the
Grand Rapids one with that cross highway-that's opposite, and that after thatwe.can’look for-
ward - hopefully in the near future - to a connection from Thompson or else’to Lynn Lake or
to Churchill, :Those, Madam Speaker, I think are log1cal developments in our northern areas.

1 think we have to face-the:facts today that we are not ‘going to ‘open up our north country
unless:we:put roads: in ‘our niorth country. In the early days it may- ‘have been satisfactory to
open this up by rail.: - That.is no longer: sufficient. -In the early ‘days we ‘depended; ot by choice
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(MR. MOLGAT cont'd)... on most occasions, but by necessity, on air transport. = That is no
longer sufficient. -Ithink a good deal of otur problems in Thompson over labour matters, dis-
satisfaction in the area, were based on the feeling of isolation of the people of Thompson, and
the very fact that a highway has been built into Thompson changes completely the attitudes of
the people in that area. And I say:that we have to look forward throughout our northern areas
to roads leading into these points, hopefully that these will be in the future complete all-weather
highways, but certainly to start with they must be access routes into all of the points,

Now my honourable friend the Member for St. George when he proposed his resolution
" was simply asking for a reasonable connection, which from straight looking at the map indicates
that it is the logical next step. There is the agreement of members opposite. Now surely the
resolution that is before us in those circumstances is not a reasonable resolution. If my honour-
able friends, as I say, want to move it as a separate resolution, it will get my support. If they
want to add it on to this resolution, leaving the resolution as is and adding it on as a request to
Ottawa, it will get my support. But, Madam Speaker, I cannot support this motion when it kills
completely the resolution proposed by the M2mber for St. George, and, I repeat, accepted a
few moments ago verbally by members on the opposite s1de of the House, and I am convinced a
sensible motion.

So, Madam Speaker, I'm not prepared to support the amendment to the resolution as is.
Iwill vote against it on the basis that it kills the very proposition that we are trying to put
forward of this connection, that it kills what the people representing Northern Manitoba them-
selves are prepared to say is right for Northern Manitoba, and we are not prepared to support
it on that basis.

MR. CARROLL: Madam Speaker, I am just going to make a couple of very short com-
ments, The first is that our friends have certainly learned a great deal about highway construc-
tion since 1958 because they are now the greatest highway builders in Manitoba. They build
them all:on paper, because before that time they didn't know much about highway construction
in northern Manitooa. I lived about 100 miles from the south and I waited 17 years for that
highway to get into The Pas, and our friends a little farther north in Flin Flon had to wait an-
other 12 years, and as far as I know, these were the only highways that were built in northern
Manitoba in the some 40 years that his friends had something to do with the ‘ﬂghway policy of
the Province of Manitoba.

And talking about leadership, I just want to draw attention to the great leadership of the
Federal Government who have led us right out of one of the greatest ideas for northern develop-
ment that this country has ever seen, the vision of Jochn Diefenbaker which took roads into
northern Manitoba to help to build up and relieve the kind of isolation that our friends now say
they are concerned about. They weren't concerned about it a number of years ago. They were
dragged into these things for other reasons, They certainly didn't have much vision about con-
struction of highways at that time.

I think the resolution that is before us is a very reasonable one. I think the only way that
highways can be built is on the technical advice and with the proper planning that goes into it. -
We can't build highways on the basis of the knowledge that is presented here in the Legislature.
I think the only way it can possibly be done is to be left with the department which is in effect
what this resolution says, together with the support that we are requesting from all sides of
the House for this program, - Roads to Resources, to be renewed so that we can proceed at a
faster pace with highway construction in northern Manitoba.

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, would the honourable member permit a question? Is
he in favor of the connection of the road between Grand Rapids and Ponton. '

MR.  CARROLL: Madam Speaker, I'm afraid I can't answer that question because I don't
have the knowledge; I don't have the information. You may be able to build it for two or $3
million and that's one thing, but if it costs $50 million it's another thing, and T don't know those
facts. Possibly the Minister of Highways does, but I don't know it and I think that we are quite
irresponsible in this House if we try building highways until we get a lot more facts than what
we have before us at the present time.

MADAM SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MADAM SPEAKER: The adjourned debate on the proposed resolution of the Honourable
the Member for St. George as amended.

MR. GUTTORMSON: When I heard the Member for Churchill get up to speak tonight I
was rather hopeful that my resolution would be accepted. His remarks were all favourable
and expressed keen concern to see this resolution be adopted, at least that was the tone of his
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(MR. GUTTORMSON cont'd)... remarks. - However, when the .government amended it and-des-
troyed the resolution, I was greatly disappointed because I really thought this was d resolution
that the government would adopt in the interest of northern Manitoba and Manitoba as a whole.
Can you imagine the tremendous tourist value that we would have had here by linking No. 6 to
that highway of the north? We could have had a road from the Gulf of Mexico to perhaps Lynn
Lake, Thompson or perhaps even some day Churchill, and why the government would reject
this resolution tonight, I just can't understand it. .

The road offers great potential for northern Manitoba. It has a wealth of lakes and rivers
to draw tourists. There is a wealth of pulp stands which would be available for the pulp mill at
The Pas, and without this road going through, we can't take advantage of the resources that are
presently there. We have the Nelson River which is planned and is going to take millions of
dollars to construct, and materials that will be required for this construction could have been
transported over this road. As I said before, it is inevitable that this road will be built and we
could have used the savings on the freight to pay for a large portion of the cost of building this -
road. The terrain that this road would have to be built over is not difficult terrain. Not too
long ago a cavalcade of some 20 cars travelled over it, and I think only on one occasion did they -
have to portage over a small river, which gives you an indication that the terrain is not difficult
to build.

i I'm at a loss to understand the reasons for the government turning it down. Their attitude
toward the North isn't as great as I had hoped it was prior to submitting this resolution. I'm
afraid that the people of the Interlake, Grand Rapids, Thompson, Lynn Lake and other towns in
the area are going to be sadly disappointed by the rejection of this resolution. The amendment
which has been introduced iestroys completely the main point of my resolution, because what
the resolution says, in effect, if we get a northern Road to Resources Program from the Federal
Government. We on this side of the House hoped that the Federal Government would introduce
such a program, but in the meantime we mustn't stop progress in Manitoba on the basis of
federal policy. We have got to stand on our own feet as well, and I think if the Federal Govern-
ment —- on the basis of this resolution, we may never g2t this road built if we have to wait for
policy of the Federal Government. So I would tell the government that I think they are goingto
disappoint a lot of people and are mlssmg -a wonderfu!l opportunity to develop northern Manitoba.

MADAM SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MADAM SPEAKER: The proposed resolution standing in the name of the Honourable the
Leader of the Oppositlon.

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, Ibeg to move, seconded by the. Honourable Member for
Lakeside, that

WHEREAS education in all its aspects is of paramount concern to all members of the
Legislative Assembly of Manitoba, and

WHEREAS sound, practical and extended educ ational facﬂlties and programs are vitally
necessary to the young people of Manitoba in preparing themselves t o make their; full contribu-
‘tion to the social and economic life of the Province, and - ‘ - :

WHEREAS high levels of reading skill and reading comprehension are basic prerequlsites
to cthe attainment of an adequate education, and

WHEREAS the Royal Commission on Education, in its report in 1959, strongly and unam—
mously recommended the use of articulated phonics in initial reading instruction, and

WHEREAS the Manitoba School Trustees in 1961, in convention assembled, also unani-
mously recommended increased emphasis on phonics in the teaching of reading, and

WHEREAS for a decade, experienced and competent educators, businessmen and parents
have expressed concern at the lack of reading ability and comprehensmn among many students,
and

WHEREAS during a three year period, 1962 65, the Winnipeg School Division No 1 con-
ducted a scientific research project to compare a sight method reading program {(Curriculum
Foundation Series) with an articulated co-basal program (Phonetic Keys to Reading) in Grades.
1, I, and I, and

WHEREAS though the administrative staff of the said division reperted somewhat negatively
on this experiment, the statistics themselves were very favorable and the board trustees went
on record as approving the use of the articulated phonics system, and i

WHEREAS a large majority of the teachers who used. the articulated phonlcs system heart-
ily endorsed that method of teaching reading, and . :

4w




April 26, 1966 2345

(MR. MOLGAT cont'd)..

WHEREAS the elementary seminar reading committee set up pilot classes in September,
1965, to test six different primary reading programs, and

WHEREAS we understand no control classes were set up with which to compare the new
programs, and no scientific research data will be issued, and

WHEREAS the said committee plans to recommend a basal reading series to the Advisory
Board this spring for implementation in the fall, after 7 or 8 months' informal evaluation, and

W)IEREAS the selected reading series will probably influence educational standards in
this province over the next 20 years, and

WHEREAS it is in the public interest that this important subject matter should be further
investigated and considered by the Legislative Assembly,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that a Committee of the House, to be named later, be
authorized to enquire into these aspects of reading instruction around which controversy has
centred for several years, and, without restricting the generality of the foregoing, to consider:

(a) the educational value of articulated phonics and its role in initial reading instructions;

(b) the educational value of independence in reading and its relationship to initial reading

instruction.

MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion.

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, in the expectation that my resolution might in fact reach
the floor of the House at this time of the year when speeches are not normally listened to with
too much attention, I put the majority of my speech in my resolution, so this will put me in a
position where it is not necessary for me to explain in great detail the purpose of the resolution.
I merely want to say a very few words on the subject. I'm speaking on this matter not as an
educator, not as a specialist in matters of teaching, but as a Manitoban deeply concerned about
the obvious disagreement that exists at this stage in the whole question of reading and as a
parent who is highly concerned about his children learning to read properly.

I think the situation at this stage is this, that for several years there has been a very
active discussion on the question of the methods by which reading should be taught in the Prov-
ince of Manitoba. Some experimen‘s have been conducted and there has been discrepancy in
the results of those experiments insofar as those of us who are not directly involved in the
Department of Education or in teaching are concerned. For example, when I think the City of
Winnipeg conducted some studies, certain things were said by some groups aid then there were
minority reports by others. Dr. Moore notably took a different position. This argument is
continuing and there is certainly a deep concern in the people of Manitoba about the way in which
the children are learning to read and whether or not we are following in fact the best method.

I could give any number of quotes from various authorities to show the real concern of
pz2ople, parents, educators, businessmea at all levels. I would like, for example, to quote
from the Winnipeg Free Press, May of 1963. This was a panel that was held here in Winnipeg.
""Stenos Poor Spellers. There was consensus of an education panel discussion in the Fort Garry
Hotel Monday night sponsored by the National Office Management Association. Hugh Ross,
Department Store Executive and NOMA representative on the panel, said many of today's com-
mercial school graduates were woefully weak in such fundamentals as grammar and spelling. "

Much more recently, in September of 1965 in the Winnipeg Tribune, there was a headline:
"University Freshies Being Taught To Read." The story said: '"The University of Manitoba's
Student Counselling Service is teaching freshies to read. Many of these students have notlearned
to read quickly and comprehensively, said Dr. R. I. Hudson, head of the series. Dr. Hudson
said that all of the students who need the help could not be taken because of a lack of staff and
faellities, so the service has taken the most salvageable students."

These are some of the statements, Madam Speaker, being mad= across Manitoba by
knowledgeable people, and as I was quoting here from someone in the university , someone in
the business management field, there is a real concern on the part of Manitobans about this
whole question of reading. As I said at the outset, I don't pretend or pose to be an expert in the
matter but I know of the concern of people at all levels and I know of the concern of parents,
and there does not appear to be any consistent policy being followed at this time.

The Royal Commission on Education in 1959 made the following statéments, and I quote
from Page 131, "The Teaching of Reading." They said, ""One of the most vexing problems
placed before the Commission was the teaching of reading in the elementary school, especially
in Grades 1, 2 and 3." And then later on, Page 138, ''Advocates of the sight method have stated
to the Commission that in the case of retarded readers it has often proved helpful to teach letter
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(MR. MOLGAT cont'd)... sounds in isolation. The Commission has come to believe, that there
is benefit for all beginners in reading to have the use of this method of word attack.'":-On Page
57, "I beginners in reading are taught letter sounds in isolation, -the. Commission believes.
that parents will find it possible to help their children to learn to. read -at home,, if they-have
need of help." And on Page 58, '"With. this change, slight though it:may seem,-the Commission

_believes that what is best in both ‘methods will be put at the disposal of the.child.',; .-+ x .

] Madam Speaker 1 just want briefly to put forward the concern that is; in my opinion, . :
common across Manitoba now in many areas about the methods .of reading - the teaching we are
using, the feeling on the part of many people that our children are not learning to read properly;
the fact that there appears to have been a number of studies and reports on the subject:but there
doesn't seem to be any conclusion coming forth; and the recommendation to this -House: that.a. .
committee be 8et up to hear both sides of this question, to hear all of the-people who can give us
some advice on this matter, and to settle it.

I must say, Madam Speaker,. that I share the concern of a lot of the people of Manitoba
that our children are not being taught to read properly and I think that this is an essential in our
education system, that if that essential is missed, then the whole field of the later education of -
our children will suffer. This is a most important subject and we cannot afford to simply let
it slide by and not deal with it properly. Irecommend to.the House the establishimen® of this
committee so that we can hear people who can give us knowledgeable views on:this so-that we
can settle this matter instead of continuing as we are now with no apparent policy.

- MADAM SPEAKER Are you ready for the question? - : R

HON GEORGE JOHNSON (Minister -of Education) (Gimli): . It is incumbent upon me. to -
speak to this resolution, and in doing so I recognize that in the controversial field.such as. .read-
ing, ‘and not as a professional educator, as the Leader of the Opposition has stated he is.not an
expert in this field either I nonetheless realize that everything I say will be in.Hansard and
will be quoted back to me by the proponents of the -various methods of teaching of reading but.
since I have come in as Minister this has been one of the most active areas of discussion between
myself and the, Ass1stant Deputy Minister. in charge of curriculum, whom I consider probably one
of the outstanding men in the teaching of English language in the: Dominion of Canada, and.I've
heard that elsewhere I also say to the Committee, Madam, Speaker, that the Department were
successful in having as the Assistant Director of Curriculum one of the, top elementary teachers
_in the City of Winnipeg :

B ‘We have an elementary staff or a committee of experts who have been studying this for
the past three years. This House referred the matter to.the Advisory. Board and:-to the;depart-
"ment ~and the Advisory Board have been looking to the Elementary Seminar Curriculum Commit-
tee on Reading, which is a group of outstanding teachers from across.our province. .I am con-
cerned as the Leader of the. Opposition is, as:a Manitoban and a parent, as:we all-are in.this -

House, that our children are exposed to the best method or curriculum in reading that we can.
humanly devise But I understand .as I'read into this, that this has been under active discus-
sion since the days of the Egvptians, and.right at this moment the whole matter came to.my :.
attention today that the Elementary Seminar Curriculum Committee had. just:reported to:the
Advisory Board on this matter certain recommendations and studies which they have conducted
to date and are working with the Advisory Board in this area at this moment.. .

Like the honourable member, I can findany number of attitudes towards: the teaching of:-
reading and I also hear various reports from various parents and so.on, but we are following:a

_Aconsistent policy. After ‘all, the Assistant Deputy Minister. in, charge:of.curriculum development .
in my department. and the Secretary to the. Royal Commission on Education;:he:was very well
aware of the. representations made. All material that has come to my hands through indlviduals
or groups reporting one method over the other have been reported ta:the, Elementary Seminar
Committee and the Director of Curriculum, to the Assistant Deputy Minister .and to the :Advisory
Board,, and I'm just somewhat concerned that to set up such a study.at:this time, -while not. deny-
ing the competence of the members of the House and their right to look into-certain-aspects,. I.
feel this is an area where we could be denying the competence. of -this: committee, to say nothing
ofthe Advisory Board

_Ireally think the (b) section of the resolution as quoted by the honourable member is about
as necessary as setting upa committee to investigate the medical value of early diagnosis of .-
disease and its relationship to prOper and successful treatment.’ With respect,. I suggest that
such a committee could also set back the progress that has been made-by our-committees: to:

"date anqi take at least two. to three years to just review the:material-as they-haye, -and.I might
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(MR. JOHNSON cont'd)... report to the Committee that the Manitoba Teachers Society are at
this time embarking on a very thorough study over the whole matter and they reckon it will

_take them at least two years. ‘

I have made individual comments on the various attitudes or the various "whereases'
here, and I don't want to delay the work of the Committee this evening but I want to make one -
thing clear that does not seem to come out.. Whereas No. 5 there, for example, no one has
ever denied the importance of phonics as a significant component of reading instruction, and
I'm sure that the trustees in recommending increased emphasis on phonics were not intending
to discard a significant advance that has been made in the teaching of reading over the last
thirty years. As I said earlier, such concerns have been expressed for decades and the same
concerns led to the abandonment of the old rigid phonic-based system and the introduction of
the much maligned and inaccurately interpreted "look-say'' method that people talk about as the
present curriculum series. This statement implies that a majority or a considerable propor-
tion of these groups have expressed concern and I doubt this could be validated statistically.

Also, when the experienced and competent educators referred to in the Whereas No. 8
reported on the experiment in Winnipeg, a minority of one on the Trustee Committee challenged
their findings, and he in turn ended up in his last conclusion and his individual study, ""Actually
there should not be any controversy over sight versus sound methods of teaching reading; the
best of both should be used. ' ’

Whereas No. 9 here in the Report depends entirely on the subjective judgment of course
and the weighting of the person assessing the teacher's comments, and other assessors found
they diametrically opposed - or they were diametrically opposed in their reaction, .and the
Committee actually in Winnipeg generally was impressed only to the point of recommending
PKR as au option to the present series. Now I'm not favouring one method over the other;
I'm trying to remain objective about this. But I did receive the other day - just to show you
the concern of people across the province, and this is a letter -- I want first of all to point out
there is a policy; we are pursuing it vigorously, I can assure the conimittee.‘ All the findings .
of the Seminar Committee and the Advisory Board will become public knowledge and will have
to be reported to this Legislature in due course. All the material has been funnelled in.

But the other day, ‘a principle of ore our elementary schools in Winnipeg sent me a copy
of a latter which he sent to the parents of all the children in his school. This man is President
this year of the Home and School Association for the Province of Manitoba. "I thought I would
just go through this just to show the conflict from the one extreme to the other, and I thought
this was quite revealing. '"With so much being written, said and telecast these days critic lzing
the teaching of reading, I feel it might be appropriate to give you some information regarding
this subject. I have been a supervising principal of elementary schools for 17 years, I have
seen thousands of our primary children taught reading and have supervised hundreds of reading
lessons. I have taken post-graduate study in the teaching of reading. I am a past president and
founder of an International Reading Association. As a representative of this organization, I
attended their annual conference in New York where 3, 000 of the best educators on the continent
met for several days to study the teaching of reading. I have spoken to many parent-teacher
groupson the teaching of reading. I have been most fortunate 1n having so many opportunities
to study and observe the teaching of reading. .

"May I say at the outset it would be a sorry day for education when the lay public loses
interest in it. I am not criticizing in any way the motives of those people who are promoting .
phonics with such vigour. It has been said that education is everybody's business. "It would
be wiser to say that education is everybody's concern, as the Leader of the Opposition just .
said. "The business of educating in schools should be left to the educators in like manner that
medicine is left to the doctors, dentistry to the dentists, and so forth. It should be the concern
of parents to co~operate with the educationalists so that the home and school work can work as .
real partners in the educative process.

"The present system of teaching reading in'our schools, which includes a great deal of
phonics, was developed first by necessity and secondly by much research. People in my gene-
ration were amongst the last to be taught by phonetic approach only. I still remember the
dreary "Ah Bu Cuh' drill business which I first encountered in Grade 1. How glad I was when
we finally got the reader and began to read. The number of failures in Grade 1 under this sys-
tem was 30 appalling that something had to be done about 1t This resulted in a great deal of
research to discover more effective ways to teach.

"Another big criticism of this‘method was that by and 1arge 1t'did not produce people who
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(MR. JOHNSON cont'd)... loved to read. This is reflected in our dismal reading record among
adults, when last year in Winnipeg 17 percent of the. adult population used the public libraries.
The "Look-Say" title given by some people to our system of teaching reading is the. worst-title
which could be found. This could only be applied for the first few weeks in Grade 1 when the
teacher teaches a few dozen sight words which are part of their every-day vocabulary. Students
entering One have been told for a long time that-they will learn to read when they enter this
grade. Expectancy is high, and how utterly pleased they are when they immediately are given

a book and begin to read." . )

Then he goes on to say. '"Reading is experiencing and not word calling. However,. very
soon those familiar words are used to teach the sounds of all the consonants. Not much vowel
work is done until Grade 2, as vowels are so tricky. This is done extensively in Grade 2 and
carried on in Grade 3. In Grade 2 they get more phonetic work in vowels than we ever got in-
school. ' The main difference between the Phonetic Keys experiment and our present system is
that the vowels are begun in Grade 1. Some teachers claim they are too young and that these
very young children tire in learning these complicated rules and lose interest in reading. I
marvel at how well they do in Grade 2."

He goes on to say, ''The finest thing which can be said about our system of teaching
reading is that most children love to read and enjoy their reading lessons.' And ends up by
saying, ''Parents are chiefly concerned with what their child becomes as a result of this school-
ing. Those that continue to fuss about phonics are boxing its shadows and pursuing-a meaning-
less question. There has always been a great deal of phonics in our schools. Parents can do.
something much more constructive; they can help provide good libraries, " and so on. These
are the conflieting views. All of this material is passed on to our people and I feel that it
would not be timely at this time to adopt the member's -resolution.

"In Whereas 13, for example, I could take it that the I.eader of the Opposition believes
that any series recommended now‘wouldn't be changed for 20 years. This again is something |
we don't know, I don't think we should possibly delay any change for a further length of time,
that we should risk the possible resignation of our people if we as the Legislature are going
to determine the educational excellence of either of the various methods. I ‘am not trying in
any way to suggest that maybe the members are not competent to do this, but my own personal
opinion would be we'd be wise to leave these professional matters in the various sensitive areas
to our experts to bring in recommendations. Government must take responsibility for accepting
or rejecting recommendations and explain them to the members of the Legislature, and I.would
seriously suggest, for these reasons, we reject the resolution presented by the Leader of the
Opposition, ) ' . .

MR. DOUGLAS L. CAMPBELL (Lakeside): Mr. Speaker, may I ask the Honourable
Minister a question? I would just like to ask my honourable friend ~ and I'll preface my ques-
tion by saying that at this late hour I am not going to make a speech, unless encouraged to do so.
But I would like to ask my honourable friend, does he not think - and I appreciate his objective

approach - but does he not think that it would be useful for. a committee of this House, lay people,

to meet as a committee so that both groups, both sides, all sides, many people could come and
present their views. Doesn't he agree that it would not be .a case of us sitting in judgment-on
them but getting the information from all people who are interested and concerned about the
reading program?

MR. JOHNSON There may be some merit in the concept of having a committee of the
House examine the final recommendations of the experts as they are made to us to ask any ques-
tions, but the resolution here is -~ we're not prepared. to accept this, '"The. educational value °
of independence in reading and its relationship to initial reading instruction" ~.I'm afraid your
committee would take at least two years to get enough background in the various -arguments and
what have you to be able to make a fair judgment. And where would this lead? Possibly to all
the courses, and after all our entire program from 1 to 12 is under revision. Would we be
setting a precedent of examining the advisability of all the subject material? Reading, mind
you, is-most important, but I am somewhat concerned about - having referred this to the
Advisory Board, of sitting in judgment the way this resolution is worded. .

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The honourable member will be closing the debate. .

MR. MOLGAT: Idon' in any way want to inhibit the many members who I'm sure are
anxious to get into this very interesting debate, Mr. Speaker, but if there are no others who
wish to speak, then I would like to close the debate.

I thank the Minister for his statement. I think that what he: has said reinforces what 1
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(MR, MOLGAT cont'd)... have been saying, that there is a great deal of confusion at this stage
in this whole question. No one really seems to know what is the right thing to do. My hope was
that by setting up this committee of the House we could, at least in the minds of the members

of the House, seek some clarification on this subject. We could, hopefully, in the case of the
people of Manitoba, by having an open discussion on it where all groups could present their
views, bring out a good deal of information that would be of interest and importance to the people
of Manitoba. And while the members of that committee would not admittedly be experts in the
field of education, I am sure that as members of this House they would all be people involved
and concerned about education, that we could possibly come out with some useful recommenda-
tions to make to the experts.

This was the basis of my resolution, and I still believe, Mr. Chairman, that there is a
sound reason for having this sort of an open discussion on the subject so that all views can be
aired; all sides of the question can be discussed in an open atmosphere with newspaper and press
present reporting the discussions, so that everyone can get the value of an open explanation of
this subject which appears to me at this stage to be highly confused; and hopefully, that we could
out of this arrive at some sensible recommendations on which the people of Manitoba could de-
pend.

And so, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the resolution has merit to it. I recognize many of
the statements made by the Minister and I recognize the difficulties with which he is faced, but
I think that this would be helpful as an educational process for the members, for the public,
and to clear the air on this matter.

ME. DEPUTY SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion lost.

ME. MOLGAT: Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker.

ME. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Call in the members.

A standing vote was taken, the result being as follows: :

YEAS: Messrs. Campbell, Cherniack, Desjardins, Froese, Guttormson, Harris,
Hillhouse, Johnston, Molgat, Patrick, Paulley, Peters, Shoemaker, and Wright. ’

NAYS: Messrs. Beard, Bilton, Bjornson, Carroll, Evans, Groves, Hamilton, Harrison,
Hutton, Jeannotte, Johnson, Klym, Lissaman, Lyon, McDonald, McGregor, McKellar, Martin,
Mills, Moeller, Roblin, Shewman, Stanes, Steinkopf, Watt, Weir and Mrs. Morrison.

ME. CLERK: Yeas, 14; Nays, 27.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The resolution is lost. As Madam Speaker is away and has a
ruling with respect to the next resolution, we'll pass on to the following resolution, the resolu-
tion in the name of the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition.

MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, there are two resolutions before any resolution of the
Honourable the Leader of the Opposition. There's one in the name of the Honourable Member
for Seven Oaks.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: My mistake. The Honourable Member for Seven Oaks.

MR. PAULLEY: Thank you kindly.

MR. ARTHUR E, WRIGHT (Seven Oaks): Mr. Speaker, Ibeg to move, seconded by the
Honourable Member for Elmwood, that

WHEREAS for every role an individual plays, or is expected to play, in our society,
specific knowledge and skills are required in order to satisfy the demands of that role; and

WHEREAS opportunities must be provided to all individuals in our society, regardless
of theilr age or income, to acquire new abilities when they are required;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Government consider the advisability of:

(a) Establishing a provincial directorate of adult education,

(b} Carrying out an extensive decentralization of such adult education facilities as present

exist in order to place them within reach of all potential users, '

(c) Taking full advantage of Federal assistance available for such a program,

(d) Establishing adult education day classes beginning with academic and vocational credit

courses and then expanding into other areas, ‘

(e) Co-ordinating such a program with the Departments of Agriculture and Labour,

(f) Providing provincial capital and operational grants for such a program,

(g) Establishing courses for adult education teachers,

(h) Making greater use of publicity to promote participation in adult education programs.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER presented the motion.

MR. WRIGHT: Mr. Speaker, I almost feel like apologizing for bringing this resolution
into the House at such a late stage, but I am reminded of the days when we had our annual curling
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(MR WRIGHT cont'd) . wmd—ups and we were told that if we wanted to:listen toa good: .

speaker, we. had to get him on'the” program before the boys got too boisterous, and 1it's because

“of thé climate of weariness 0f this house that I am going to forego the preparation, in regard to

‘this resolution and speak more or less extemporaneously and very briefly.

Mr. Chalrman, I was prompted to submit this resolution because. of arecent: report in:

o the Winnipeg papers indicating that the Winnipeg School Division is; contemplating discontinuing
“the practice of allowing students over 21 years of age to enroll for day classes: in the high school.

Now the teachers ‘the administration board and the students would.agree. that the present.prac-
tice has not been very satisfactory. The position of the teachers of -adults is a very different
one from that of ‘a teacher of adolescents, and of course the interests. and experience of adults:
and adolescents are of such variance as to make it difficult to integrate adults;into.classes of
16to 19 year—olds The adult students have passed beyond the stage at which they can submit

themselves to discipline and passively accept the dictates of authority.

‘Mr. Speaker, I submit that the need for adult education simply points out the. admission
of some of the failures of our present educational system, because if. we were: able to.take chil-
dren ‘when they start school and to give the time and the necessary training to them:to find out.
their ‘aptitudes and to fit them for the best way that they can enjoy their life and to contribute to
society, but we have adult education and we are hearing much more of it these days. Now I know
that the Honourable Minister is well aware of.the need for it. In fact in Law Amendments he
proposed an amendment to Bill 16 which would allow. school divisions to-have: adult education:-
classes of to band together with other school divisions in order to. accomplish this and BE appre-
ciate his interest in the matter. o :

I believe that it is said, Mr. Speaker, -that 1f you want to get anywhere you not only
have to speak but you must have empathic listeners, and at-this stage of:the proceedings I
believe this is almost impossible. . So I would stress the fact. to-the House:thatthis:.is.an
important subject. The Minister is well aware of it.. I believe:he will disagree ‘when I have
suggested a directorate of adult education, but I don't think.~~-we are:not going:to hold to:thisj:

.we don't care whether it's a directorate of adult education or: whether it's an: ancillary part of

another department This isn't really important.. : : saived
" "The thing in bringing this resolution before:the House is- to get the light of consideration

thrown upon it and to hear what the Honourable Minister - because I imagine -he'will respond to

the resolution - and I would just like to say that I will not be coming:back into‘this‘Houge at

- the next sitting. but I want to say: at this time that I have a great regard for the Honourable ::'

Minister of Education. 1 think his is a very difficult job, and in these  days:when:we all:admft:-
that top priority must be given.to education, his task, or whoever-has the responsibility for
education, will certamly need all the help they.can get. .It-is with this in:mind‘and:submitting:* - ..
this for consideration that we want to be constructive. We think there is a great:neédfor more
money to be spent by the government toward adult education: and 1 would solimt the help of the
house to have them endorse this resolution. fay B

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable the. Mmister of Education ’

MR. JOHNSON: First of all, may I say how much, ‘and,I'm sure. my. colleagues will
join with me in.saying how much some of us will miss the Honourable ‘Member from: Burrows
who came in at the same time I did and who continued and who has: always made such:a =
(Inter]ection)—— Seven Oaks —- oh gosh, Burrows. - that's. deadly - I'm-gorry ~—the wonderful
support he has given to so many measures in the House. This one I:can assure:you, Mr,: '
Chairman, I have an amendment to speed things up which I will = I think the amendment pretty
well explains the government's position. — fiens G

I would explain to the House that the idea of a provinc1al directorate of adult education

‘was something which we gave serious consideration to in the organization of the:department,

but really, adult education - we are up to our ears in it these days:with‘everything from basic

up-grading courses throughout the province, the operation on William:Avenue, ‘the:night and

‘day classes of course at MIT, and the tremendous activity-in. the:Veocational: Branch which has
recently been reorganized into three sections which are really concerned largely with adult
education. . P el ;

We felt the amendments this Session, as the honourable member knows, have paved the

,way for the fuller type of adult education program.that I'm: sure ‘he.visualizes: in his .resolution,

and in spirit 'I agree with it but for the establishment of a specific directorate for really. what:
would be a portion of the academic.part of adult. education which we: are: now playing-such an

g actlve ro,le n,. but which we wlU. be arranging with various divisions for:the:operation:of:the: .
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(MR. JOHNSON, cont'd) ....program rather than having it come from the central source in the
department., I-can assure him though that the Assistant Deputy Minister in charge of vocational
training really is full time pretty well in'this area, but a specific d1rectorate as such Ican't
accept. :
I appreciate his resolution. It is well thought out; I accept his spirit, and I would like to
propose the following amendment, Madam Speaker - and I have extra copies here for the three
party leaders - (a) That the resolution be amended by adding thereto after the second paragraph
of the preamble the following paragraph:

"AND WHEREAS every school district, school division and school area will now have
authority to conduct full time and part time adult education courses; and

" WHEREAS the Department of Education and the Department of Agricnlture and Conser-
vation and the Department of Welfare and the Department of Labour are co-operating in the
promotion of adult education; and

"WHEREAS the Manitoba Institute of Technology is conducting varied and extensive pro-
grams in adult education; and

"WHEREAS the Vocational Centres at The Pas and Brandon and the Regional Vocatlonal
Schools will all provide extensive facilities for adult education; and

"WHEREAS full advantage has been and will be taken of federal assistance for the
promotion of these programs; and ) ' ’

"WHEREAS the Vocational Teacher Trainlng Program of the Department of Education
has been greatly expanded; and

"WHEREAS the University of Manitoba conducts an intensive program of ‘adult education;"
and (b) by striking out all the words after the word '""that" in the operational part thereof and '
substituting therefor the following: '""The Department of Education continue to expand and promote
adult education programs in co-operation with other related departments of government and the
University of Manitoba. "

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Who is the seconder of the motion?

MR,  JOHNSON: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce

ME. DEPUTY MINISTER presented the motion.

ME. MOLGAT: Mr. Speaker, I regret thatI cannot endorse the amendment proposed
by the Minister of Education. To begin with, the item here marked No. 5 is absolutely
incorrect. It is incorrect in fact. The amendment says, "And Whereas full advantage has been
and will be taken of federal assistance for the promotion of these programs ' - that is referring
to vocational programs. Well, Mr. Chairman, this is absolutely untrue. The Province of
Manitoba has failed to take advantage of the federal programs. The Province of Manitoba has
lagged behind every province in Canada, bar noné. 'Every province in Canada has been ahead
of the Province of Manitoba in the development of vocational programs; every province in
Canada hzs used the federal funds to a greater extent than has the Province of Manitoba. We _
have lagged behind even poor provinces like Prince Edward Is land and Newfoundland in our use
of these programs, and to make a statement like th1s is an absolute untruth and I do not 1ntend
to support it.

I might add further, Mr Chairman, that the operative partof the resolution proposed
by the Honourable the Member for Seven Oaks in my opinion is superior to the operative part’
of this resolution which is simply another case of the government and the Mlmster patting
themselves on the back for things which they haven't done.

MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, I was quite intrigued with the contribution ofthe
Honourable the Minister of Education and I'm sure that all members of the Assembly will agree
with him that a start has been made. I appreciate very much that the Honourable the Minister
of Education, in:my opinion, has a desire to expand the facilities for adult education in the
Province of Manitoba, but I'mi not perfectly satisfied that what has been done is suffi‘cientf for
the furtherance of adult education‘in the Province of Manitoba. ~ While I will agree with the )
Honourable the Leader of the Opposition that insofar as clause 5 is concerned of the amendment
as proposed by the Honourable Member for Gimli, our estéemed Minister of Education, which
clause states that full advantage has been and will be taken of federal assistance inthe promo-
tion of these programs, I think that there is a large area yet uncovered. I don't wantto be too
' critical at this stage of my honourable friend the Minister for Education, but I do think thathis '
amendment required just a little bit of brushing up. So therefore, Mr. Speaker, T would like
to move, if you would accept my handwriting, ‘seconded by the Honourable Member for Seven
Oaks, that the amendment as proposed by the Honourable Minister of Education be further
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(MR. PAULILEY, cont'd)....amended by the deletion of the words ''continues to" in the opera-
tive part of the amendment as proposed by the Honourable Minister of Education. Then the
‘operative part of his amendment would be: "that the Department of Education expand and pro-
mote adult education prograrns in co-operation with other related departments of government :
and the University of Manitoba. "

The purpose behind my amendment to the amendment would be a direct directive - if
this is proper English - to the department to expand and promote the Adult Education Program.

Now my honourable friend the Leader of the Opposition - and I suggest maybe properly,
Mr. Speaker - has suggested why don't I delete Item No. 5. He has definitely a point and I'm
not going to argue as to whether or not Item 5 should be deleted. It is rather difficult however,
Mr. Speaker, at this stage in the proceedings of the House to fully assess the whole resolution,
but to me the most important part of any resolution is the operative part thereof, so therefore,
Mr. Speaker, Ibeg to move the amendment to the amendment which you have before you.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER presented the motion. :

MR. JOHNSON: Mr. Speaker, could I clarify. .

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable the Member for Lakeside.

'MR. CAMPBELL (Lakeside): Well, I was going to raise a point of order, Mr. Chairman,
because it seems to me that once the-change is made that we simply are restoring what was in
effect the motion of the Honourable the Member for Seven Oaks, because this suggests that the
Department of Education expand and promote adult education programs in co-operation with
other related departments of government and the University of Manitoba. That's exactly, in
my opinion, what the original resolution was saying, although the original resolution said it in
greater detail. Iwould suggest that the amendment is out of order.

~ MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The original resolution gives a great many details as to ways .
in which the program should be expanded and the government would be committed to consider -
the adv1sab1[1ty of 4ll those details, whereas the amendment to the amendment doesn't refer to-
any details and in my opinion it is in order. Are you ready for the question?

MR. MOLGAT: Before a vote is taken, Mr. Speaker, on the amendment to the amend-
ment, I am prepared to admit that the sub-amendment improves the operative part of the reso-
lution by the removal of the words 'continues to" but due to the fact that Item 5 is.not a state-
ment of fact, that it is incorrect, we are not prepared to support the sub- amendment or the
amendment.

‘MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the amendment
to the amendment carried.

MR. PAULLEY: Yeas and Nays please, Mr. Speaker

MR DEPUTY SPEAKER: Call in the Members.

A standing vote was taken, the results being as follows: .

YEAS: Messrs. Beard Bilton, Bjornson, Carroll, Cherniack, Evans, Froese,
Groves, Hamilton,'Harris Harrison, Hutton, Jeannotte, Johnson, Klym, Lissaman, Lyon,

'McDonald McGregor, McKellar, Martin, Mills, Moeller, Paulley, Peters, Roblin, Shewman,
Smellie, Stanes, Steinkopf, Watt, Weir, Wright and Mrs. Morrison.

NAYS: Messrs. Barkman, Campbell, Desjardins, Guttormson, Hillhouse, Johnston,
Molgat, Patrick, Shoemaker and Tanchak.

MR. CLERK: Yeas, 34; Nays, 10.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The motion is carried. All those in favour of the amendment
to the amendment?

MR. S. CHERNIACK, Q.C., (St John 8): Mr. Speaker,. .

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. John's.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, the point raised I think is worthy of consideration
and I personally believe that it is valid; and that is,.the clause that reads - the fifth clause:
"AND WHEREAS full advantage has been and will be taken of federal assistance for-the pro-

+ motion of these programs, " I think is a statement of fact to which there is considerable ques-
tion as to whether or not it will be taken. This is a matter of intention and we're not sure even
of that, but certainly the question-as to whether or not full advantage has been taken is of con-
siderable question and both the Leader of the Official Opposition when he spoke on various:
occasions, ‘and our Party when we spoke on this question, challenged the government and stated
that they did not take full advantage of federal assistance for the promotion of such programs.
And therefore, Mr. Chairman, Imove, seconded by the Honourable Member for Logan, that
Item 5 of the. ‘amendment be deleted and the subsequent sections be renumbered. :
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER presented the motion.

MR. FROESE: Mr. Speaker, I will support the amendment that was just proposed. If
it weren't for this amendment I certainly would not support the over-all amendment to the
resolution that is before us, because I too feel - and I've stressed this on other occasions -
that we have not been taking advantage of the tederal grants under this section.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion
lost.

MR. PAULLEY: Yeas and Nays, please.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Call in the Members.

MADAM SPEAKER: The question before the House, the sub-amendment of the
Honourable the Member for St. John's that Item No. 5 of the amendment be deleted and the
subsequent sections be renumbered.

A standing vote was taken, the result being as follows:

YEAS: Messrs. Barkman, Campbell, Cherniack, Desjardins, Froese, Guttormson,
Harris, Hillhouse, Johnston, Molgat, Patrick, Paulley, Peters, Shoemaker, Tanchak and
Wright.

NAYS: Messrs. Beard, Bilton, Bjornson, Carroll, Cowan, Evans, Groves, Hamilton,
Harrison, Hutton, Jeannotte, Johnson, Klym, Lissaman, Lyon, McDonald, McGregor,
McKellar, Martin, Mills, Moeller, Roblin, Shewman, Smellie, Stanes, Steinkopf, Watt, Weir
and Mrs. Morrison.

MR. CLERK: Yeas, 16; Nays, 29.

MADAM SPEAKER: I declare the motion lost.

The motion before the House, that of the Honourable the Minister of Education, as
amended.

MADAM SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MR. PAULLEY: Madam Speaker, on the same division, if this is satisfactory.

MR. MOLGAT: It's satisfactory to us.

MADAM SPEAKER: Agreed. The motion of the Honourable the Member for Seven
Oaks, as amended.

MADAM SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MR. PAULLEY: This one, Madam Speaker, would be the same motion in reverse, on
division.

MADAM SPEAKER: Agreed. The resolution standing on the Order Paper in the name
of the Honourable the Member for Burrows.

MR. GOTTORMSON: Madam Speaker, perhaps we could wait until a little later on,
or...

MADAM SPEAKER: Is any member going to move the motion?

MR. GUTTORMSON: Madam Speaker, I expected him to be here and perhaps he will
be here before the end of the Order Paper, so that's why I suggested we walit,

MADAM SPEAKER: If no member moves it, there must be special permission of the
House to allow it to stand. Otherwise it drops on the Order Paper. (Interjection)

The proposed resolution standing in the name of the Honourable the Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, Ibeg to move, seconded by the Honourable the
Member for Lakeside that WHEREAS the Government has announced plans to proceed with the
development of the Nelson River for hydro-electric purposes, and

WHEREAS the full development of the Nelson River for hydro-electric purposes will
mean the construction of a series of dams and so a series of lakes, and

WHEREAS there is a possibility that with appropriate locks at these dams the whole of
the Nelson River could become navigable, and

WHEREAS this would connect key centres like Winnipeg, Selkirk, Thompson to one
another and directly to the ocean at Hudson Bay, and

WHEREAS this would open up tremendous possibilities of low cost transportation and
great industrial development for Manitoba, and

WHEREAS this would permit grain shipments directly from the heart of the continent
by water route to world markets, and

WHEREAS the studies on the Nelson River relative to hydro power already provide
much of the basic information to assess the feasibility of water transportation,
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THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that this. House recommends-that the :Governniént of
Manitoba consider the advisability of conducting an investigation intoithe possibility of estab-
lishing water traneportation from Hudson Bay, the Nelson River, -itg tributaries:and Lake
Winnipeg, at the same time as. it is.conducting its investigation of the development of l;he Nelson )
River for hydro power. ! :

MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion,

.. ...continued on next page.
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MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, my comments will be very brief. I had actually pre-
pared a very voluminous speech but I don't think I'll give it on this occasion.

The point of the resolution, Madam Speaker, is based actually on some of the studies
that have been conducted for the Nelson and I am referring to a profile of the Nelson River
itself contained in the Nelson River investigations which show quite clearly that from Hudson's
Bay to Lake Winnipeg'there are a series of steps, steps which must be dammed in order to
make the Nelson productive for power purposes. In the process of this damming there is
obviously going to be a lake built up behind each dam. By appropriate locks at each one of these
dams we would be in a position of moving, shipping, from the Hudson's Bay itself right up the
whole series into Lake Winnipeg and so eventually to Selkirk and Winnipeg or to Pine Falls or
to other centres along the lake, into Thompson which will in any case be on a waterway now
because of the damming and the increased flow in the Burntwood River. o

This would open up tremendous possibilities, Madam Speaker, for western Canada, It
would make Manitoba once again the very key to the whole distribution network of the west.

It would open up to our farmers averylowcost transportation. It would open up to many of

our manufacturers an opportunity to ship their product by a cheaper and shorter route to world
markets. There are many developments going on now in the field of water transportation. We
hear constantly of programs by our neighbours to the south to set up great water projects
through Western Canada. Very recently at the meeting here in Winnipeg of the Winnipeg
Chamber of Commerce National Farm and Business Forum a speaker from Washington, D. C.
who is a:consultant on water policy for the Ralph M. Parsons Co. of Los Angeles and New
York said, "Winnipeg Seen as Seaport'. He was seeing Winnipeg as a seaport connected with
the southern water transportation system as a result of a great inland waterway. Well, I don't
know how far his plans are into the future, Madam Speaker; they may be at this stage purely
dreams; but we are at the point now where Manitoba is proceeding with the Nelson River, not
the whole of the project at this moment, but one of the dams, the Kettle. It seems to me that
for the amount of tnoney involved, I understand that with the work that has been done for the
power project in any case, that a good deal of the work - at leastthe field work has been done,
the work required now would be mainly office work, of getting the figures out as to the levels
and what would have to be done and what the costs might be; and that with'a minimum of ex-
penditures we could find out at this time whether it is feasible to proceed along this line.

The urgency of the question, Madam Speaker, is that the engineering for the hydro pro-
ject should be done at the same time as the engineering for the seaway project, if it is to
proceed on an economical basis. I'd like to point out that the St. Lawrence Seaway was in fact
that type of a project. It is a combined power and transportation project. In that particular
case the main criterion is transportation. In our case now we are thinking more of power.
But by combining the two, there is the distinct possibility of makingthem work. There is the
added advantage of, I think substantial possibilities of federal funds. In the case of the St.
Lawrence Seaway the total expenditure was one billion, 500 thousand dollars of whichthe pro-
vinces contributed nothing insofar as the transportation aspect. They contributed strictly to
the power aspects. It is now settled insofar as Manitoba that we are proceeding with the
power aspects. My resolution proposes that we have a look while we are still in the process,
while we have not committed ourselves to steps that would preclude in the future the possibility
of a seaway, that we make the investigations now and see if it is feasible. Madam Speaker,
if this were proved to be feasible the potential advantages to Manitoba are unlimited.

ME.. STEINKOPF: Madam Speaker, the idea of locks and canals on the Nelson and the
vision of ocean freighters and even passenger ships-tied up at the Alexander docks and Selkirk
wharfs is certainly a very challenging one, and if there was any chance of it ever happening
I'm certainly all for it. I feel that the Leader of the Opposition however, might have added
in his resolution besides the commodity grains, such things as minerals and ores, that could
be shipped if this dream came true. But the concept is a very challenging one and I will support
the motion.

MADAM SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MADAM SPEAKER: The proposed resolution standing in the name of the Honourable
the Member for St. George. --(Interjection)--

The proposed resolution standing in the name of the Honourable the Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker the member is ........I am sure. Could it be held
for the time being?

g




2356 | ' April 26, 1966

MADAM SPEAKER: The resolutlon standmg in the name of the Honourable the Leader
of the Opposition.
MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker I beg to move, seconded by the Honourable the Member
for Lakeside:
WHEREAS the permanent closmg of the San Antomo Gold Mme at Bissett, Manitoba,
will have a serious and lasting effect on the economy of this provmce, and upon the residents
of the town of Bissett, and
WHEREAS Manitoba's industrial development ‘according to the government's own
economic consultants, is lagging behind other provinces, and
WHEREAS every possible and sensible step should be taken by the government of
Manitoba to retain present industries in Manitoba, in addition to trying to get new ones, and
WHEREAS the principal reason given by the government for the closing of the mine is
- that there is a shortage of labor, and
WHEREAS the Government of Manitoba has not at this time, either itself or jointly with
the management of the mine, taken any action to preserve the mine for the future or to con-
tinue its operation now, and '
WHEREAS the opportunity of preserving the mine will be lost if immediate action is not
taken, .
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: ‘ o
1. the government of Manitoba immediately arrange a meeting in Winnipeg with the
senior officers of the San Antonio Gold Mines representatives of the federal govern-
ment, “for the purpose of exploring every possible means of preserving the mine
an’d keeping it in operation; '

2. the government of Manitoba immediately give consideration to the advisability of
arranging for a survey of the gold and other mineral resources in the area of
Bissett and for a study of the economic feasibility of mining operations in the area;

3. consideration be given immediately to a joint job-training plan with the federal
governmeént and the San Antonio Gold Mines to provide mine workers for Bissett,
in particular from the Indian and Métis population in the area on the east side of
Lake Winnipeg;

4. the government of Manitoba urge the federal government to take whatever steps
are necessary to promote the immigration into Canada, of persons suitable for
performing work of the type required in the mine at Bissett, and in other mines
in Canada;

5. the governrhent prepare a study of alterndate means of developing the Bissett
area should it prove impossible to preserve the San Antonio Gold Mine, and that
particular attention be given to the development of the area for purposes of
recreation and tourism. s

MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion.

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, I think once again here thatthe bulk of my reasons
for moving the resolution are in the resolution itself. My concern is for the continuation of
an industry that now exists in Manitoba and unless steps are taken immediately to prevent the
dismantling of the mill :itself, an industry which certainly will not re-open in the province.

I recognize fully the difficulty with Gold Mines in Canada. I believe that we have here
the opportunity with joint federal action in the field of training, the possibility of setting up a
mining school, various other means of this sort, that none of them should be overlooked at '
this time to see if we can continue this mine. I feel that atthe moment the management of
this mine has moved away.from Manitoba to Toronto and that there may not be the concern on
the part of the present management for the preservation of an industry for the province of
Manitoba. I think there would be some sound reasons for the province of Manitoba to encourage
a meeting between the present mine officials, all of the directors, the government of Manitoba,
the federal government to see what steps can be taken. It seems to me that if it were feasible
to have the management of this mine returned to the province of Manitoba that this might be
an improvement insofar asthe attitude towards the-development and the kee¢ping of this industry
here. The specific steps that we recommend I think are clear and need not have any further
elucidation from me at this time.
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MR. LYON: Madam Speaker, I intend to follow the salutary example of the I_eader of
the Opposition and be very briefin responding to his resolution.

First of all I must say that the government cannot support the resolution for reasons
which will become apparent very shortly. 1 refer first of all to the second last paragraph in
the preamble on the tope of Page 18 of the Order Paper, which says "WHEREAS the Govern-
ment of Manitoba has not at this time, either itself or jointly with the management of the mine,
taken any action to preserve the mine for the future or to continue its operation now.' 1
suggest, Madam Speaker, that this is a misstatement of fact because of course, this action
has been taken in the past, has been taken over the past three years. As I mentioned during
the debate on this matter, some weeks ago, this mine has been on the verge of closing on
more than one occasion and joint action has been taken before in order to preserve it. I'm
thinking more particularly of the joint Federal-Provincial and Mine meeting that was held in
Ottawa last fall,” last November at the instance of the Province of Manitoba and the Mine
Management, at which time the final subsidy was arranged. '

I go down the operative clauses of the resolution, the first one "that there be a meeting
between the province, the federal and San Antonio.' I tell my honourable friend that that
meeting was held six months ago, so there is no point in suggesting that there be a further
meeting. I also tell him that from the discussions we have had, or the correspondence we
have had with Ottawa since the announcement of the mine closing, that they have indicated
categorically, that they have no intention whatsoever of putting another nickel into this mine
by way of subsidy, because they accept the fact that the cost-price squeeze is such that the
mine cannot operate economically. This is not my statement. This is the statement of the
Minister of Mines of the Federal Government. :

No. 2. That the government arrange for a survey of gold and other mineral resources
in the area. That Madam Speaker was done a year ago. Project Pioneer is presently under-
way; the most thorough-going geophysical, geological exploratlon that's ever been undertaken -
in the Province of Manitoba; again a year late.

No.3. A joint job training plan with the Federal Government and San Antonio Gold Mines
to provide mine workers for Bissett. That was done - again too late. A good suggestion, a
worthy suggestion; but two pilot schools were operated at San Antonio Mine long before the
announcement of closing took place, with very mediocre results, very mediocre results, and
as a result they couldn't get the men that they wanted.

The latter part of that resolution, the Indian and Metis population in the area on the
East side of Lake Winnipeg. I must tell my honourable friend that San Antonio Mines have
had full-time recruiters in the field in Manitoba and all over Canada for the last 18 months
that I am aware of. And particularly with respect to Indian and Metis, let me tell him as an
example that the Fort Alexander Indian Reserve which was very close by San Antonio, or close
to Bissett, San Antonio had many circulars, posters, advertisements on the Reserve; they
offered to train, they offered to employ, they offered to transport Indian or Metis people from
that community. The answer they received according to my information by and large from the
population there was that they were not interested in 'underground' work - and I stress the
underground portion, because there is some tendency apparently on the part of Indian and
Metis, Indian people particularly, to be very hesitant about going underground in mines.

In any case I suggest to him that the mine has been in operation in that community for
well over-thirty years and that if this kind of labour were available, it would have been avail-
able long before this point and it would have been available three years ago with all of the
efforts that were made by the mining company.

One other matter that could be mentioned is that with the active pulp cutting going on in
that area, Indian and Metis workers I am told can earn up to $30 a day during the active cutting
season for surface work, This is part of the problem that the mine has faced in all occupa-
tions in trying to get people from other occupations to come into their own. As was mentioned
in the debate, they can't compete on a price basis. Their base rate is $1.92; the base rate
in the base metal mines is $1.00 higher, 45 percent higher. They can't compete; they haven't
got enough money to compete, it's an uneconomic operation,

The fourth point is an interesting point, the question of immigration. There is a grade’
10 minimum level provided by the Federal Immigration laws at the present time. There was
a recent editorial in the Northern Miner, which my honourable friend may or may not have
seen, which pointed out that in the present situation it is very highly unlikely that a person
having this degree of education would get into the mining field first of all, or if indeed they
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(MR. LYON cont'd),......did get in, would stay.in the f1eld for very long when they could
gravitate into other trades in that field.

The final point that the government prepare a study of alternate means Thls has been
going on for some time, Madam Speaker.. There are all kinds of suggestions, some: of which.
are before us at the present time and all in all, to be brief, the best I can say to my -honourable
frlend is that I think he is well motivated in moving the resolutlon but really there is.no point
in supporting it, because the bulk of what he seeks to be done, is already being done or has:
been done.

MR. PAULLEY: Madam Speaker on this resolutlon, if 1 may ]ust make a br1ef comment
I am sure that all Members of the House are concerned with what is going to happen and.is
happening insofar as Bissett is concerned. The Honourable Leader of the Opposition has ..
proposed a resolution dealing with this question. It seems to me that the Honourable the Minis-
ter of Mines and Natural Resources has certain objections to the resolution proposed by the
Leader of the Opposition, among which is the fifth WHEREAS in the resolution as proposed.by
the Honourable Member for Ste. Rose the Leader of the Opposition which states WHEREAS the
government of Manitoba has not at this time either by itself or jointly with the management of
the mine, taken any action to preserve the mine for the future or to continue its operation now.

I suggest, Madam Speaker, that I think I must agree with the Honourable the Minister - -
of Mines and Natural Resources that the Government of Manitoba has done this; . because in,
concert with the Honourable the First Minister, the Leader of the Opposition and myself, we
did endeavour to make some arrangements whereby the mine could continue, .and as a result,.
‘the Provmce of Manitoba dld ‘putup a conmderable amowunt of -money for the continuation. of the
mining operatlon at Bissett. . :

So therefore, Madam Speaker, I would like to suggest an. amendment to the resolutlon
in order that the resolutlon be brought back into its proper perspective.to recognize that the ::
government of Manitoba as I indicated a moment ago has by joint action-of this legislature, .
taken steps to see that the mine continue its operation, ..So therefore; Madam Speaker, .1 would
like to move, seconded by the Honourable Member. for Logan, that the fifth whereas be :deleted
from the resolution,

MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion and. after a voice vote declared the motlon lost

MADAM SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question?

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, I'll not take any time at this t1me except to say thlS, .
the reply given to me by the Minister of Mines and Natural Resources is simply one of:de-
featism. He says we have done everythmg that we can. I don't agree that everything that
could be done has been done. I'll admit the government has taken steps, I didn't deny: that.

We have assisted and approved of the steps taken in the past but.I think that at this stage when
the mi'n‘e is closing that there could be a last effort made by the government.to see: if action.
could not be taken at this time to prevent the final closing of this 1ndustry for the Provmce of .
Manitoba. : :

So far as the statement of the Mmlster regardmg what has been done, he spoke about the
Ploneer PrOJect but he didn't give us any results, and if in fact, the. Pioneer Project.shows
that there is ore of mineable quality there, then I think this.is the basis of taking the .other:
steps to see to it.that we can preserve this industry for the people of Manitoba and employment
for the people in that area.

MADAM SPEAKER put the questlon and after a v01ce vote declared the motion lost

MR. MOLGAT: Yeas and Nays, Madam Speaker. .

MADAM SPEAKER: Call in the members. The question before the House the proposed
resolution standing in the name of the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition.

A standing vote was taken, the result being as follows: :

"YEAS: Messrs: Barkman Campbell, Cherniack, DeSJardms Froese, Guttormson,
Harris, Hillhouse, J ohnston, Molgat, Patrick, Paulley, Peters Shoemaker, Tanchak and-:
Wright. '

NAYS:; Messrs Beard, Bllton, Bjornson, Carroll, Cowan, Evans, Groves, Hamllton,
Harrison, Hutton, Jeannotte, Johnson, Klym, Llssaman, Lyon, McDonald, McGregor, - -
McKellar, Martin, Mills, Moeller, Roblin, Shewman, Smellie, Stanes, Stelnkopf Watt, Weir
and Mrs. Morrison,

MR CLERK: Yeas, 16; Nays, 29.

MADAM SPEAKER I.declare the motion lost.
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‘MR. GUTTORMSON: Madam Speaker, could I read my resolution now? I admit I was
out of the House for a moment and .

MR. ROBLIN: Madam Speaker, I think the Order has dropped to the bottom of the Order
Paper and my honourable friend will have to wait,

MR. GUTTORMSON: Thank you.

MADAM-SPEAKER: The proposed resolution standing in the name of the Honourable the
Member for Lakeside.

MR. CAMPBELL: Madam Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable the Member
for Selkirk, WHEREAS Brandon College, through its distinguished record of academic and
community achievement, has demonstrated its qualifications for recognition as a university,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the government consider the advisability of esta-
blishing Brandon College as a university under a name to be selected by the Board, Faculty
and present students of the College, by such methods as they may determine.

MADAM SPEAKER: Moved by the Honourable the Member for Lakeside, seconded by
the Honourable the Member for Selkirk. I have had the resolution of the Honourable the Member
for Lakeside under consideration. The proposed resolution of the honourable miember refers
to a matter which has already been decided upon by the Legislature. May I refer the honourable
member to Bill 71, an Act respecting the Establishment of Universities. And therefore I must
rule that the proposed resolution is out of order.

MR. CAMPBELL: Madam Speaker, do yourule, then, that Bill 71 actually established
Brandon €ollege as a university?

MADAM SPEAKER: I have given my ruling.

MR. CAMPBELL: I am asking for an explanation of your ruling, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: I have no obligation to give you an explanation for my ruling.

MR. CAMPBELL: But Madam Speaker, I'm not asking for an explanation of the ruhng
itself, I am just wanting to know the basis of the rule. :

MADAM SPEAKER: I have given my ruling and it stands.

MR. CAMPBELL: Well Madam Speaker, I have no optlon then but to challenge your
" ruling.

MADAM SPEAKER: Call in the members. The questlon before the:House: Shall the
ruling of the Chair be sustained? Lo

A standing vote was taken, the result being as follows:

YEAS: Messrs. Beard, Bilton, Bjornson, Carroll, Cowan, Evans, Groves, Hamilton,
Harrison, Hutton, Jeannotte, Johnson, Klym, Lissaman, Lyon, McDonald, McGregor,
McKellar, Martin, Mills, Moeller, Roblin, Shewman, Smellie, Stanes, Steinkopf, Watt and
Mrs. Morrison.

NAYS: Messrs. Barkman, Campbell, Cherniack, Desjardins, Froese, ‘Guttormson,
Harris, Hillhouse, Johnston, Molgat, Patrick, Paulley, Peters, Shoemaker, Tanchak and
Wright.

MR. CLERK: Yeas, 28; Nays, 16,

MADAM SPEAKER: I declare the motion carried.

The proposed resolution standing in the name of the Honourable the Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. MOLGAT: Madam Speaker, before I move the resolution itself, I wonder if I might
have leave of the House to withdraw or delete from the resolution Paragraph 3. At the time
that I introduced the resolution to the House, Paragraph 3 in'my opinion was a correct state-
ment of fact. Since then,the Minister in charge has moved concurrence in the report so
Paragraph 3 no longer applies, but I had no means of knowing that when T originally gave this
resolution to the Clerk. So, if I have leave of the House, I would move the resolution without
Paragraph 3. : :

MR. ROBLIN: I think, Madam Speaker, that my honourable friend had better read the
resolution as. it is, and then when itis ...... may amend it afterwards if he feels it is not
correct.

MR. MOLGAT: Well, the only danger in that, Madam Speaker, is that Madam Speaker
may rule it out of order on the basis of Paragraph 3, and therefore there is not:much point in
my moving it with Paragraph 3 in it and have it ruled out of order; whereas without Paragraph
3 I believe that it is in order and therefore could proceed. If it's not going to be in order, I .
obviously can't have anyone amend it, so I ask leave of the House to delete Paragraph 3 and
move the balance.
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MR. ROBLIN: -Madam Speaker,- if no one else was to raise the pbint of order when the
resolution is read, with or without the paragraph, I would ask that attention be drawn to the -

~fact that it attempts to resolve something that has already been settled. The fate of the ombuds-
man idea has been settled by the disposition we made of the report of the select committee;
and therefore, in my view, whether you have this Paragraph 3 in or out,  it's still out of order.
And I would certainly raise that point ' when my honourable friend presents his resolution.

MR. MOLGAT: Well Madam Speaker, I obviously don't have leave of the: House so I'll
introduce my resolution as it was originally proposed.

I beg to move, seconded by the Horiourable Member-for Lakeside, -that

WHEREAS the Standing Committee on Statutory Regulations and Orders sat during the
past year to study, among other matters, the advisability of having an "Ombudsman' or '""Public
Protector" for Manitoba;- and

WHEREAS the report of the Committeé which was presented to this Legislature on’
February 23, 1966, recommended that the Committee hear Sir Guy Powles, the New Zealand
Ombudsman, before making its final recommendation to the Legislature, and "

WHEREAS the Committee heard Sir Guy Powles on.March 1, but since then no action
‘has been taken by the Honourable the Attorney-General, Mr. McLean, Chairman of the
Committee, to move concurrence. in the report or to re-open the question of an "Ombudsman"
or '""Public Protector', in spite of repeated questions from the opposition benches, and

WHEREAS the indications are that the House will be prorogued or dissolved by the
government before any decision is made on this most important matter for the protection of
the individual,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that this House recommends that an officer to be known
as "The Public Protector for Manitobans' be appointed.

MADAM SPEAKER: Moved by the Honourable the Leader of the Opp051t10n, seconded
by the Honourable Member for Lakeside.

I have had this resolution under consideration. ‘The subject matter -contained in the
proposed resolution of the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition has been dealt with at this
present Session. Concurrence has been moved. The committee appointed by the House this
morning has been instructed to consider the matter. In my opinion, the Legislature has given
its policy and its decision on this matter Therefore, I must rule that the resolution is out of
order.

Is it the wish of the House to call the ceees

MR. ROBLIN: Madam Speaker, I think that we would be very pleased to ‘hear from the
Honourable Member for St.- George.

MADAM SPEAKER: The proposed resolution standmg in the name of the Honourable
the Member for St. George.

MR. GUTTORMSON: Thank you, Madam Speaker. I move, seconded by the Member for
Emerson, that

WHEREAS there is much concern about the extremely low level of water in Lake St.
Martin; and

WHEREAS there was a time when Lake St. Martin supplied a large amount of marketable
fish; and

WHEREAS Lake St.- Martin was considered by fisheries authorities to: be one of the best
Whitefish spawning grounds in Western Canada; and :

WHEREAS Lake St. Martin is still'one of the few natural spawning grounds for Whitefish
in Manitoba; - and

WHEREAS the low water in Lake St. Martm deprlves many. fishermen of a source of -
livelihood; and

WHEREAS as a result of the low water there is a large winter kill of all species: of fish
caused by the ice freezing to the bottom in many areas; -and

WHEREAS a few years ago Lake St. Martin was an angler's paradise attractmg tourists
to the Interlake; and '

WHEREAS if the flow of water could be regulated the lake would remain fresh and pro-
vide a breeding ground for. waterfowl and muskrats; '

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the government consider the advisability of im-
mediately constructing a control dam on the Dauphin River with a fish ladder or opening for
the migration of fish so that the water level of Lake St. Martin can be regulated and at the
time allow fish to move freely back and forth between Lake Winnipeg and Lake St. Martin,
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MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion. . :

MR. GUTTORMSON: Madam Speaker, I'll be extfemely brief. This has been a resolu-
tion of a proposal that I have made for several years. The problem has been caused since the
construction of the Fairford Dam which, because — in the interest of keeping the water level
of Lake Manitoba at a reasonable height. There isn't water flowing downstream into Lake
St. Martin as there used to, and consequently Lake St. Martin is virtually dry all the time.
The only way that we can keep water in Lake St. Martin is to put a dam to keep the water in
the lake, because of the downstream flow of the Dauphin River.

As the resolution points out, Lake St. Martin was one of the best Whitefish spawning
grounds in North America and it would be a shame that we don't restore this in the interest of
the fishing industry, particularly that of Lake Winnipeg. It was a wonderful waterfowl area.
The fishing industry provided livelihood for a great number of people in the area, and not too
many years ago, this government, at my request, put in a small beach on this Lake which has
now gone by the board because of the water situation. So I would urge the government to
accept my resolution in the interest of the province and the fishing industry as a whole.

MR. HUTTON: Madam Speaker, I am not going to make a very long speech. I was
hoping that the Honourable Member for St. George though would give credit where credit is
due here and inform the legislature that his resolution was moved by the Area Development
Board of Camper-Gypsumville, It has been submitted to the Department. It's a very good
resolution. There is a great deal of merit in the argument. It does prove that ARDA and the
local committees in the Interlake are doing something and are achieving something, and this
particular request for a control structure on Lake St. Martin is included in our over-all pro-
gram, development program for the Interlake.

There is just one thing wrong with the resolution as submitted by the Honourable Member
for St. George, and that is that he says 'immediately'. If he would allow me to make a slight
amendment I can support his resolution. Therefore I move, seconded by the Honourable the
Minister of Mines and Natural Resources, that the resolution be amended by deletion of the
word "immediately" in the fifth last line thereof.

MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion.

MR. GUTTORMSON: Madam Speaker, being in a benevolent mood I'11 be happy to
accept the amendment made by the Minister of Agriculture. It's quite true that this is a request
made by that Board, but this is a request that we have made several years previous to this in
the House and asked for this, so ......

MADAM SPEAKER put the question and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MADAM SPEAKER: ........main motion the proposed resolution standing in the name
of the Honourable Member for St. George, as amended. '

MADAM SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion
carried. . :

His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor having entered the House and being seated on the
Throne, Madam Speaker addressed His Honour in the following words:

May it please Your Honour, The Legislative Assembly, at its present Session, passed
several Bills, which, -in the name of the Assembly I present to your Honour and to which Bills
I respectfully request Your Honour's Assent.

MR. DEPUTY CLERK:

.No. 2 - An Act to amend The Municipal Board Act.

No. 3 - An Act to amend The Municipal Boundaries Act.

No. 4 - An Act to amend The Winter Employment Act.

No. 5 - An Act respecting Travel on Highways, and the Operation of Vehicles thereon.

No. 7 - An Act to amend The Summary Convictions Act.

No. 9 - An Actto amend The Income Tax Act (Manitoba), 1962.

No. 14 - An Act to amend The Public Housing and Urban Renewal Act.

No. 15 - An Act respecting Transfer of the Assets and Liabilities of The Community
Chest of Greater Winnipeg to the United Way of Greater Winnipeg and to
repeal the Acts of Incorporation of The Community Chest of Greater Winnipeg.

No. 16 - An Act to amend The Public Schools Act (1).

No. 17 - An Act to amend The St. James Charter.

No. 21'- An Act to amend An Act to incorporate '""The J. W. Dafoe Foundation''.

No. 24 - An Act to amend The Crop Insurance Test Areas Act.
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CLERK cont'd)....... i
- An Act to amend The Livestock and L1vestock Products Act R
-~ An Act to amend The Employment Services Act T

ZAn Act to amend The Child Welfare Act. ‘

-~ 'An Act to establish the Wards in The Rural Mumc1pal1ty of North Klldonan

. ‘and to Decrease the Number of Members of ‘the Counc11 of the Mummpahty

"~ "An Act to amend The Prearranged Funeral Serv1ces Act

= An Act respecting The Town of kaler

- An Act to amend The Water Power Act.

~ An Act to amend The Gas and Oil Burner Act.

- An Act respecting the Reception, Care, . Treatment Custody, and Rehab1hta—
tion of Juvenile and Adult Offenders. o

- An Act respecting the Registration of Ps’ychologists. o

- An Act to amend The Manitoba Telephone Act.

- An Act to amend The Veterinary Seryvices Act.

- An Act'to amend The Manitoba Teachers' Society Act.

- An Act to'amend The Plant Pests and Diseases Act.

- An Act to incorporate the Rabbi Kravetz Foundation.

- An'Act to incorporate St. Paul's College and St, Paul's ngh School

- An Act to amend The Labour Relations Act (1)."

- An Act to amend The Noxious Weeds Act.

- ‘An Act to amend The Department of Mun1c1pal Affa1rs Act

- "An Act to amend An Act to 1ncorporate the S1nk1ng Fund Trustees of The
Winnipeg School Division No. 1. o

- An Act to amend The West Kildonan Charter -

- 'An Act respecting Transfer of present and prospectlve Assets and L1ab111t1es
of The University of Manitoba Fou.ndatlon to The Wmnlpeg Foundatmn

< An Act to amend An Act to incorporate "Grace Hospxtal"

- An Act to amend The Employment Standards Act.

- An Act to amend An Act to 1ncorporate The Trafalgar Savmgs Corporatmn.

- An Act to 1ncorporate Man1toba Conference Corporatmn of the Seventh—day,» »

“Adventist Church.

- An Act'to amend Certain Acts respecting The North West Li levators |

Association.

= "An Act respecting Embalmers and Funeral D1rectors

-, An Act to incorporate The Wildlife Foundatlon of Mamtoba

= An Act'to amend The Municipal Act.

- An Act respecting The Diocese of Rupert's Land. e

- An’Act respecting Annual Vacations with Pay for Employees.' o

- An Act respecting The Manitoba Development Fund. B

=~ An Act to amend The Workmen's Compensanon Act

-7 An Act to amend The Liquor Control Act.

- An Act to amend The Consumers' Credit Act.

- An Act to amend The Securities Act.

- An Act to incorporate Brandon Community Chest.

- An Act to validate certain By-laws of The Town of Dauphm and.The’ Rural
Municipality of Dauphin and to enlarge the Boundanes of The Town of Dauphin.

- An Act to amend The Credit Unions Act,

- An Act respecting The Rural Mumclpahty of Old Klldonan and The C1ty of
West Kildonan.

- An Act to amend The Department of Agnculture and Conservatlon Act

- An Act to amend The Civil Service Superannuatlon Act .

- An Act to amend The Public Schools Act (3).

- "An Act respecting the Incorporation of The Town of Thompson )

- An Act to amend The St. James Charter a.nd to validate _By—law No. 10109 of
The City of St. James. ’

- An Act to amend An Act to incorporate St. .J a.mes Scholarship Foundation.

- An Act to amend The Teachers' Pensions Act.
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(MR. DEPUTY CLERK cont'd).......

No. 98 - An Act to amiend The Transcona Charter.

No. 99 - An Act respecting The Village of Powerview.

No. 101 = AnActto validate Certain By-laws of The Town of The Pas, and to enlarge
the Boundaries of The Town of The Pas and the Boundaries of The Kelsey
School Division No. 45.

No. 102 - An Act to amend The Education Department Act.

No. 103 - An Act to amend An Act to Incorporate '""Brandon College Incorporated’.

No. 104 - An Act to disestablish The Town of Brooklands, dissolve The School District
of Brooklands Number 1440 and to amend The St. James Charter.

No. 105 - An Actto establish a Commission to Recommend the Reorganization of
Boundaries of Local Government Units.

No. 106 - An Act to incorporate The Manitoba Institute of Registered Social Workers.

No. 108 - An Act respecting the Establishment of The Manitoba Agricultural
Productivity Council.

No. 109 - An Act to amend The Metropolitan Winnipeg Act.

No. 110 - An Act to amend Certain Provisions of the Statute Law and to correct
certain Typographical Errors in The Statutes.

No. 111 - The Commissioner of Northern Manitoba Affairs Act.

No. 112 - An Act respecting Agreements made with respect to the Canada Pension
Plan,

No. 113 - An Act respecting The City of Brandon.

No. 114 - An Act to amend The Optometry Act.

No. 115 - An Act to amend The Brandon Charter.

No. 116 - An Act to amend The Winnipeg Charter, 1956, and to validate By-laws
Nos. 19061, 19190 and 19204 of The City of Winnipeg.

No. 118 - An Act respecting The City of Portage la Prairie.

No. 119 - An Act to amend The Agricultural Societies Act.

No. 120 - An Act for the Relief of Tjitske Medgyes, Feikje Bosma and Tina Stuve.

No. 121 - An Act to amend The Social Allowances Act.

No. 122 - An Act to amend The Public Utilities Board Act.

No. 124 - An Act respecting The Department of Tourism and Recreation.

No. 125 - An Act to amend The Development Authority Act, 1963.

No. 126 - An Act respecting Access to Certain Highways and the Control of Land
along Certain Highways.

No. 127 - The Mineral Exploration Assistance Act.

MR. CLERK: In Her Majesty's name, His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth assent \
to these bills.

MADAM SPEAKER: We, Her Majesty's most dutiful and faithful subjects, the Legisla-
tive Assembly of Manitoba in session assembled, approach Your Honour with sentiments of
unfeigned devotion and loyalty to Her Majesty's person and Government and beg for Your
Honour the acceptance of these Bills:

No. 55 - An Act for Granting to Her Majesty Certain Sums of Money for the Public
Service of the Province for the Fiscal Year ending the 31st day of March 1967.

No. 22 - An Act to authorize the Expenditure of Moneys for Capital purposes and to
authorize the borrowing of the same.

MR. CLERK: His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth thank Her Majesty's dutiful
and loyal subjects, accepts their benevolence and assents to these bills in Her Majesty's
name,

HIS HONOUR RICHARD S. BOWLES, Q. C. (Lieutenant-Governor): Madam Speaker and
Members of the Legislative Assembly: The work of the Fifth Session of the Twenty-Seventh
Legislature has now been completed. I wish to commend the Members for their faithful
attention to their duties and to convey my appreciation of your concern for the public interest
and for the general welfare of our province. I thank you for providing the necessary sums of
money for carrying on the public business. It will be the intention of my Ministers to ensure
that these sums will be expended with both efficiency and economy by all departments of
government.
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In relieving you now of your present duties arid declaring the Fifth Session of the Twenty-
Seventh Legislature prorogued, I give you my best wishes and pray that under the guidance of
Divine Providence, our Province may continue to provide the things which are necessary for
the health and the happiness and the well-being of all our people.

MR. STEINKOPF: It is the will and pleasure of the Lieutenant-Governor this Legisla-
tive Assembly be prorogued until it shall please His Honour to summon the same for the
dispatch of business and the Legislative Assembly is accordingly prorogued.





