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MR . SPEA KER :  I sho uld like to di rect the att entio n o f  th e Hono urabl e Memb ers to th e 
ga ll ery , wh ere w e  have 4 8  st ud ent s of the R ed River C o mmunity C ol l eg e. Th ey a re und er th e 
directio n of M r. Harv ey a nd M rs. La rsen. Thi s school i s  located i n  th e co nstituency of th e 
Hono urabl e M emb er fo r Logan. O n  b ehalf of a ll th e Ho no urabl e M emb ers of th e L egi slative 
A ssemb ly I w elco me yo u h ere today . 

MR . SPEA KER: P resenti ng P etitions; R eadi ng a nd R ec eivi ng P etitio ns; P resenti ng 
R eport s  by Sta ndi ng a nd Specia l C o mmitt ees; Mi ni st erial Stat ement s; Tabli ng of R eports.  

MIN ISTERIAL STATEMENT 

MR . SPEA KER : The Ho no urabl e  Mi ni st er of I nd ust ry a nd C o mmerc e. 
HON . LEONARD S .  E VANS (Mi ni st er of lndust ry a nd C o mmerc e) (B ra ndon East) : M r. 

Sp eak er, i n  vi ew of th e g reat i nt erest i n  th e P ort at Ch urchill a nd its fu nctio n a s  a north ern 
supply c ent er, I am p lea sed to i nform memb ers of th e Ho use that as part of o ur c o nti nui ng 
p rogra m  to p ro mot e a nd enha nc e  th e d ev elop ment of this facility, th e D epa rt ment of I nd ust ry 
a nd Co mmerc e has rec ently p ubli shed a small pa mphl et entitl ed "Ch urchill North ern S upply 
C ent er" , a nd I wo uld like to take thi s oppo rt unity M r. Speaker, to mak e  th ese copies availabl e 
to each a nd every memb er i n  th e H o use. 

I wo uld also i ndicat e that w e  mad e  a sp ecial effo rt , a mo ng others, to i nsure that th e 
R ussian E mba ssy i n  Ottawa obtai ned a copy a s  w ell. 

TAB LING OF RE PORTS 

MR . SPE A KER: The H o no urab le Mi ni st er of Labo ur. 
HON . RUSSELL PAULLEY (Mi ni st er of Labo ur a nd Railway Co mmi ssio ner) (T ra nsco na) : 

M r. Sp eak er, I wo uld like to tabl e th e Annual R epo rt of M a nitoba 's O mb ud sma n for th e last 
c al enda r y ea r. Yo u will not e, Si r, it i s  w ell deco rat ed i n  ho no ur of St . Pat rick. 

INTRODUCTION O F  GUESTS 

MR . SPEA KER: I sho uld al so lik e  to di rect th e att entio n of Hono urabl e M emb ers to the 
Log e on my right where we have a past memb er of thi s L egislative A ssembly , M r. G o rdo n 
Fi nes. 

MR . SPE A KER : Notic es of Motion; I nt roductio n of Bill s. 
MR . SPEA KER: The Ho no urabl e Mi ni st er of Fi na nc e. 

INTRODUC T ION OF B IL LS 

MR . C HERNIAC K.i nt rod uc ed Bill No . 5 ,  th e S ucc essio n D uty Act (Ma nitoba) ; a nd Bill 
No . 6, th e Gift Tax Act (Ma nitoba) by l eave. (Reco mmended to th e Ho use by Hi s H o no ur th e 
Li eut ena nt-Gov ernor) . 

ORAL QUESTION PERI OD 

MR . SPEA KER : The Ho no urab l e  L eader of th e Oppositio n. 
MR . SIDNEY SPI V A K, Q. C .  ( L eader of th e Opposition) (River H eight s) : M r. Speak er, 

b efore the O rd ers of the Day, my q uestio n to th e M i ni st er of I nd ust ry a nd C o mmerc e. I w o nd er 
i f  h e  c a n  i nform th e H o use the eligibility fo r applicatio n fo r the PEP p rogra m. 

MR . SPEA KER: The Hono urab l e  Mi ni st er of I nd ust ry a nd C o mmerc e. 
MR . E VANS: W ell, M r. Sp eaker, th e P rovi ncial E mploy ment P rog ra m  is a very ext en

siv e progra m  i nvolvi ng municipal government s, i nvolvi ng loc a l  ho spital board s, i nvolvi ng local 
school boa rd s, i nvolvi ng ag ric ult ura l soci eti es a nd al so i nvolvi ng worthwhil e a nd w ell estab li sh ed 
co mmunity a ssociatio ns, so it 's a rather ext ensive p rogra m  a s  th e ho no urabl e L eader of the 

Opposition sho uld know , a nd w e  app ly va rio us c riteria, the c rit eria b ei ng v ery si mply twofold :  
(1) That p eopl e a re p ut t o  w o rk who w o uld n't hav e b een a t  w o rk oth erwi se, that i s, either th ey 
a re d raw n o ff w elfare rol es o r  th ey a re taken off o f  the unemp loy ment rol e  of the C a nada 
Ma npo wer C ent re; a nd S ec o ndly, that th e p roj ect b ei ng a socia lly useful, socially w o rthwhil e 
p ro ject . .. 
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MR . E VANS cont 'd) . . . . .  
I think that by and large the Provincial Employment Program ha s proved to be a tremen

do us succe ss beca use la st year I know there were 4 to 5, 000 people at work in the Province of 
Manitoba and probab ly an eq ua l  n umber, and perhap s more this year, beca use we haven't got 
a ll the fig ure s in yet , who are at work today who wo uldn 't be at work othe rwise . I think this 
is one of the most progre ssive emp loyment programs in the Dominion of C anada . . .  

MR . SPI VAK: A supplementary q ue stion . I wonder whether the Minister can inform the 
H o use whether the Department or Government has a form ula to apply for man ho ur s  per do ll ar 
spent - man ho ur s  of new employment created per do llar sp ent . 

MR . E V  ANS : W e ll ,  I can't give yo u the exact fig ure s  b ut I do know that we are getting a 
terrific ret urn for each do llar spent . I wo uld say this, it 's probably one of the be st ratio s  in 
C anada . I wo uld a lso p oint o ut that in mo st c a se s, the Comm unity A ssoc iation or the M unici
pa lity , if we are ta lking of m unicipa litie s, are a lso invo lved in providing expendit ure s  on 
material s and supp lie s. 

For examp le ,  la st year , if my memory serve s me right the municipal government s 
aro und Manitoba spent near ly a s  m uch in p urchasing supplie s and eq uipment in order to carry 
o ut vario us winter works programs. The provincial contrib ution w a s  to pay the wage b ill , lOO% 
of the wage b ill at c urrent and prevailing lab o ur rate s. So all in a ll ,  I wo uld say that for the 
money that we have spent ,  we have had a very high re turn in the amount of employment created . 

MR .SPI V AK: A supp lementary q ue stion . I wonder whether yo u can c onfirm Mr . 
Ternette ' s  c laim that of the 109 app lication s that were proce ssed by the government, of 1 09 
PEP programs, 4 5  percent were for p ublic re lation s. 

MR . E VANS : M r .  Speaker,  I am not aware of the statement that the honourable member 
refers to and I don't know whether that partic ular gent leman which the honourab le member 
refers to, ha s the confidence to j udge on the type of program s that we have engaged in . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Hono urab le Fir st Minister . 
HON .  EDWARD SCHREYER (Premier) (Ro ssmere) : Mr . Speaker , in c a se there is any 

lingering do ubt abo ut the q ue stion that has j ust been a sked, I can advise my hono urab le friend 
that tho se fig ure s which he mentioned I dismiss entire ly as being wildly inacc urate . 

MR . SPI VAK: I rise on a point of privilege . I wo uld sugge st that the Fir st Minister 
check with M r .  Ternette who said that the Premier doe sn 't know what he ' s  talking abo ut .  

MR . SPEAKER : The Hono urable Member for Thomp son . 
MR . JOSEPH P .  BOROWSKI (Thomp son) : Mr.  Speaker, I have two q ue stion s, fir st to 

the Minister of Ind ustry and C ommerc e .  I s  he taking any action again st Air C anada who is 
pre sently p la nning on pha sing o ut flight dispatch at the Winnipeg Airport which will eliminate 
15 job s? 

MR . SPEAKER : The Hono urab le Minister of Ind ustry and Commerce . 
MR . E V  ANS : M r .  Speaker, I 'll unde rtake to look into this matter imm ediate ly and do 

whatever we can to offset this move , if this is being p lanned .  
MR . B OROWSKI: Mr . Speaker,  the next q ue stion is for the Premier . I s  the Premier 

going to take any action again st Mr . Dave C o urchene for r unning the same type of filthy tent 
operation at R uttan Lake, w h ich he is pre sently condemning at Ilford . May I simp ly add that 
the j ob at I lford had Mr . C o urchene 's and the Indian Brotherhood ble ssing when it was origi
nal ly set up . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Hono urable Fir st Minister . 
MR . SCHREYER: Mr . Speaker, everyone who has any know ledge of the frontier,  know s 

that life is hard in b ush camp s, whether permanent or temporary . I think it ' s  a matter of 
m ut ual and genera l  de sire on the part of a ll concerned that we try to make ame lioration s and 
improvement s a s  we go along . 

MR . SPEAKER : The Hono urable M ember for Rock Lake . 
MR . HENRY J. EINARSON (Rock Lake ) :  Mr . Speaker, before the Orders of the Day, I 

w o uld like to addre ss a q ue stion to the Minister of Ind ustry and Commerc e . Doe s the govern
ment po sse ss an up -to -date list of DREE grant s which the province expects to receive in the 
next year ? 

MR . SPEAKER: The Hono urable Minister of Ind ustry and Commerce . 
MR . E V  ANS: We ll, Mr . Speaker, we do get informatio n  from the Federal Government 

on DREE application s and approval s, b ut I cannot say that we have advance information a s  to 
al l approval s that may be coming up . We are aware , of c o ur se ,  of many b usine ss expan sion 
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(MR. EVANS cont'd) . . . . .  opportunities and as a matter of course we also in the Department 
of Industry and Commerce, help many businesses, particularly the very small businessman, 
in preparing material to make an application to DREE. So we have a fair amount of knowledge 
of DREE applications that are in process and are likely to be approved, but I cannot make a 
blanket statement that we have all knowledge, foreknowledge of what is about to occur in the 
way of DREE approval. 

!VIR .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Churchill. 
MR. GORDON W. BEARD (Churchill): My question is to the :l\Iinister of Industry and 

Commerce in regards to the PEP program. I wonder if he is reconsidering the application of 
Wabowden for an $8,000 program to build an airfield which would supply jobs for 8 people? 

MR. EVANS: l\Ir. Speaker, I'll take the question as notice. We'll look into the matter. 
l\IR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West. 
MR. EDWARD McGILL (Brandon West): Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Honourable 

the Minister of Industry and Commerce. It relates to the government involvement through 
l'viDC and the Lighting Materials Limited firm now in receivership and the loan advanced of 
$752,000 to this firm. My question is did the Province of Manitoba have to make good, in 
addition to the loan, on a bank guarantee of a loan by this firm? 

MR. EVANS: I am sorry because of the noise in the House, I didn't hear the last portion 
of your stateme!lt or question. 

MR. McGILL: Mr. Speaker, if I may repeat my question. Did the Province of Manitoba, 
which guaranteed a loan by this company from the bank, have to make good on its guarantee? 

MR. EVANS: Well, Mr. Speaker, this is a question that I should take as notice, but I can 
say this, that this loan which was made by the MDF originally under the previous administration, 
has been well secured I am advised, so that if there is any loss, as I indicated the other day, 
the loss would be minimal. Now I am not aware just specifically how the loss may occur, but 
we will look into the matter. 

I would also advise members of the House that I would describe this particular operation 
as a reduction of activities, because there is one operation involving plastic manufacturing 
which will carry on. I am also pleased to advise the members of the House that the space that 
will be vacated by the Lighting Materials operation is soon due to be filled with some other 
industrial activity. We look forward to further industrial expansion. 

MR. McGILL: l\Ir. Speaker, a supplementary question. I thank the Minister for his 
information. If he is not able to tell me at this time whether the loan was called by the bank, 
could he provide this information? 

l\IR. SPEAKER: Order, please. I should just like to indicate to the House that we have 
had some technical questions and also some questions which relate to a lot of statistical infor'
mation. I think it would be a courtesy if the honourable members who have intentions of asking 
these questions would notify the Minister in advance and we could expedite the procedures in 
this House; otherwise we are going by memory and then accusations arise later on as to the 
accuracy of what was said and what was asked. 

The Honourable Member for Gladstone. 
MR. J. R. FERGUSON (Gladstone): Mr. Speaker, I would like to direct my question to 

the Minister of Industry and Commerce also, and ask him is the government conducting a 
survey of the number of businesses closing in Manitoba? If so, what are the latest figures? 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, there is no such survey being carried on. However, I can 
advise the honourable member, that the Federal Government through Statistics Canada, does 
keep track province by province, of commercial failures including bankruptcies and so forth, 
and I can tell you that the situation in Manitoba is no worse than any other province by and 
large in this country. In fact, I think, and I don't have the information with me, I think you 
will find that our situation is considerably better than most provinces. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rhineland. 
MR. JACOB l\L FROESE (Rhineland): Mr. Speaker, I would like to direct a question to 

the Honourable the Minister of l\Ilmicipal Affairs, in connection with low rental housing units. 
Who makes the decision as to who can occupy a certain unit once it's available and ready for 
occupancy? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Municipal Affairs. 
HON. HOWARD R. PAWLEY (Minister of l\Iunicipal Affairs and Commissioner of Northern 

Affairs) (Selkirk): l\Ir. Speaker, in respect to the question, I know the honourable member 
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(MR . P AWLEY c ant 'd) . . . . . would b e  thinking in t erms of Altona wher e  th er e  is low r ental 
housing in the proc es s of b eing construct ed .  Th er e would b e  a local authorit y ,  an old local 
authority which is mad e up of r epr es entativ es in th e local communit y .  Th ey appoint a manager 
and th e s el ections ar e made accordingl y from that group . 

MR . FROESE : A further qu estion . Is th er e  provision for app eal to th e Minister or to any 
other authorit y ?  

MR . PAWLEY: I know of no provision for app eal . Th er e i s  a point s yst em that is utiliz ed 
b y  th e Manitoba Housing R en ewal C orporation p eopl e in liaison with th e local p eopl e in calcu
lating n eed and th e other m erits of particular t enants that ar e appl ying to mov e into th e units 
in qu estion . 

MR . FROESE : On e furth er question . Is th er e  an y provision in th e r egulations prohibiting 
p eopl e occup ying such a unit of having a dog or a p et ?  

MR . P AWLEY: Mr . Sp eaker ,  I think I know the c a s e  r eferr ed to b y  the Honourabl e 
M emb er for Rhinelan d .  W e  ar e not sp eaking of one dog or on e cat, acc ording to m y  knowl edge, 
but som e mor e than that . 

MR . SPE A KER: Th e Honourabl e M emb er for Roblin. 
MR . J. WA LLY MC KE NZIE (Roblin) : Mr . Sp eaker ,  I hav e a qu estion for the Minister of 

Industr y and Comm erc e, I think it would b e  his d epartm ent . I wonder if th e Minist er could in
dicat e to th e Hous e wheth er h e  has ,  or th e Planning and Priorities C ommittee of C abin et have 
an y for ecast of th e amount of priva te construction that ' s  likel y  to take plac e in Manitoba up to 
the end of th e y ear , th e for ecasts of that natur e. 

MR . SPEA KER : The Honourabl e Minist er of Industr y and Comm erc e. 
MR . E VA NS :  I b eli ev e  the honourabl e m emb er is probabl y conc ern ed with various t yp es 

of inv estm ent, total inv estm ent and so on . The most authoritativ e sourc e of information for 
thi s is a survey again done b y  Statistic s C anada and it ' s  don e I b eliev e  t wic e a y ear . Th er e is 
one don e around th e end of th e y ear, or r el ea s ed around th e end of th e y ear, th er e  is al so a 
mid -y ear survey , and a forecast is mad e of exp enditur es in various t yp es of industrie and b y  
provinc es . But again it 's a for ecast and I would w a rn  the honourabl e m emb er that the forecast 
usuall y is sub ject to c onsiderabl e chang e. 

MR . SPE A KER: The Honourab l e  M emb er fo r Riel . 
MR . DO NA L D  W .  CRAI K (Riel) : M r. Sp eaker, I 'd like to di rect a qu estion to th e Acting 

Minister of Mines and R esourc es . C an h e  advis e us what r esourc e st udies, ecology studies 
have b een don e on Apachawana Lake? 

MR . SPEA KER : Th e Honourabl e Minist er of Industr y and Comm erc e. 
MR . E V  A NS :  Mr . Sp eak er ,  that is a detail ed qu estion; how ever, I 'll tak e th e question as 

notic e. 
MR . SPEA KER : Th e Honourab l e  M emb er for Assiniboia . 
MR . S TEYE PA TRIC K (As siniboia) : M r .  Sp eaker ,  I have a qu estion for th e Honourabl e 

Minister of Industr y and C omm erc e. Has the investigation r eport b een compl et ed into th e 
bankruptc y and liquidation of King C ho y  Foods , and if it ' s  compl et ed will th e r eport b e  tabl ed 
in th e Hou s e? 

MR . SPEA KER: Th e Honourab l e  First Minister .  
MR . SCHREYER: Point of order .  Th e m emb er asked that qu estion a few da y s  ago ; I 

indicat ed it will b e  taken as notic e and r epl y giv en at the earli est opportunit y .  H e  knows that, 
h e  can wait . 

MR . SPE A KER : The point is well taken .  I should like to indicat e  to all m emb ers that 
this has b een occurring r ep eat edl y .  Qu estions have b een ask ed and then two or thr ee da ys 
lat er th e sam e qu estion has b een r ep eated . I should like to indicat e -- ord er ,  pl ea s e  -- I 
should like to indicat e to all m emb ers that it do es take up a lot of time having these qu estions 
r epreated, and furth er to that answ ers if they have b een promi s ed I 'm sur e will b e  forthcoming . 
Th er e is also an obligation on m emb ers to r ealiz e that ther e  is no obligation for an answer to 
b e  given to an y qu estion . A m emb er should take that into consideration , that if an answer has 
b een promis ed they will g et it . 

The Honourabl e M emb er for Brandon W est . 
MR . Mc GI L L :  Mr . Speaker ,  m y  qu estion is again for th e Minist er of Industry and 

C omm erc e and r elat es to th e op erations of th e M anitoba Dev elopment Corporation and is one 
which he ma y w ish to take as notic e. C ould he t ell the Hou s e  what proportion of the total loans 
now on th e books of th e C orporation w er e  in arr ears as of March 1st of this y ear ? 
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!VIR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Crescentwood. The Honourable l\Iinister 
of Industry and Commerce. 

!VIR. EV ANS: Mr. Speaker, this is another one of these detailed questions. It is very 
difficult, considering other matters that Ministers have to concern themselves with. I would 
say, however, that because of the open policy of this government, the fact that we are the first 
government in l\Ianitoba to make loan details available both in annual and quarterly reports and 
in reports at the time of loans made in many cases, that we are quite happy to accommodate 
members of the House in all kinds of questions and if we can accommodate you we certainly 

will. 
I looked at a rather interesting figure just yesterday. I notice that since the inception of 

the l\IDF there were 23 failures and 20 of them occurred from loans made under the Conser
vative Government of Manitoba. 

l\IR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
MR. SPIV AK: Mr. Speaker, there will be plenty of occasions to debate the MDC 
l\IR. SPEAKER: Order, please. Order! Order! I would ask all members to restrain 

themselves. Does the Honourable Leader of the Opposition have a point of order or a question? 
lVIR. SPIV AK: Mr. Speaker, a question was asked of the Minister, he either can answer 

it or he can reject it. 
MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. I believe I asked the honourable gentleman whether he 

has a question or a point of order. Would he indicate to me on which point he is speaking. 
MR. SPIVAK: Speaking on a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: Very good. 
MR. SPIV AK: Mr. Speaker, the Minister can answer the question by answering it by 

saying he'll get the information, by saying he has the information, by saying he won't supply 
the information. But, l\Ir. Speaker, the Minister . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. The honourable gentleman has not stated a point of 
order. He is debating the issue. Would he state his point of order. 

l\CR . .SPIV AK: My point of order, Mr. Speaker, is that the Minister was debating the 
question, he wasn't answering it. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. I should like to indicate that probably this is a fault of 
the House. Since questions are asked without the courtesy of notice they'll be off the cuff and 
probably they will take up some of the time and not be precise and concise to the point. I 
think it is a matter of cooperation between all members and then we may have a better and more 
efficient procedure in the House. 

The Honourable Member for Crescentwood. 
MR. CY GONICK (Crescentwood): Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Minister re

sponsible for Manitoba Hydro, I 'm not sure which one it is now. The question is: what studies 
have been done to indicate whether or not the economic viability of the Indian communities at 
South Indian Lake will be affected by the lower diversion flooding there? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable the First Minister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Well, Mr. Speaker, the studies that were made relative to Southern 

Indian Lake and Churchill River diversion were studies that were undertaken by Underwood 
l\IcClellan and tabled in this House quite a number of months ago, approximately 18 months ago, 
perhaps even longer than that. In the interval since then, of course, further consideration has 
been given to all of the combination of the factors that would impinge on this community as a 
result of any change in water levels of Southern Indian Lake. 

MR. GOJ\'ICK: If there have been interim studies since the original one, I wonder if 
these could be tabled. 

MR. SCHREYER: I said, Mr. Speaker, that there were interim considerations, further 
considerations based on the studies initially referred to. 

MR. GOJ\'ICK: I wonder, l\Ir. Speaker, if there will be a detailed report tabled in the 
House showing . . . the economic effects of the lower level flooding on South Indian Lake. 

l\IR. SCHREYER: Well, l\Ir. Speaker, I think I'd require further elaboration of precisely 
what it is that the member has in mind, since obviously if one want to be very precise about it 
studies could be commissioned one after the other virtually in perpetuity. 

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable l\Iember for Crescentwood. 
MR. GO:t\1CK: My question, to repeat it, l\Ir. Speaker, try to make it more precise 
MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. The honourable member has had two supplementaries. 
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(MR . S PEA KER cont 'd) . . . . .  I should also l ik e  to ind icate that h e  is a m emb er of th e c aucus 
and I 'm sur e that h e  could sat isf y his cur iosit y in that mann er . 

Order s  of th e Da y .  The Honourabl e M emb er for Churchill . 
MR . BEARD: Mr . Sp eaker ,  I d ir ect m y  qu es t ion to th e First M in ist er .  I understand 

that th er e  was an appropr iat ion of money of som e two or two and a half m ill ions of dollars for 
a s tud y on South Indian with f ed eral and provinc ial moni es . Has that stud y b een undertaken ?  

MR . SPE A KER: Th e Honourab l e  First Minister .  
MR . SCHRE YER: W ell , Mr . Sp eaker , I assum e that the honourab le m emb er i s  r ef err ing 

to th e f ed eral-provinc ial water r esourc e stud ies that hav e  b een arranged for . Th ey ar e b eing 
c arr ied out w ith r esp ect to Lak e  W innip eg and Southern Indian Lak e-Church ill Riv er eff ects . 
Th e pr ec i s e  cost-shar ing formula on that, M r. Sp eak er , I unfortunat el y  don 't have in m ind at 
t his mom ent but I can g et that . 

MR . SPE A KER: Th e Honourabl e M emb er for Riel .  
MR . CRAI K: M r. Speaker ,  I wonder if I m ight ask th e First Minist er if h e  can answ er a 

quest ion as to wheth er Apachawana Lake has r ec eiv ed prior it y  exam inat ion in this stud y ?  
MR . SPE A KER : Th e H onourabl e First M in ist er .  
MR . SCHRE YER: M r .  Sp eaker ,  when th e honourabl e m emb er asks wheth er it 's  r ec eiv ed 

prior it y  I b el i ev e  it could b e  said that it ' s  r ec eiv ed pr ior it y  but as to pr ec is e nature of that 
pr ior it y  I couldn 't sa y at this mom ent . 

MR . SPEA KER : The Honourab l e  Leader of th e Oppos it ion . 
MR " SPI VA K: W ell I wonder if th e First M in ist er can confirm wheth er th e lake, 

Apachawana Lak e, is ev en b eing c on s id er ed in th e study that 's b eing undertak en now . 
MR . SPE A KER : Th e Honourab l e  First M in ister .  
MR . C HRE YER: W ell , Mr.  Sp eaker ,  inasmuch as that lake is part of th e Church ill 

Riv er Wat ershed it do es ent er into a study that is b eing mad e of South ern Indian Lake and th e 
Churchill Riv er .  

MR . SP E A KER: Th e Honourabl e M emb er for Rhin eland. 
MR . FROESE : Mr . Sp eaker , I 'd l ik e  to rai s e  a point of order in conn ec t ion w ith the ad

mon it ion you gave to the Honourabl e M emb er for C r esc entwood , nam el y  that he was asking for 
informat ion through the channels of th e House. I think th is should b e  giv en to him through th is 
chann el so that w e  as m emb ers are also awar e of th e informat ion h e  is s eeking . 

MR . SPEA KER : The Honourabl e First Min ist er on th e sam e point . 
MR . SCHRE YER : Mr . Sp eak er , if I may sp eak to the point of order rais ed b y  th e Honour 

abl e M emb er for Rhin e  land , and I do so w ith som e tr epidation , S ir ,  b ecau s e  I r eal iz e  that you 
have rul ed on th e matter ,  but if I may have your indulg enc e I would suggest that th e Honourabl e 
M emb er for C r esc entwood if he w ould c ar e  to submit h is question as an Order for R et urn in 
wr it ing so that w e  ma y know mor e prec is ely just what informat ion it is that h e  is s eek ing, I 'm 
sur e that w e'd b e  abl e to accommodate him . How ev er ,  it is difficult in th e extr em e  to b e  abl e 
to answ er a v erbal qu est ion asking wheth er th er e  have b een stud ies . Th er e have b een many 
stud ies , Sir , and it 's d ifficult to know pr ecis el y  which stud ies h e' s  r eferr ing to . 

MR . SPEA KER : Th P- Honourabl e M emb er for Morr is .  
MR . WAR NER H .  JORG E NS O N  (Morris) : O n  that sam e po int o f  ord er .  I don 't know of 

an yth ing in our rul es that preclud es an y m emb er of the Hous e from ask ing qu est ions of the 
m in istr y whether or not he b elongs to th e governm ent caucus . Th e question of propr iet y  is 
s impl y up to the m emb er h ims elf and th e gov ernment,  but ther e  is no rul e that precludes h im 
from asking qu est ions .  

MR . SPEA KER : The Honourabl e  First M in ister .  
MR . SCHRE YER :  If I ma y .  In that you did make it c l ear I b el iev e that t wo suppl em en

tary qu est ions had b een pos ed .  Th e rul es p ermit two suppl em entar y qu estions and I ,  S ir ,  want 
to b e  on r ecord as defending th e C ha ir in making a proper d ec is ion . 

MR . SPEA KER: Order ,  pl ea s e. In r egard to th e point of order that was pr ec is el y  what 
I said , that the honourabl e g entleman had had t wo suppl em entaries .  That was m y  rul ing . Th e 
oth er was just a sugg estion and had noth ing to do w ith an y rul ing . 

Th e Honourabl e M emb er for Thompson . 
MR . BOROWS KI: Mr . Sp eaker ,  I s imply wanted to el ic it from you th e admiss ion that it 

was not a ruling , s impl y a suggest ion ; s inc e you alr eady make it I acc ept it . I would not want 
it r ecorded in th e book that you ar e som ehow pr ev ent ing backb ench ers from asking the govern 
m ent ev en though they may b e  errbarra s s ing qu est ions .  
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MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable First l\Iinister. 
MR. SCHREYER: l\Ir. Speaker, I rise on a matter of privilege which relates to a question 

which was asked in this House yesterday and which under the rules because of your ruling, Sir, 
I was prevented or unable to answer. My point of privilege is that I note that in at least one of 
the news media the report is gone out that a question was asked relative to the making of a 
certain grant under winter works and that the First Minister would not reply. I should like to 
make the point, l\Ir. Speaker, that the question having been asked, if it had been permissible 
under the rules and in your judgment, Sir, I would have replied as I would reply to any question 
asked in this House, and I would reply in the same tone perhaps as the question is asked; 
nevertheless I would reply. 

If I may, while I 'm on my feet, I would like to give further information on the question 
that was asked with respect to this particular grant made under the Winter Works Program. 
The grant was made to the Community Affairs Centre which is attached in turn to the University 
of Winnipeg. Now I cannot say whether it is a direct or indirect relationship but in any case two 
professors at the University of Winnipeg are in charge of this particular effort, Community 
Affairs Centre, and they in turn through that organization, the-Community Affairs Centre, 
arranged for the hiring of three persons for a period of four months to undertake certain work 
which in their opinion and the opinion of those responsible for the administration of the PEP 
program deemed to be socially useful work. I might say further that one of the three gentlemen 
in particular that was hired, one Michael Ternette, I understand did at one time, and perhaps 
still does -- I believe still does -- have a membership in the New Democratic Party, but then 
again I am quite sure that a number of persons for all I know who have been hired under the 
PEP program probably have some membership or association with the Conservative Party or 
the Social Credit Party; I have no way of knowing. And that in any case Mr. Ternette was not 
hired directly by anyone in the employ of this government. As to whether or not one feels th8t 
the program that is involved here socially useful is a judgmental thing. 

I say in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that the government can no more be held responsible 
for the fact that Mr. Ternette's employed under this program than we can be held responsible 
for the fact that public money is being used to advertise contracts and tenders in the Free Press, 
the publisher of which is one Brigadier Mal one. I think it's rather irrelevant. Perhaps both 
gentlemen's mention is irrelevant. 

MR. SPEAKER:_ The Honourable Member for Thompson. 
MR. BOROWSKI: Mr. Speaker, since I've asked a question I would still like a clarifica

tion as to who was responsible. This board, who was this board that was responsible for 
putting their stamp of approval, and I thank the Minister for the answer he has given. 

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, it would be correct to say that the application for this 
would have emanated from the Community Affairs Centre. The approval of the application 
would have been given in the Winter Employment Office, Winter Works Employment Office or 
job office of the Government of lVIanitoba. The exact names of the individuals I cannot give 
offhand, but that is the particular administrative locus where the approval would have been 
given. 

May I say also, Mr. Speaker, that it is a matter of fact, whether the Honourable the 
Leader of the Opposition wishes to accept it or not, it is a matter of fact that this kind of 
program is not typical; I'm not suggesting it's unique, but it certainly is not typical of the 
great majority of projects that have been approved under winter works because the great 
majority have been construction type projects. 

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable Minister of Labour. 

TABLING OF REPORTS 

MR. PA ULLEY: l\Ir. Speaker, I wonder if I may have your indulgence and the indulgence 
of the House to go back to the tabling of reports. I have just received the report in your 
name, l\Ir. Speaker, of the Board of Internal Economies Commissioners and I would like 
permission to table it now. 

l\IR. SPEAKER: The Honourable l\Iember for l\Iorris. 
MR. JORGE:t\SO:t\: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable House Leader has the agreement on this 

side of the House to revert to motions for the purpose of tabling that document. 
1\IR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. On the proposed motion of the Honourable Member 

for St. Vital and the amendment thereto by the Leader of the Opposition. The Honourable 
Member for Inkster. 
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THRONE SPEEC�_DEEATE 

MR , SIDNEY GREEN Q. C. (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, I rise to participate in the Throne 
Speech debate which I have done in all of the sessions of this Legislature, whether in opposition 
or as a member of government, and I certainly wouldn't want to make myself conspicuous by 
my absence of participation. I also rise to participate for other reasons. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been a custom to address certain remarks to the Speaker in con
gratulation of the job that he is doing and I again don't wish to be an exception in that regard. 
I would, ho wever, perhaps venture in a different direction as well and try to indicate, Mr. 
Speaker, that despite the fact that from time to time you find that the members indulge in 
activities which probably are not specified as being entirely permissible within the rules. It's 
been my understanding that parliaments have existed this way for hundreds of years. Certainly 
under the previous administration and the work that they have done, it became necessary in 
terms of the long and enduring process of a legislative session for people to have a way of 
feeling comfortable within the session, if I may put it euphemistically. And although the 
Speaker may find this from time to time, being not completely in accordance with the rules, 
suggest to you that parliaments have done very very well for many years, and in particular, 
it's often been said of this particular parliament that we've passed 3 0 0  pieces of legislation 
and we have done so, Mr. Speaker, in spite of the fact that from time to time Speakers might 
have considered us to be bad boys. So when you go into your frequent admonitions of the 
breaches of the rules and indicate the time that it takes, may I say with the greatest of respect 
to you, Mr. Speaker, and knowing that you do this in terms of your duty and responsibility as 
the Speaker, that sometimes the admonitions take a lot of time, too, and if certain things were 
passed over, probably the House would manage somehow as it has managed in the many many 
years to get its work done. 

I want to say again, Mr. Speaker, in opening my remarks that I particularly want to 
welcome to the Chamber the Honourable the new Member for Minnedosa. I think that being 
elected to public office has always been to me an indication that any person receiving that type 
of public acclaim and that public mandate has had good reason for the support which he has 
received, and I therefore look to the Member for Minnedosa as being able to make a valid and 
v aluable contribution to the House by virtue of the support that he has received from his 
electorate, which indicates to me that he has qualities which could indeed make a contribution 
to this House. 

I was certainly justified in that feeling yesterday when he made his first remarks and I 
even felt a kind of affinity with the honourable member because my first speech in the House, 
which was made six years ago, I uTged the members on both sides, as I have continued to 
urge them as not a new member of the House, to try to judge particular propositions on the 
basis not of ideology of one kind or another, but as to whether there are more effective ways 
of doing things, less expensive ways of doing things and more equitable ways of doing things, 
and I rather caught some of the same type of intentions by the honourable member. And there
fore I stand here, Mr. Speaker, and I undertake with the honourable member that I am prepared 
to listen to everything that he says and to try to either accept it or challenge it on the basis of 
whether it makes good sense; and I would ask him to do the same thing in relation to the re
marks that I may make from time to time. And if my remarks don't make sense from anything but 
an ideological point of view then I tell him to reject them out of hand. But if my remarks don't 
happen to coincide with his ideology but make sense, then I would ask him to judge those 
remarks on the basis that he himself indicated when he got up in the House. 

I think that it was Jonathan Swift in Gulliver's Travels who said that "whosoever is able 
to make two blades of grass grow where one grew before, deserves more credit from mankind 
than all of the politicians put together." And I would concur with all of what Swift said with 
the exception of the fact that possibly a politician is able to do something which would make two 
ears of corn grow or two blades of grass grow where only one grew before. If we can engage 
in debate at that level then I would certainly be happy to have that kind of thing take place 
within the House. And I take it that if it did take place, then the honourable member would not 
find, for instance, as I've heard so many times and with some desperation of understanding 
from members on the opposite side, that if you had 2 ,  0 0 0  civil servants and they were doing 
something and performing a service, that somehow this would not be good, but if you had 4 ,  0 0 0  
people employed in the private sector who are not performing a service that somehow they 

s hould continue to be employed, and that the debate has centered around getting rid of civil 
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(MR. GREEN cont'd) . . . . .  service, creating jobs which may not be doing anything just 
because somehow civil servants don't perform a service and people working in other areas do. 
Well I !mow in advance that the honourable member will not be taking that kind of position by 
the remarks that he has made. 

I want to deal, Mr. Speaker, with my position with regard to the Speech from the Throne. 
I think that the government in having prepared the particular program that it has announced to 
the House in the Throne Speech has said to the public of Manitoba that over the past three ses
sions we have done things which we feel have been the main implementation of our policy thrust 
upon which we announced our appeal for electoral mandate. We made a substantial shift from 
non-equitable taxation to equitable taxation. We moved into the public sector a $30 million 
industry which we felt on substantial ground could be better handled by the public sector than 
could be handled by the private sector. We took a City of Winnipeg administration, over which 
there had been complaints for 20 years and we said that we are going to set up that municipal 
government in a different way. In addition to that, we did many many other things relating to 
the Manitoba Development Fund which we made an open fund rather than a closed fund. We did 
things with regard to laws affecting employers and employees and we set up Crown corporations 
under Bill 17. We've changed the nature of our Hydro program. We did all of those things in 
less than two and a half years of office; and that we came to the Legislature quite truly and said 
that this year we are going to make sure that our administration can handle the kind of changes 
that we have introduced. We are going to see to it that the administration catches up with the 
policy changes that have been made. And we are in the meantime, Mr. Speaker, not going to 
stop legislating but we are in fact going to consolidate the position. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
Cliticism of that particular position. I think that the government is doing a sensible thing, that 
coincidentally it falls into the advice that was given to us last year by the Leader of the Opposi
tion, who is not here and I regret that. 

The Leader of the Opposition said that the real problem with the New Democratic Party 
government is they are trying to do too many things too quickly, and that what they should do is 
settle down to administering the province. I can't agree, Mr. Speaker, that we are accepting 
that advice because I feel reluctant about saying that I would accept the advice of the Leader 
of the Opposition. But coincidentally, and in this case only, our position or the position of the 
government as it relates to \\hat this session of the Legislature would be, corresponds rather 
closely with what the advice of the Leader of the Opposition was at the last session of the Legis
lature. I say coincidentally, because I don't believe that we ever get to be of one mind with 
the Leader of the Opposition, and the Leader of the Opposition has in fact borne me out, because 
no sooner that the Speech from the Throne was announced, then he had forgotten the advice 
which he gave us last year and immediately said that the government is tired, the government 
has run out, the government is collapsing, because they are doing what I told them to do last 
year. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I want to assure the honourable member that we did not really take 
his advice seriously, at least I don't believe that the government did; that the government in 
good conscience decided that the kind of legislative session that it should have this year was 
the kind of legislative session which would give it an opportunity to have its administration 
catch up with the policy decisions that it has made and at the same time continue with its pro
gram for the betterment of the people of the Province of Manitoba. 

So, Mr. Speaker, what did we do at this particular session? The Honourable the Leader 
of the Opposition is right, we consolidated our position and we are giving ourselves a chance 
to catch a second wind. I really don't feel very apologetic, Mr. Speaker, if the honourable 
member says that some of the members of the government are tired. It may be true, but 
what he ignores, Mr. Speaker, is that when this government is tired that it compares with the 
previous administration running at full speed, because what we have had happen, Mr. Speaker, 
in this tired session of the Legislature - the Honourable Leader of the Opposition refers to as 
being a tired session - that what has been announced in the Speech from the Throne is that we 
are going to introduce a gift tax, that we are going to provide for taxation to shift again $20 
million worth of inequitable taxes into a hopefully more equitable form; that we are going to 
introduce an entirely new Labour Code which involves five or six statutes of the Government 
of the Province of Manitoba; that we are going to have legislation with regard to a sewer and 
water program; that we are going to completely change the Clean Environment Act to conform 
to a new style of administration - which I think would find favour with the Leader of the Opposi
tion; that we are going to pass new laws for employees engaged in hazardous occupations; that 
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(M R .  G RE EN c ont'd) . we are g oi ng t o  pass legi slati on relating to estate tax; that 
we 're g oing t o  pass legislation relating to c on s umer affairs ;  to other ma tters,  Mr . Speaker , 
which in this Thr one Speech may appear as incidental , b ut if as one of the piece s  of 
legislati on in the previ ous administration ' s  Thr one Speech w ould have been the maj or p olicy 
legislati on thrust. 

Mr . Speaker, I can remember the last sessi on of the House when it became necessary 
f or th at administrati on in the Thr one Speech t o  make menti on of the fact that it was g oing t o  
le gislate with regard t o  h orned c attle,  that that w a s  a piece of legislati on that had t o  be made 
menti on of in the Thr one Speech bec a use that is the . . . of the p olicy thr ust that they have 
m ade . So whi le we are d oing all of the se things in a stand pat session ,  and while we a. re 
c atching our breath, we have decided t o  h old this sessi on of the Legislat ure when we w ould 
do those things and when we w ould al s o  relax and find ourselves c ompletely s ort of at ease 

d oing those things and als o  engaging in a little debate as t o  whether the p ublic sh ould give 
m oney t o  the s upp ort of private sch ool s  and sch ool s  which are inv olved in the indoctrinati on of 
religi ous or other beliefs. That' s  a tired ses si on of the Legislature , Mr . Speaker , in the view 
of the Hon ourable Leader of the Opp ositi on .  

B ut ,  Mr.  Speaker, w e  kn ow that the Leader of the Opp ositi on has a problem, and I want 
to get on alm ost a per s on t o  per s on basis bec a use the Leader of the Opposition sai d s omething 
in his remarks in which again I found an affinity as I did with the Member f or Minnedosa . The 
Leader of the Oppositi on ,  full of vig our and full of enth usias m, and I respect thi s ,  said that when 
we are in g over nment ne xt year , and the members of the C onservative Party t ook him very 

seriously and they banged their desks and they were charging forward - - as a matte r of fact I 
really c ouldn 't understand their enth usiasm bec a use I d on 't see that the optimism is really 
there b ut they certainly picked it up . The Member for Lakeside foll owed it thr ough , said when 
we are in government ne xt year--s ome of our pe ople really c ouldn 't understand where this 
optimism c omes fr om .  

Well I think that p ossibly that only the Leader of the Opp osition ,  myself and maybe tw o or 
three other memb ers of the House really underst ood the significance of the Hon ourable Leader 
of the Opp ositi on ' s  remarks , beca use the phrase which he used "in g over nment ne xt year" is 
really a phrase that has meaning in the background of the Leader of the Opp ositi on and myself 
and other members of the House , bec a use Mr . Speaker, as Jew s ,  every year we go back to our 
hist ory and we say, Mr . Speaker, we say " Le Shana Haba-a B '  Yer ushalyeem "whiclk means , 
"Ne xt Year in Jer usalem" and I want t o  be c ompletely sincere ab out my remarks, bec a use I 
believe that the phrase has great imp ortance to Jewish pe ople and I am glad that the Leader of 
the Opp ositi on takes his r ole of Opposition s o  seriously bec a use this is what he should d o, as t o  
say, with the best of intenti on s ,  with the best of h ope , with all his heart, "ne xt year in g overn
ment" beca use Le Shana Haba -a B '  Yer ushalyeem " means "Ne xt Year in Jer usalem ," and 
the Jewish p e ople have a tradition where every year they are reminded that their object is t o  
be physically i n  heart, in spirit and i n  every other way ,  "Ne xt Year i n  Jer usalem . "  Th at ' s  a 
perfectly legitimate e xpression of intent, of sincerity and that sh ould be the feeling of every 
per s on in Opp ositi on ,  ne xt year in g overnment. 

B ut let us remember, Mr . Speaker, that we say it ever y  year , that the great maj ority 
never arrive ;· that s ome pe ople d o, b ut alth ough it is said every year , it is said as an e xpres
si on of intenti on ,  again I repeat, to be physically, spirit ually and every other way to have 
arrived. B ut many p e ople g o  thr ough life and never arrive . And I know that when the Leader 
of the Opp ositi on made those remarks , he made them with that feeling that even though one may 
never arrive , the statement m ust be and is , "ne xt year in g overnment ". I re spect that . B ut 
I al s o, Mr . Speaker, feel that he sh ould know that he may never arrive and I w ould think , Mr . 
Speaker, that that will be the ultimate sit uati on .  

Another thing that the Leader of the Opp ositi on did, which again I f ound affinity with, i s  
that he talked very str ongly ab out agric ult ure and he said that there are tw o reas ons why he ' s  
talking about agric ult ure, and I think h e  gave the tw o reas on s ,  one w a s  the plight of agric ult ure 
and the sec ond was the great opp ort unity for advancement in agric ult ure . 

Well , M r .  Speaker,  I can remember when I started giving attenti on t o  agric ult ural 
pr oblems , and I have n o  criticism again of the Leader of the Opp ositi on f or the p osition he has 
taken, b ut there are m ore than tw o reas on s ,  Mr . Speaker, f or the Leader of the Opp ositi on t o  
b e  talking ab out agric ult ure . There i s  a third rea s on ,  a very imp ortant rea s on which I m yself 
use ,  bec a use I started tal king ab out agric ulture in a seri ous way appr oximately ab out the same 
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(MR. GREEN cont'd) . . . . . time as the Leader of the Opposition started talking about 
agriculture in a serious way. When I decided that I was going to make myself available to do 
as much as any society could demand of me, I knew that in an agricultural province that it was 
necessary to discuss agricultural questions, and the Leader of the Opposition wishes to be the 
Premier of a province which is essentially agricultural based or has been for many, many 
years, and surely one of the reasons that he started talking about agriculture is to overcome the 
fact that as a city lawyer he has a problem in not only appealing to the country as an agricultural 
spokesman but he has to do so for his own caucus. And again I say this in no criticism, I say 
this in commendation, that if he seeks to be the one who has the stewardship of this province 
under his direction, he should be involved in agricultural questions. He started to speak about 
agriculture, Mr. Speaker, 

·
approximately, oh I would say six or seven months before he 

announced his role as a candidate for the leadership of the Conservative Party, and it would be 
interesting, l\'Ir. �peaker, to see what he says then and what he says now about the agricultural 
problem, because he stamped his hand on the table and he said, there isn't one redundant 
farmer in the Province of Manitoba, that all of these farmers are going to stay on the farms. I 
commend him for that because I think that's the kind of thing that this party has been saying with 
regard to the family farm. I think that's the kind of position that we have taken, that it is not 
a mark of efficiency to have bigger and larger farms and to have farmers driven out of their 
rural surrounding, that that if anything, that was a mark of inefficiency, not a mark of effic
iency. But, Mr. Speaker, that's not the kind of statement that the honourable member made, 
when he first started talking about agriculture and about the fact that he married a girl who 
lived in the country. Because at that time, today, a week ago, there is not a redundant farmer 
in the Province of Manitoba - that every single one of them has got to stay on the farm. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, this is what he said and I seem to have recalled hearing it, but I 
wasn't certain and I went back and checked� April 14 , 197 0 ,  he's talking about getting jobs for 
people who will no longer be employed at their regular employment, and here.'s what he said. ''Who 
are we going to get jobs?"- this is April of 197 0 - he said that we have to get jobs for people · 

entering the labour market, and then he said, "for those in the agricultural community who are 
going to have to leave the farms." And then he asks the question: "And is anyone going to sug
gest that this isn't going to happen in the next decade" They want to be in a position to know 
that when they leave their farms that they are going to be able to find jobs in the rural areas in 

which they live, or is it going to be necessary for them either to move to Winnipeg or move out 
of the province"" And he said, Mr. Speaker, "and is anyone going to suggest that it isn't 
going to happen in the next ten years - the next decade?" Mr. Speaker, the implication of this 
statement, and I put it to everybody, so that they can listen to it, and I let my honourable friend 
argue his way out of it, the implication of this statement is that the developments that are taking 
place in the country -he said the next decade, which doesn't mean during the period of our 
administration. If it's next year in government, which is what he is saying, it means that it's 
going to happen during his administration -he says that they are going to have to move from 
their rural surroundings into other jobs. This week there isn't a redundant farmer in the 
Province of Manitoba. Well, I am happy with the honourable member. I am glad that in two 
years and with the realization that he is going to have to deal with agricultural questions, that 
he has made that observation. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that if we look very carefully, at the position of the honourable 
member in Opposition who says "next year in government", we know, and I think it was mutually 
agreed last year that the position of the Leader of the Opposition is that he must defeat the 
government and become the new administration, and in doing so, it becomes his legitimate role 
to pick up those areas of government sensitivity and to see whether he can on those areas of 
sensitivity undo the government. And if, Mr. Speaker, and I ask particularly the new members 
to look at this, if the member can't find areas of government sensitivity, if he then starts to 
search for things that are not there, one really has to assume that he can't find problems 
associated with the government and that he is merely going through the motions of trying to 
defeat it without having reasonable positions to take. I want, Mr. Speaker, to look at some of 
the main positions that have been taken by the Leader of the Opposition to see whether in fact 
they are areas of sensitivity on which he can hope to bring the government down or whether 
being completely bankrupt of government sensitivity areas, he is trying to create things which 
don't in fact exist. 

What has he concentrated his efforts on -what are the main areas of government 
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(MR. G REEN c ont 'd) . . . . .  se nsit iv ity in the op inion of the Leade r of the Opp osit ion. O ne ,  
M r. Speaker, is h e  ha s p icked on Lake W inn ipeg regulat ion, he re is a place that w e  c a n  h it h im .  
I really th ink that thi s is someth ing alm ost pathol og ical on the pa rt of the C onse rvative Adm in
ist rat ion, that someh ow they g ot h it ha rd on S outh I nd ia n  Lake , h istory w ill repeat it self, they 
w ill h it u s  hard on Lake W innipeg regulat ion. That has bee n the ir e nt ire p sychol ogy in deal ing 
w ith th is p rog ram and I w a nt t o  take a few a spects of it t o  see ,  M r. Speake r, a nd let the Mem
ber for M innedosa, who is g oing to judge , not on p ol it ical g rou nd s but on grounds of efficie ncy 
a nd rat ionale ,  a s  t o  whethe r it ' s  so. 

First of all the Leade r of the Opp osit ion has c ont inually refe rred t o  Lake Win nipeg regu
lat ion. as "fl ood ing the lake . "  M r. Speaker, if we l ook at the last th irty yea rs - a nd I say that 
that is a relevant pe riod - it is t rue , a nd we have ackn owledged it , that the ave rage level of 
Lake W innipeg, the ave rage level w ill be inc rea sed by roughly th ree t e nths of one f oot - th ree 
te nths of one foot - but i n  e xcha nge for that th ree te nths of one foot on the ave rage , we a re 
reduc ing the fl ood level by a s  much a s  two feet in ma ny ,  many yea rs. S o  in orde r then t o  make 
th is a se nsit ive a rea,  in orde r t o  make this a se nsit ive a rea, and I a sk y ou t o  judge , the defini
t ion of a fl ood in the op inion of the Leade r of the Opp osit ion, the definit ion of a fl ood - a nd if 
we l ooked i n  h is dic t iona ry it w ould say "Fl ood :- reduc ing fl ood level s by tw o feet " . That be 
c ome s a se nsitive a rea of th is governme nt i n  th e definit ion of the Leade r of the Opp osit ion. 

Sec ondly, M r. Speaker, he ha s take n th is p rog ram a nd I d on't know whe re he gets the 
figu re s; all I c a n  do is a ssure him that the c ost of L ake W inn ipeg regulation w a s  e st imated at 
roughly 50- 60 m ill ion d olla rs, $55 m ill ion, I c a n't g ive y ou the e xact figure a nd the se w e re only 
e st imates. The init ia l  c ont ract came i n  at sav ing s  - they d id not c ome in h ighe r, the y came in 
l ow e r  - the h onou rable member, the Leade r of the Opp osit ion, because this mu st be a se nsit ive 
a rea in h is v iew , c ont inue s to say that it is a $100 m ill ion p rog ram . The Lake W in nipeg regu
lat ion is g oing to c ost $100 m ill ion. 

N ow ,  M r. Speaker, I th ink that the re a re p roblem s w ith the L ake W innipeg regulat ion 
p rog ram . I think that I have indicated that . I th ink that it is a c ostly p rog ram . I th ink that if 
it ' s  a bad p rog ram , M r. Speaker, that $50 m ill ion is a l ot t o  w a ste on it ; that if the h onou rable 
membe r c ould sh ow that it w a s  a bad p rog ram ,  the n $50 m ill ion is e nough w a st ing ; but in orde r 
t o  make it w orse tha n it is, because he doesn't th ink it ' s  a bad p rog ram ,  he insist s on u sing the 
f igure of $100 m ill ion. 

N ow ,  M r. Speake r, why d oe s  he u se the f igu re of $100 m ill ion? Becau se appa re ntly he 
d oe sn't t hink $50 m ill ion is e nough of a w a ste . Well I w a nt t o  a ssu re h im that if this p rog ram 
is a waste , it 's a w a ste of $50 m ill ion, and if he w ill make the p oi nt that it is a w a ste, that 
$50 m ill ion is much m ore m oney tha n I w ould eve r be a ssociated w ith w a st ing . So if h is p oint 
is c orrect ,  M r. Speake r, the n he c a n  ign ore the $100 mill ion because he ha s g ot a g ood p oint .  

I f  w e  a re w a st ing $50 m ill ion that ' s  quite e nough a nd he need n't g o  t o  $100 m ill ion which only 
c onfuse s h is a rgume nt a nd me rely ind icate s that he is p repa red t o  e ngage in hype rb ole rathe r 
than t o  deal w ith the que st ion. 

He ha s d one the same th ing , M r. Speake r, in eve ry a spect of this p rog ram . He ha s . 
indic ated that eve ryb ody wh o unde rstand s  the p rog ram ha s sr;oke n out aga inst it. He say s that 
D r. Newbe rry has sp oke n out aga inst it . M r. Speaker, if D r. Newbe rry has sp oke n out 
aga inst the p rog ram ,  he ha s neve r sa id a w ord aga inst the p rog ram t o  me . I have neve r hea rd 
h im speak out aga inst the p rog ram . I know that he neve r atte nded a ny of the C omm ission meet
ings whe re he w ould have a pe rfect right to c ome a nd speak out against the p rogram . I have 
neve r heard h im speak out against the p rog ram . But the Leade r of the Opp osit ion doe sn't have 
a g ood e nough p oint ,so in orde r t o  make h is p oint bette r, he say s that D r. Newbe rry has sp oke n 
out against the p rog ram , a nd eve ry one who unde rsta nd s  it has sp oke n out aga inst it . 

M r. Speake r, why doe s  he say that ? The re a re ce rt ain pe ople who have sp oke n out against 
it , who I re spect .  The forme r P rem ie r  of Man it oba , D ou g-la s C ampbell ha s sp oke n out against 
the p rog ram ,  a nd I say that that ' s  h is op inion, aga inst six othe r pe ople on the b oa rd .  K ris 
K rist ja nson has sp oke n out aga in st it , he w a s  ve ry much pa rt of the h igh level p rog ram . But 
why sh ould he the n insult eve ryb ody wh o ha s accepted the p rog ram . Why d oe s  he say that 
eve ry one who unde rstands it has sp oke n out against it . He know s that Dean H oog st rate n  who 
is a membe r of the Ma nitoba Hyd ro B oa rd has g one al ong w ith the B oa rd on the p rog ram . D oe s  
he the n at tribute t o  Dea n H oog st raten, that he re is a man w h o  d oe sn't know a nyth ing ab out the 
p rog ram becau se he has ind icated app roval for it . D oe s  he say , doe s  he have to in orde r t o  
make h is c a se ,  d oe s  h e  have t o  say that the departed W .  J .  P a rke r, a nd I a sk the Membe r for 
Rock Lake , a sk the Member for S ou ris K illa rney, t he Member for A rthu r, is he sat isfied that 
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(MR . GREEN c ont'd) . . . . . in order t o  make a case against S outh Indian Lake , that y ou 
have t o  say that W .  J .  Parker didn 't understand what he was talking ab out ? Is it neces sary t o  
say that Dean H oogstraten d oesn 't kn ow what he 's talking ab out ? I s  it nece s sary t o  say that 
T om St orey, the former manager of Hydr o, d oe sn 't kn ow what he is talking ab out ? And what 
is the definition in the Leader of the Opp osition ' s  dictionary: Pers on who d oesn't kn ow what 
he 's talking ab out; it 's  listed there as a phrase,  "a pers on who agrees w ith Lake Winnipeg 
regulations" , that 's his definition . That c ould be Dean H oogstraten , that c ould be T om St orey, 
that c ould be Cass B ooey - that c ould be anyb ody, it c ould be anyb ody, anyb ody who understands 
it has c ome out against it . 

Mr . Speaker , the Leader of the Opp osition has given us an interesting sidelight which I 
want t o  bring to the attention of the Member for M orris and the Member f or Lakeside , who is 
n ot here , as t o  h ow he w ould handle Lake Winnipeg regulation or this type of pr ogram if he was 
the premier of the Pr ovince of Manit ob a ,  and he aspires t o  be such . What he say s ,  and he said 
it on television ,  he said that I w ould do whatever Dr. Newberry and C ass B ooey t old me t o  d o, 
that if they rec ommended regulation at 716 , it w ould be 716 ;  that if they rec ommended that w e  
d o  n ot g o  for a Churchill River Diversion it w ould be n o  Churchill River Diversion . The rea s on 
hat he said that is he said that I was t o  be criticized because I w ould only accept the rec om -

mendations of the Water C ommission as advic e ,  that I w ould say that these are the techn ocrats 
who are advising; I will listen to their advice but in the last analysis , I am re sp onsible to the 
people of Manit oba and I will make the decision ,  and that if Mr . B ooey and M r .  Newberry and 
Mr . Uruski and the others on the Water C ommission t old me that you sh ould regulate at 71 6 or 
718 , that I w ould n ot neces sarily take that advice .  That if Mr . B ooey and M r .  New berry t old 
me that I am in n o  circumstances t o  divert water fr om the Churchill t o  the Nel s on ,  I d on 't 
undertake in advance to take that advic e ,  because it ' s  me wh o has t o  go back t o  the pe ople of 
the Province of Manit oba and n ot Cass B ooey and n ot Dr . Newberry . But that man wh o aspires 
to be premier of the Pr ovince of Manit oba ,  he says that when I am premier I will do whatever 
these fell ow s  tell me to d o; that if they say regulate at 718 , I will regulate at 718 and damn the 
people ar ound Lake Winnipeg . That if they say no Churchill diversion ,  there will be n o  
Churchill diversion; and if they say , M r .  Premier, regulate at 713 ,  I will regulate at 713 eve n 
if that means spending $200 million t o  get $3 , 000 benefit . And if they say, M r .  Premier, jump 
in the lake , I will jump in L ake Winnipeg because that's what Dr . . • When we were kids and 

came in all wet andmy m other w ould say , "what did y ou do? "  I ' d  say, "I was r unning through the p ond, " 
and she 'd say , "well why did y ou d o  that ? "  And !  said, "well J ohnny t old me t o  d o  it . "  And she said, 
"well if J ohnny t old y ou t o  jump in the lake w ould y ou jump in the lake ? "  And what the Leader of the Op
p osition says is that if Mr .  B ooey and D r .  Newberry t old me to jump in the lake, I w ould jump in the lake , 
because they are the ones wh o I l ook t o  f or telling me what t o  do with regard t o  Lake Winnipeg. 

Well I c oncede , Mr . Speaker,  I c oncede with out any d oubt what s oever that I have n ot said 
that I will do whatever the techn ocrats tell me t o  d o, and if pe ople in Manit oba w ish t o  ch oose 
a premier, wh o will then say that when I am the premier, I will give the responsibility for 
deciding these questions to pe ople who are in no way resp onsible t o  the public of Manit oba,  then 
they will ch oose the leader of the Opp osition as premier. But I think, Mr . Speaker, that the 
pe ople of the P r ovince of Manit oba have m ore sense than to make that kind of decision .  And if 
that 's what he has t o  d o  in order t o  make us sensitive , Mr . Speaker, again I say that the 
opp osition has n ot been able t o  find the areas of sensitivity . 

Mr . Speaker, in order to make us sensitive, he gets up in the H ouse -- and I ask again 
the Member fr om Minned osa,  judge these remarks on the basis of their rationale . Taxes have 
been increased to a punitive level . The Leader of the Opp osition says that taxes have been 
increased to a punitive level . We have been in this H ouse f our sessions . In the first session 
we did n ot increase taxe s .  We shifted taxes fr om one f orm t o  an other , and as a matter of fact 
c ollected less . We passed one bill dealing with tax increases - that' s  my rec ollection .  That 
had to d o  with d oubling the am ount of r oyalties that we c ollect fr om mining c ompanie s .  That 
reduced taxes f or the taxpayer in Manit oba, because whatever we got increased fr om the mining 
c ompany meant that there was less of a l oad that w ould have t o  be paid in other forms of taxa 
tion .  But, Mr . Speaker , in order t o  try t o  make us sensitive , he says that taxes have been 
increased to a punitive level . 

Well , Mr . Speaker,  if taxes are at a punitive level -- and I say that pe ople will always 
c omplain ab out taxe s ;  I mean there is n o  way in which they will say that they are happy with the 
level -- but if taxes are at a punitive level , then th ose are the guys wh o did it, because we did 
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(MR . GRE E N  c ont 'd) . . . . . n ot increase ta.xes, n ot one mill in . . . And in order then 
t o  make that remark in the least way sensibl e ,  what the Leader of the Oppositi on d oe s  is he 
says that when our rate went up to 4 2 . 5  which has n ot yet been enacted I gue ss but we 've indi
cated will have to be enacted with The Inc ome Tax Act , he says here they are increasing taxe s .  
Well , Mr . Speaker , m ost of the pe ople in this r oom have children . . .  

MR . SPEAKER: Order, please . The h on ourable member has f our minute s .  
MR . GREEN: Thank y ou ,  Mr . Speaker . M ost of them are taking fracti ons and if the 

Leader of the Opposition ' s  child or my child came into the r oom and said, Daddy , 4 2 . 5  out of 
14 2 is m ore than 3 9  out of 111, w e  w ould say ,  what are they teaching them in these school s "  

M r .  Speaker , it w ould give me an indication t o  l ook for a private sch ool for my chil d .  If my 
child c ame in and said that 3 9  out of 111 is -- that 4 2 .  5 out of 1 4 2  is m ore than 3 9  out of 1 1 1, 
and if the member of the opp ositi on ' s  child said that t o  him , he 'd say go stand in the c orner 
with a dunce cap on y our head. But he says that to the pe ople of the Province of Manitoba and 
instead of him wanting t o  have a dunce c ap on his head he wants them t o  c ongratulate him by 
making him Premier of the Pr ovince of Manit ob a ,  f or saying that 3 9  out of 111 is less than 4 2 . 5  
out of 14 2 .  

Mr . Speaker,  what were the pr op osals "  And I see that I ' m  running out of time and this 
will pr obably get me chastised by the Member for M orris f or overgoing. But what are the 
pr op ositions ? S ome of them are very g ood pr op osition s .  I w ould ask the pe ople of :rvianit oba 
to really judge whether this kind of thing w ould be d one by the Leader of the Opp ositi on in view 
of his past timidity . He says that there is a chance for us t o  build a $7 bill i on pipeline . He 
didn 't say h ow it w ould be built . We know what the p ositi on of his party was on the last pipeline ; 
they said that the only way private enterprise will build a pipeline is if the pe ople of C anada 
guarantee 95 percent of the c ost then they will be able t o  build it and sell their shares at 
enhanced values and I supp ose that that' s  what he has in mind with regard t o  the $7 billi on ,  
because he ' s  n ot prepared t o  g o  on the c ovenant for the pe ople of Manit oba for 7 billi on them
selves� he 's only prepared to do it to make s omeb ody else beat his chest and say, l ook what 
kind of rugged individualist I am . The Province of Manitoba c ovenants its $7 billi on and I 'm 
building a pipeline and l ook at me . But the fact is that let 's  l ook at this $7 billi on pr op osal . 
D oe s  anyb ody really kn ow h ow much $7 billion is ? Mr. Speaker , let me try to put it in terms 
which we c an try t o  begin t o  understand . It ' s  70 Churchill Forest Industrie s ,  70 -- well 7 
billion -- Churchill Forest Industries $100 milli on ,  $ 7, 000 million ;  70 Churchill Forest 
Industrie s .  Mr. Chairman , using the pr oper figures, it ' s  14 0 Lake Winnipeg regulati on s ,  1 4 0  
schemes of that kind. I t ' s  14 provincial budgets i f  the pr ovincial budget w a s  only $ 5 00 milli on .  
But, Mr. Speaker, w e  had occasi on a c ouple of weeks ag o t o  say that w e  have i n  Manitoba, we 
have a pr oduct which is rather unique in the w orld, that that pr oduct has a future� we kn ow that 
Pre sident Nix on has referred t o  c ae sium; in his State of Uni on Addre ss he refers t o  the metal 
cae sium . That we are saying that if we can be protected by the c oncentrate which is unique 
in Manitoba,  and which pe ople have already on their own invested r oughly -- let us take a l ow 
figure , let ' s  take $7 million,without asking for a single public cent $7 milli on has been put 
int o that product by outsiders·, that we said that if y ou will guarantee us that we will be pr otected 
by finished c oncentrate , we d on't  have to invest anything on speculation ,  but fini shed c oncentrate, 
that we w ould be willing to have the Pr ovince of Manit oba,  because it feels that there is a future 
in a particularly Manitoban pr oduct ,  that we will put up $1 milli on on the c oncentrate , ware
h ouse receipts in our hands, that ' s  h ow c onservative we were - I  think that we were over 
c onservative -- but if we c ould s omehow make it m ore p ossible that that mine will have a future 
f or Manit oba,  and at the same time have an opp ortunity of bec oming a Manit oba shareholder t o  
the extent of 2 0  percent in that mine, Mr . Speaker , if w e  c ould d o  that w e 'd b e  prepared t o  
invest $ 1  milli on ,  and the Leader of the Opp ositi on w a s  n ot a t  all receptive t o  thi s .  Risking 
$1 milli on of Manit oba m oney on mining, the Leader of the Oppositi on endorsed the remarks 
that were made by the Leader of the Liberal Party that he said, my G od we have to be w orried 
ab out what they are d oing with this $1 million . Mr. Speaker, do y ou kn ow what $7 billi on i s "  
This man w h o  says that he ' s  g oing t o  g o  f or $7 billi on on this type of pipeline practic ally shook 
in his b oots when we were talking ab out $1 milli on secured by c oncentrate . D o  y ou kn ow what 

$7 billi on is " It ' s  7, 000 Tantalum s .  
MR . SPEAKER: I regret t o  inform the h on ourable member his time is up . 
M R .  GREEN: M r .  Speaker , do I have a few minutes just s o  I can c onclude " 
MR . SPEAKER: Is it agreed by the H ouse " (Agreed) The H on ourable Member f or Inkster .  
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MR . GREEN: Thank you, M r .  Speaker , thank you . I hope not to encroach on the courtesy 
which has been given to me . Mr . Speaker, 7, 000 Tantalums ,  and not secured as well as 
Tantalum , but 7, 000. Even saying 7, 000 Tantalums doe sn 't really tell you what w e  are doing, 
what he is suggesting, and whether the people who saw how he behaved on Haslam would say that 
he has the courage to go ahead with a $7 billion program . Seven thousand Tantalums means 
that every day, including Sunday; for the next eighteen years we were to announce a Tantalum 
mine deal, every day including Sundays for eighteen and a half year s ,  and he say s ,  Mr . Speaker,  
that he would be the one to move with this kind of program . 

Well , Mr . Speaker , if there i s ,  and I should think that the subject has merit; the First 
Mini ster has already indicated that it has merit; that if that kind of a thing has merit then it ' s  
not t o  be trusted i n  the hands o f  people who say that the only way i t  c an be done - - and we know 
from their position in the pipeline debate and it hasn't been discounted by the Leader of the 
Opposition in his proposal -- that the only way it can be done is if we use your covenant , the 
best covenant in Manitoba,  the covenant of the people of the province ,  and any banker will tell 
you that if you've got the Manitoba convenant you don't need any other security -- right; the 
Member from Minnedosa -- there isn't  a better covenant unless it's the Government of 
Manitoba plus somebody else . But the fact is that the best covenant , the best covenant , that 
what he would do is he would use that covenant to guarantee , oh somebody like E .  P .  Taylor 
or somebody else who he has respect for his business initiative1 and then E .  P .  Taylor would 
then be able to get the money and beat his chest and say, "look at how I am opening this country 
on the covenant of the people of the Province of Manitoba . "  So , M r .  Speaker , I w ould suggest 
that if that kind of project does make sense it makes sense for the people of the Province of 
Manitoba to entrust it to a government that indicates that it ' s  prepared to use the covenant of 
the people of Manitoba to benefit the people of the Province of Manitoba and not to say that the 
people of Manitoba don 't have the capacity to . . . 

Mr . Speaker, I 'm going to conclude my remarks; I know that I am entrenching on the 
time of others but I 'm going to conclude and I hope I 'll have just a few minute s  left to talk about 
the Opposition generally . 

Mr . Speaker, I believe that an opposition and an opposition that is hitting properly is one 
of the most essential features of a government program . I believe that a government operates 
in such a way as to wonder how its proposals are going to be handled when they come before 
the opposition and I believe that unless an opposition is strong that a government weaken s .  And 
in our case , M r .  Speaker, we have certainly numbers -- certainly numerically the opposition 
has had the strength to be able to deal with our programs,  and I must say, Mr . Speaker, that 
I believe that if anything, the . . . of Manitoba are suffering at the present time -- it ' s  not a 
strong government, and with great respect , and I know this c omes out as remarkably partisan 
but I 've always been that way and I don't think I can change -- if anything we lack, we lack a 
strong opposition . That the biggest asset that this government has is its vitality , its direction 
and its program . The second biggest assets it has is the opposition because, Mr . Speaker, 
when a government thinks -- and the Honourable Member for Morri s ,  and I 'm glad you 're back 
because I know that the Honourable Member for Morris would never undertake , and I know that 
the Member for Lake side would never sit in a government and be a Minister of Mines if it was 
his direction that you are to do what Dr . Newberry and C ass Booey tell you; and the Member 
for Morris would not be part of a government who would say that whatever James C oyne tells 
us we will do, and he didn 't do it , and I give him credit . That the government has to be admin 
istered by the people who are responsible to the people not by anybody el se . But in any govern
men� that one of the things they must do , and I assume that this government will do, they have 
to sit and talk about how they're going to be attacked and they 'd say, sure in Ottawa they'd say> 
what will Diefenbaker say ? Or what will Lewis say ? In this government I 'm sure they 're 
going to have to say, what will Borowski say, what will Gonick say ? Somebody will say , well 
what about Spivak ? They 'll say, don't worry about Spivak, he '11 say that a flood is two feet 
higher than lowering water by two feet . Don't worry about him . He '11 say that a flood is 
lowering water by two feet . Who ' s  going to worry about that ? But that ' s  not , in a personal 
sense that ' s  not the most serious objection that I have . 

Mr . Speaker, I have a particular position which I sub sequently came out with which has 
the peculiar effect of leaving me a back member of this government while the Member for St . 
Boniface who used to give us hell and who I was told not to associate with is a member of the 
government bench, we haven't had that type of issue . I had a personal problem with this issue . 
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(MR . GRE E N  cont'd) . . . . . My personal problem was that I tried to stay away from it, I 
told my members that I want to stay away from it, that anything I say i s . going to be looked upon 
as being some way a revival of the problems that existed in any leadership contest between my
self and the First Minister , and I told my members that I would not become the spoke sman for 
thi s .  My God, there are so many people who are against it what do they need me for ? And I 
waited and hoped against hope , Mr . Speaker, that somebody else in our group would take a 
firm position on this issue so that at least it w ould be argued ,  and that didn 't happen . And then 
I waited and I hoped, Mr . Speaker, I am weak like anybody else and I admit that my position 
and people c all it some kind of courage , I say that I did it because I 'm a coward.  These guys 
have got courage, the guys who have got courage are the guys who go to their electors and say 
that regardless of how I felt I voted to give public money to private schools .  Those are the 
guys with courage . I can 't do that . And I was hoping that there would be other cowards in the 
H ouse like myself who w ould get up and make an issue of it,  and it seems to me that on this 
kind of question, Mr . Speaker, that because of the leader ship that has been given by the Leader 
of the Opposition -- and he can criticize us as much as he wants and we are subject to criticism, 
I don't think that we have chosen the right way of handling it and I blame myself as much as 
anybody else . But surely there should have been somebody to bail me out from the opposition . 
Surely somebody should have been saying that we are not going to let this happen . Surely the 
Member for Lake side, when he indicated that we have somehow wound up on both sides of 
the fence on thi s ,  surely that even from a blatantly , what you call political point of view , that 
the opposition should have protected a majority of the people of the province on this issue . 

Well , Mr . Speaker , they didn't and the fact is that if one -- you know I made the first 
joke of this kind I am sure . Ed Broadbent came to speak to Manitoba and he talked about 
the fortune s  of the New Democratic Party, they were the opposition in British C olumbia, they 
were the opposition in Saskatchewan, they were going to be the Government of Ontario ,  they 
were the Government of Manitoba,  and I said that Mr . Broadbent i s  wrong, that he hasn't 
gotten far enough. In J\Ianitoba not only are we the government but we are also the opposition 
and it seems to me , Mr . Speaker , in this peculiar situation that if the people are to have 
a strong opposition, if the people of Manitoba are to have a strong opposition there is only one 
way of doing it , elect more government members because it 's  not coming from the other side . 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR . SPEAKER : B efore I recognize the next member I 'd like to draw the attention of 
the House to the gallery where we have 45 pupils of Grade 10 standing of the Lac du Bonnet 
School . They are under the direction of Mr . L .  . . and Miss B . . . This school is located 
in the c onstitUency of the Honourable Member for Lac du Bonnet . On behalf of all the honour
able members I welcome you here . 

. . . . . continued on next page 
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OR AL QUE STION PERIOD 

MR . SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Member for Assiniboia. The Honourable Leader of the 

Opposition. 

MR . SPIVAK: I wonder if the honourable member will permit a question. In view of 

your statement with respect to the oppos ition I wonder if the honourable member c an advise 

whether he ' ll enc ourage the Pre mier to call the Wolseley by-election ? 

MR . SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Member for Inkster .  

MR . GRE E N: Mr. Speaker , the Premier has been encouraged t o  c all the Wolseley by
election. 

MR . SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Member for Assiniboia. 

MR . PATR ICK: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. I will not debate the merits of a pipeline or 

redundancy of some farms but, Mr. Speake r ,  perhaps I can say that maybe there are no re

dundant farms in Manitoba but there are some that perhaps are not viable operations , and all 
we have to do on our last municipal committee is to talk to some of the farmers and accept 

the fact that there are some farms that are not productive and the people on these farms c an

not make a living. 

I was told in a couple of areas by a farmer , he said the government at one time told us 

to expand our operations to buy more land and he says this is what we have done. We have 

four sections of land , all the land is very stony and there is no way that e ven I can make my 

150 cattle operation viable because the upkeep , the fencing just doesn't make it productive at 

all. So I say to the government that there are some far ms that probably are not viable opera

tions and we have to accept this fact. 

The other point ,on the pipeline I think it has great merit. I think it's a federal matter 

and the only way that the government can get involved in it in any way shape or form will have 

to be in conjunction with the provinces and the Federal Go vernment. But I do believe that it 

has merit and sort of an exciting deve lopment. 

Mr . Speaker , I would just draw one reference to what was said the other day by the 

Attorney-General and I was sort of surprised and almost diss appointed that you get this kind 

of reaction from a man in his position. He was chastising the Opposition the other day and 

re lating that we are protecting the rich in this province , and I ' ve heard this so much from the 

members on this side of the government , the Opposition, all they do is protect the rich. I 

wonder who are those rich people that he 1 s talking about , Mr .  Speaker , because last year the 

Minister of F inance has told us that there is only one percent of the people of this province 

make more than $20 , 00 0 ,  one percent , and these are the people that the Attorney- General is 

kicking at, complaining about and saying that the Oppos ition is protecting them. 

Now als o ,  no wonder the First Minister is somewhat uneasy these days and touchy on 

many things and in fact, I ' m  sorry , he ' s  not in his seat , but I would like to say that the First 

Minister has lost his poise , he ' s  not the same that he used to be . Maybe it's not what we 're 

saying on this side but I don't think maybe he 's hearing the rattles at the back or from his own 

backbenchers. But I would like to say that he ' s  not the same Minister that he used to be , he's 

not talking about issue s ,  he ' s  getting into personalities.  The other day when my colleague 

from Portage la Prairie was speaking and he drew reference to the fleet of car s  that the gov

ernment has now , or has increased the fleet of cars , and the First Minister with the House 

Leader , both of them, reacted and said "it ' s  a lie , it ' s  a lie , "  that ' s  the reaction that c ame 

fr om the two of these gentlemen. And then the F irst Mini ster got up and said wel l ,  there was 

a statement that I c orrected that wasn't correct. Now if his ministers make wrong releases 

and perhaps the Minister doesn't want to see the Opposition jump on it and react to it , perhaps 

he should circularize us and tell us about what' s  going on, because I have a release here from 

the Tribune of February 2nd and it state s that Public Works Minister Russell Doern said to

day , "The government now has one car for e very four c ivil servants. "  

That's what it says. Mr. Doern said new programs particularly Autopac and northern 

de ve lopment schemes increase the government motor vehicle requirements this year. The 

fleet now has 1800 cars.  The Minister s ays he didn't say it, well that ' s  fine . I will accept his 

statement. But I think it was proper for the F irst Minister to get up and say well I ' ve made a 
correction instead of react the way he reacted and s aying it's a lie. Bec ause what we were 

talking about , we were talking about a statement that was released somewhere to the papers 

by the Minister responsible for the fleet of cars and that' s  what it s ays. 

MR . DEPUTY SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Acting Minister of Public Works . 
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HON. R USSE L L  DOER N (E lmwood): We ll o n  a point o f  pr ivilege , I would like to c lar ify 
the statement that was made and correct it because my honou rable friend ls persisting to say 
something that is not accurate. It ls true that the government fleet ls approximately 1 ,  8 00 
vehicles which includes some 13 00 to 14 00 cars and some 4 00 trucks . I did not divide the 
vehicles into the number of civil servants , I do not know the precise number of civil ser vants 
at this time. It is inaccurate to say that I said that one in four c ivil servants has a car; whether 
you use the old figures or the new figures ,  those statistics in that division is inaccur ate . I 
did s ay there was a combined fleet of some 1 8 00 vehicle s .  

MR . DEPUTY SPEAKER : The Honourable Member for As siniboia. 
MR . PATRICK: Mr. Spe ake r ,  I accept the Minister ' s  statement but the point that I 'm 

trying to make , I'm not debating how many car s  there are , I ' m  debating that when my colle ag
ue was spe aking the other day, he stated what was in fact stated as a news release by the 
Minister himself, and if it was incorrect, it was in order for him to get up and state s o ,  but 
it's in here . 

MR . DEPUTY SPEAKER : The Honourable Minister of Finance. 
MR . CHER NIACK: When a point of privilege arises it should be raise d. I look to people 

who are better versed on procedure than I am, but I thought it' s only right at this stage to 
point out that according to Hansard Page 47 the Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie 
made the statement that the government announced that one out of e very four civil servants 
has a government c ar.  Now that statement is not true and that is the statement which the hon
ourab le me mber seems to be repeating and attributing to government. 

MR . PATRICK: Mr. Speake r ,  I can see the Honour able Minister of F inance is getting 

MR . DEPUTY SPEAKE R :  T he Honourab le Me mber for Assiniboia. 
MR . PATRICK: . . .  extreme ly touchy . If he would have listened to what I said,  I s aid 

I'm quoting a news release. I don't know if the c ontents are correct or not but I 'm stating 
what was lil the paper and the paper stated that the Minister released the contents. So if it 's  
incorrect he had the chance to rebuttal it and say it' s  not true . T he figure was - I'll quote the 
figure again and say - "Government fleet of c ar s  shows increase. Acting Minister , Mr .  

R u s  sell Doern said in an interview the government has now one car for e very four civil ser v
ants.'' --(Interjection)-- Wel l ,  I accept that , but I'm saying this is what the news release s aid. 
But I accept your state ment , you say you haven't said it. 

Mr . Speake r ,  perhaps there are other reasons that the F irst Minister is somewhat un
easy these days with statements that ' s  e minatlng from some of the backbenc her s ,  and I would 
just state the Member for St. Matthew s  when he states that we should have a confiscatory 
estate tax in this province , and no wonder. I know that he will s ay this is not true , but this 
is what he did say, it's ln Hansard , and he was quoting - "I favour a far more progre s sive 
income tax than exists today. My position per sonally is that I would be in favour of c onfisc a
tory estate tax. We ll no wonder ,  with that kind of an attitude , you know, it' s  pretty difficult 
for the Minister of Industry and Commerce and for the First Minister to attract any deve lop
ment to this province and have the kind of economic deve lopment that we would like to have . 

Mr . Speaker ,  when one take s part in the debate on the Addre ss it is customary and fitt
ing that we pay respect to you as the guardian and protector of the rights of this House and the 
member s  who sit in it and I wish to do that now, to congr atulate you for the way you ' re con
ducting the matter s  in this House and as well to congratulate the newly elected me mber to this 
House , the Member from Minne dos a ,  the appointment of the new Ministe r s  and the mover and 
the seconder. We have looked to the Throne Speech , have studied it with great interest ,  the 
Speech delivered last Friday ,  a week now which all Manitobans watche d with interest because 
it was a speech from a government now that has been in power for almost three years ,  has 
been in this House four times now. Myself and many others in the province have perhaps 
expected much more than was in that Throne Speech. But I think the big point here , I think 
the time has passed for c leaning up bits and pieces of legislation which the governme nt is 
talking about. I think the government has a full majority and it can carry out its program or 
any program it has in it's mind , because when the New Democratic Party were on this side 
they always had immediate solution for a ll our problems and the Minister of Labour , I re
collect quite we ll  that he was able to speak on any issue at any time and he says , we have 
policies for any situation that deve lop and I know that for the last few years ,  I have to prod him 
along about the Labour Code , some matters in labour. I know this is the third year , perhaps 
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(MR . PATRICK cont'd) . it takes a little time but I think that the government would have 
done we ll to proceed with the implementation of a new labour legislation the first year in office 
instead of waiting this long. 

I think the Throne Speech shakes the confidence in this government to lead Manitoba into 

an economic growth and to provide our citizens equality of access to recreational facilities , 

for cultural, economic and social facilities for which governments are re sponsible. 
Mr. Speaker , I know that it's pretty difficult to cover much new ground at this late stage 

in taking part in the Throne Speech but I will cover a couple of spec ific areas ,  housing and a 

couple of matters that are of importance to me in the constituency. 

The Throne Speech makes reference that the government also opted out for se lective 

growth policy and I' ve heard the Minister of lndustry and Commerce use this selective growth 

term last year on so many occasions and I would like to he ar , and I'm still waiting from the 

Minister of Industry and Commerce , where has this selective growth taken place in Manitoba 

because I'm not too well aware where it has , because I don't believe it has. I know that many 

contr actors that I know personally, some busine ss people ,  even lawyers and some accountants 

have left this province . So I certainly do not see this growth taking place . 

I know that all the members have received a letter from the Manitoba Association of 

Architects and I will just quote one paragraph and it states "the result of the survey of the con

struction industry tabulated as December 1 ,  1971 by the Manitoba Association of Architects 

indic ate s a continuing low level of in-province volume of construction for which architectural 

consultants are providing professional services. " And it states "the great decline in construc

tion from 1970 to ' 7 1  of$ 127 million to 82 million reflected 54 percent decline in-province work ." 

It also states the projection for the first half of 1972 would indicate an annual volume of 

$ 108 , 8 0 0 , 000 or a 25 percent decrease from last year , 54 percent decrease in the last year. 

And it also states "for the first time since the Second World War , there has been in 197 1  a 

decrease in the number of registered architects in this province . "  And this is from the Man

itoba Association of Architects. So I also cannot see this great growth taking place in the 

province. --(Interjection)-- Well , I don't know if the First Minister was in or not but I 'm 

just quoting from a letter from the Architects. This is  the ir statistics what has  taken place 

in the province last year , the reduction of work and again reduction this year. I agree there 

has been more concentration in the government spector of construction and I ' ll get to that a 

little later. 

Mr. Speaker , this government promised to do very much for some of our less fortunate 

people and much thrust of the last three Throne Speeches were directed at human betterment. 

But I would like to know what are the facts. The facts are that Metropolitan Winnipeg has a 

serious poverty problem. A Social Service audit stated that 16 percent of the families in 

Metro area were earning less than $ 3 , 000 annually. A more recent survey of the Planning 

Committee of the former Metro Corporation revealed that of 2 ,  200 families living in the Notre 

Dame-CPR area,  a cross section of families in this area of 1 , 465 had an income of less than 

$ 3 , 0 00. So at least 50 percent of these people in this area are making less than $ 3 , 000 which 

is below the minimum level. These studies indicate the proportion of the community' s  poor 

in one heavily populated area of the City increased during the times and during the years that 

our wages were increasing and at the present time according to our leading social workers , 

the same poor remain poor an d their lot is getting worse. I 'm concerned because the govern

ment has now had three year�> and I know the Minister will say well we ' ve increased or removed 

the Medicare costs and so on, and I agree with them, but I 'm saying let's look at the whole 

question. 

MR. SPEAKER : The Honourable First Minister. 

MR .  SC HR EYER : . . .  Member permitted me to ask a question. When the member is 

reciting that litany of urban poverty, is he aware of the fact that other large cities in our 

country have the same problems and that in fact is he aware , that in Metropolitan 'Ibronto 

there is a higher percentage of total population on welfare than in Metropolitan Winnipeg ? 

MR . SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Member for Assiniboia. 

MR. PATRICK: Mr. Speaker,  I agree with that statement and I appreciate those facts 

but what I'm saying is the government has not, and it has had time , to help a lot of these people. 

It has not done as much as it promised. It had ready made solutions when they were on this 

side of the House but it seems that these pe ople are still unfortunate and I think they are un

fortunate citizens of the province and of this city. 
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(MB o PATRICK cont'd) . . . . .  
I think that there ' s  two important factors .  I think that they should have the opportunity 

to a standard of adequate level of living and a second point , these people , I fee l  they are also 
unable to contribute to the growth and de ve lopment of their community and of our provin:!e . I 
think that this government has not given these people a better way of life ;  they still lack proper 
accommodation; they still lack decent housing; they still lack job s ,  so - -(Interjection)-- yes I 
am but I ' l l  get to it. So I fee l  that after three years ln office , the government did not do as 
much as lt should have done , and in fact I think the government did very little. I hope the gov
ernment will not require more studie s in re spect to the se people because as far as I' m con
cerned there has been so many studies made and the volumes of material is only collecting 
dust and I think the government has to get on with the job and do something , because I re
collect very well when the Minister of Labour sat on this s ide , he was going to cure this prob
le m very quickly and the government has not. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been very much said about public housing by a few members 
and I would like to touch on it. I know that few of the members on the government side have 
talke d  about public housing. And I ' m  not against public housing , I am for public housing , I 
think that the government had very little choice , they had to proceed because we needed the 
accommodation. But I am concerne d ,  and I think the government is going in the wrong direc
tion by not allowing the se people to be able to own their own home s , and they'll find out like 
they have found out in the other cities what has happened. 

A study completed in 1967 found that Winnipeg will require 65 , 000 public housing by 1991. 

The government has since estimated that there are at least 8 2 ,  000 households in Manitoba 
which are unsatisfactory. In 169 the only public housing in Manitoba was in Winnipeg itself 
and at that time we had 600 units divided between Burrows-Keewatin and Lord Selkirk area. 
By 197 0 ,  the public housing units rose to 1, 300 , by the end of 19 7 1  to 3, 500 and the target is 
2 1 , 000 units by the end of 1975. But Mr .  Speake r ,  numbers is not the criteria of a succe s s
ful housing program - location , type , accessibility, services ,  compatability with other devel
opments are important measure s and let' s  look at Burrows-Kee watin today, that's  a public 
housing. There are many units that are e mpty in that p lace right now. I shouldn't say many, 
there are some units that are e mpty and they are not rented and there are people living in the 
Burrows-Keewatin that make as much salary as some of the me mbers on this s ide of the House 

or more , . that they could find accommodation anywhere e lse , that's available to them ,  but 
they're living in there. So there is something wrong with that public housing itse lf, there is 
something wrong. 

Again I fee l  that the number of public housing should not be the criteria, it should be the 
location, the fac ilities , accessibility of services and so on. The federal government ' s  report 
on hous ing recommended that this first existing housing be acquired for use by low income 
groups , rather than having subsidized home s for all low income groups .  

I fee l  that consideration should a l s o  be given t o  a pr-ogram o f  income supple ments t o  per
mit low income families to rent or buy housing according to their needs in the private market. 
I am not saying that we didn't need the large deve lopment of public housing , my po int is that 
we should make it poss ible for people to purchase these home s .  The other provinces have 
already made a start in that direction, Ontario and B. C .  I think that we should even make out
right gr ants to people for a down payment to buy a house and, in fact, subsidize their mortgage 
interest rate s ,  but I think we should make it available to these people to be able to purchase 
their own home s .  I wonder how much thought has been given to the amount the taxpayer may 
ultimate ly be paying by way of rental subsidies when the hous ing programs are complete . The 
housing authorities in the United States are facing bankruptcy because incomes are not rising 
as fast as operating costs and they are making a change in their housing deve lopments in the 
State s. What I am saying , when we had the housing task force go to all the low rental hous ing 
people and ask them the questions - are they s atisfie d ,  are they happy ? And they weren't, 
they still wanted to be able to buy their own homes;  Ontario is doing it , B. C. is doing it. I 
cannot see , I would sooner see the government make an outright gr ant to allow some of the 
people to be able to purchase their own home s .  In the long run it is going to be much cheaper 
than say building low rental , subsidized housing for all our low income people. I don't think 
this is the solution. I am saying this is exactly what has taken place in the States which they 
cannot cope with and you see a change of policy in across the line as well. 

A study in the United States disclosed that the amount expended on 2 8 , 000 public hous ing 
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(MR. PATRICK cont'd) . units would be sufficient to enable 42 , 000 families to compete 

in the private market with income supplement - with money left over for renovating of the prop

erty they occupy. So Mr. Speaker , I believe that wider range of experimental solutions must 

be trie d ,  such as rent and income supplements , to enable families to seek their own accommo

dation such as public assistance for home ownership , reno vation of older homes and change in 

a property tax structure.  I feel that such programs would encourage independence amongst 

families needing housing accommodation, would provide much more of the incentive program 
than programs which involve housing subsidies only. 

And I also feel that the requirement for citizen participation in such things as public 

housing should be a must and should be encouraged,  so to make home ownership easier for 

many people , I will be presenting a couple of the resolutions later on in the session. One is 

to remove the education tax from our senior citizens , and the other one that we be allowed to 
deduct property tax and mortgage interest costs against taxable income , because in my opinion 
if we don't move in that direction and in fact, I feel that we should also remove the sales tax , 

federal and provincial on housing. We are coming very quickly and reaching the stage where 

very few people can afford to buy a private home , because when you look at statistics e ven in 

Manitoba ,  where you have some 67 perce nt of the wage earners making less than $ 5 ,  000 it's  

very difficult for these people to be able to buy a home when in the last few years , through gov
ernments themselve s ,  provincial, federal and municipal allowed land speculation, allowed 
themselves to put in sales tax cost which increased the cost of home ownership and this in it

self has made it very difficult for many of our people to be ab le to purchase home s and I am 

very concerned about our senior citizens , who in some instance s are forced to sell their home s ,  

because they cannot keep up the property tax. 
On the other side I will agree that the government has done something and I fee l it will 

be a great help but I don't think the government ha s  moved into the right direction by saying 

we'll give you $50. 00 rebate because with the increase in assessment, the rebate will only 

cover the increase in tax that you get from year to year. I know that my taxes have gone up, 

so I assume that everybody else ' s  property t axes went up, so this isn't the total solution. I 

would have sooner have seen the government said we will have t.otal exemption of the first 

$2 , 0 00 of assessment for e verybody which would have done almost the same thing and $ 5 ,  000 

of exemption for our senior citizens which I think would have made much better solution or 

would have been a much better solution than the present one , because all the $50 will do is 

cover the increase of taxes that will take place in the next year or so. 

Mr. Speaker, the other point, I think I would be right to congratulate the government for 

assisting s ome of the communities by giving grants for winter works program under the prov

incial e mployment program PEP 72.  I don't know if listening to debates just a little while ago 

in the answer period or question period, if the money is directed properly to in every way and 

channelled in the right place but the places in the rural community of Manitoba where this 
money has gone to. I think it's a good program - many of the rural communities have been 

starved for recreational facilities ,  for community facilities ,  and this program I think, in many 

instance s will certainly help to develop our - at least recreational facilities and deve lop our 

community facilities that are drastically needed in the rural parts of Manitoba. 
Mr. Speaker ,  I will not debate or fight the old war of Autopac , and I see the Minister is 

not in his seat so I will not make more reference to him, but I think it's  the responsibility of 
this minister to tell the insurance agents where they stand at the present time , bec ause I think 

many of them fee l that their backs are against a wall, they don't know where they stand from 

sort of year to year. If it is not the intention of the government and the Minister to do a way 

with the agent s ,  I think the Minister should tell them so now, so that they can plan properly. 

Many of them will have to increase their -- (Interjection)-- no , they'll have to increase their 

portfolio, what they have at the present time which would enable them to stay in the busine ss; 

some will have to go out because there is not enough money for them. But at the present time 

I am somewhat concerned when you have the Motor Vehicle Branch running big advertisements 

in the paper or on the radio saying that "We are staying open tonight or you can get your Auto

pac renewal at the Motor Vehicle Branch" --(Interjection)-- Yes it is - it makes no reference 

to the agents - I  would say the majority of the agents are very small entrepreneurs ,  that they 

have not the money to advertise like perhaps a few of the larger agents , and the Motor Vehicle 

Branch has all the resources that it needs to for that type of advertising, and I think it's un

fair. I think if they are going to advertise that you can get your Autopac renewals at the Motor 
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(MR . PATBICK cont'd) . . . . .  Vehicle Branch,  they should also state that they can get it at 

one of the agents or authorized Autopac agents , or the Motor Vehicle Branch, but if it's the 

intention of the government to do away with the agents c ompletely I think it's the responsib il

ity of the Minister to tell them now where they stand. I think it' s most important. 

Mr. Spe ake r ,  I would wish to touch a little bit on economic growth and northern devel

opment. I think it's very important for Manitoba because , not that we must create new job s  

for the new people that are coming on the labour marke t ,  but just to keep our existing people 

working. With a million people we haven't enough consumers to cre ate the kind of a large 

market for our local producers , so we have to export. I think we should encourage the growth 

of small towns and cities and pe rhaps ask ourselves why should 8 5  percent of the people live 

in Wlllllipeg by 1985 or 1 9 90,  as was stated by one of the ministers last year during the Uni

city bill. I think that we have to develop our northern Manitoba and I think this is where the 
government has to provide services such as those in the c ities and I ' m  talking of course about 

television, good radio reception, better roads , schools ,  loans for community centers and so 

on. Perhaps even equalization of food and freight rate s ,  day care centers and so on, in order 

that we can keep our people up north and that you can develop. I think money spent on man

power and services in the northern community will be returned many- fold to this province. 

Mr . Speaker , we also have a great natural gift in northern Manitoba and I of course refer to 

the port --(Interjection)-- he ' s  one of them - and of course I refer to the port of Churchill. 

A :ME MBER :  I'm referring to the natural resources. 

MB . PATRICK: I think this port is now use d to a very small degree of its capacity and 

through this port at the present time we only have the one way traffic and I think it 's unfortun

ate that the government has not proceeded to see that we have a two-way traffic in this port -

that our tr affic is on a two-way basis , with Europe,  Asia and as well as the Atlantic seaboard. 

I think the government can do something about expanding the use of this port. 

I believe that to develop our immense northern territory we also should consider incen

tives for residents to re main in the north over a period of time. My colleague from Portage 

la Prairie will be presenting a resolution to the legislature for increased minimum wage for 

our northern communities and we will also be pre senting a re so lution again for a university 

of the north and I want it stated clearly that if it is not feasib le at this time to have a univer

s ity of the north, perhaps it is a fact that we can have a faculty of northern studies perhaps 

in the north as a branch of the Univer sity of Mani toba or a branch of the University of Winnipeg 

and almost every university in C anada has agreed with this that there should be a faculty of 

northern studies up north somewhere . I don't think this is an i de a  that hasn't got any sub

stance. I think it can be done if the university itself perhaps in the next couple of years is 

some what premature ,  then surely the government can move to e stablish a faculty of northern 

studies in one of the northern communitie s ,  Chur chill or Thom.pson. 

I think that this government should consider also with the federal government a progr am 

of training in cooperation with our mining companies to train our native people in such things 

as exploration , mine surveying , line cutting, and it is my information that many of the people 

in the north like this type of work and I think this should be encourage d where the native 

pe ople can opt out to do this type of a job under their own administr ation and manage the ir 

own operations. 

MB . SPEAKE R :  Order p le ase. The Honourable Member has five minute s. 

MB . PATRICK: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. I think that we have to develop this province 

so that all areas will benefit and not have the majority of the people crowd in one city where 

you do have problems with traffic , with pollution, with all kinds of problems. There is no 

reason why a city like Brandon or a city of say Dauphin , cannot get more of the industry to 

that area and expand those places. 

Mr. Spe ake r ,  the other point that I wish to raise and that concerns the long distance 

toll charges for the people in Headingley. Some years ago I presented a petition from the 

pe ople of Headlngley, I belie ve around 300 name s ,  to the House , to have the long distance 

toll charge removed and I have continually raised this matter e very year . This has not been 

done and this year again as you know, there has been some d iscuss ion on it with one of the 

government ministers ,  with some of the people in Headingley ,  and I fee l  that since Headingley 

is a part of Winnipeg ,  a part of Metropolitan Winnipeg - it's in the - now part of the Unicity -

(Interjection)-- well , a member here says it  was forced into part of the Unicity. These people 
are dependent upon the services of Metro for their municipal offices ,  for police , fire 
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(MR . PATRICK cont'd) . . . . .  department, hospital, schools and many of them work in 

Winnipeg and still they have not their phone number listed in the city directory. I think the 

majority of these pe ople e ither work in Winnipeg or have businesses in Winnipeg which is 

very, very costly. I haven't got the figure s  here but I did have the cost, how much they pay 

for their telephone bills each month and some of them pay as much as $50 ,  $75 - these are 

not business people , these are ordinary people that work in the city, live in Headingley and 
to me , it seems like a very, very, almost exorbitant amount to pay for a monthly phone bill 

of $50 or $ 60 for any one resident. So I would hope that the Minister would have been able 

to give us at least a little more information what he intends to do - will there be any consider

ation given to removing the long distance te lephone to between Headingley and Winnipeg ? 

Mr. Chairman, there is just one other point that I wanted to cover and that was mconnec
tion with tourism - I did speak at some considerab le length last year and I think that we 
must have a better program than we did before in respect to tourism. I think that most of the 

tourists that come to Manitoba spend in the neighbourhood of at least $ 15 5  each for accomm<r 

dation, for meals and transportation and shopping. Only 35 percent of them come to Winnipeg , 
the rest trave l through the rest of the province of Manitoba. I think that much more can be 

done to expand our trade. I know last year that there was perhaps only $ 1 , 000 , 000 spent on 

advertising and I think that the province in return received something like $40 , 000 , 000 from 
the tourist trade which is a considerable amount of money and I think that this should be ex

panded a great deal , that we can promote this area not only that it would create a tremendous 

amount of new jobs because it's a job incentive type of an economic development b ut also it 
would create many jobs that our young students need during summer holidays when they're 
not in universities and high schools. I guess my time is right up. I do have a couple more 

things to mention but I will later on in the debates. Thank you. 

MR .  SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Attorney- General. 

HON. A. H. MACKLING, Q. C. (St. James) :  . . .  the honourable member will answer 

a question ? In view of his interest in the development of more public housing , did he make 
any representations to his Liberal colleagues in Ottawa when they sharply reduced our alloca
tion of mortgage monies for low-cost housing last year ? 

MR .  PATRICK: Mr .  Speake r ,  I 'm not in government, the Minister is ,  and it ' s his re -

sponsibility and duty to do it and I hope he would have done it. But I wish the Attorney-

General would have listened. I said that I appreciated that we needed public housing but I 
said the government I think is going in the wrong course. I think the government must also 
make it feasible and possible for many of these people that are living in low rental housing to 

be able to buy a home of their own. I said just look at Burrows-Keewatin project right now. 

You'll find there ' s  empty unlts in there and you'll find there ' s  people living in there that can 

afford to pay a very high rent because it wasn't planned properly. So I think that the govern
ment should undertake to do better planning when they proceed with public housing. 

MR .  MACKLING: I take it then , Mr. Speaker , do I take it from the honourable member 

then that he has been making repre sentations to his colleagues in Ottawa to make it possible 

for the Manitoba Government to facilitate or subsidize low-cost public housing on a purchase 
basis ? 

MR .  PATRICK: Mr. Speake r ,  I would like to point out to the House and to you that I 

have ; I ' m  very disappointed that the Attorney-General hasn't; I told him that somehow the 
other provinces were able to make an agreement with the Federal Government such as 

Ontario and B. C. that they have started a program like that and I'm very disappointed that 
this government or the Minister was not able to do this. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for R ie l. 
MR . CR AIK: Mr. Speake r ,  I wonder if you would be inclined to call it 12:30 ? If not 

I can start but . . . 

MR .  SPEAKER :  (Agreed) I call the hour 12:30. I am leaving the Chair to return at 
2:30 o'clock. 




