
TIME: 2:30 p.m. 

THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY of MANITOBA 
Wednesday, April 27, 1977 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Honourable Peter Fox (Kildonan): Before we proceed I should l ike to d i rect the 
attention of honourable members to the gal lery where we have 37 students, Grade 4 standing,  of the 
Ramah Hebrew School. These students are under the d i rection of Mrs. L. Dyck. This school is located 
in the constituency of the Honourable Member for River Heights. 

On behalf of all the honou rable members of the Leg islative Assembly, we welcome you here this 
afternoon . 

Presenting Petitions; Reading and Receiving Petitions; Presenting Reports by Standing and 
Special Committees. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Highways. 
HONOURABLE PETER BURTNIAK (Dauphin): Mr. Speaker, I wish to announce that the Taxicab 

Board today revoked an exemption of wheelchair transportation vehicles from l icensing and 
regulation under the Taxicab Act. The exemption order under the Taxicab Board was made back i n  
1 967. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Does the Honourable Min ister have copies for the members? Than k  
you. 

MR. BURTNIAK: The Board has determined that that action is necessary to ensure the safe and 
efficient transportation of handicapped people who are confined to wheelchairs. 

The Taxicab Board members have partici pated in meetings with the City of Winnipeg respecting 
the development of publ ic transportation for wheelchai r persons and now consider it important to 
provide for effective control over the operation of private wheelchai r van operations. 

The Taxicab Board wil l be arrang ing a meeting with representatives of the handicapped people 
and of those who are cu rrently involved in this specialized transportation field, to discuss proposals 
for new regulations to ensure safe and reasonable operation. Detai ls of the meeting and place and 
time wi l l  be announced very shortly by the Chairman of the Board . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
MR. STERLING LYON (Souris-Killarney): Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, it  wil l  requ ire a few moments to 

digest what the Minister . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. If  the honourable member wishes to read it he is welcome to. -

{I nterjection)- Order please. I suggested I wou ld  g ive the honourable member t ime to read it. 
MR. LYON: Thank you ,  Mr. Speaker. 
l t  would  appear, Mr. Speaker, from the announcement that the Min ister has just made, that an 

exemption which heretofore existed is now being revoked with respect to wheelchair transportation 
vehicles. it is difficult, from the Min ister's brief four paragraph announcement, to make a 
determination as to whether this,  or how this can prove to be beneficial to this g roup of d isabled 
citizens about whom, of course, we all share concern . We would wish to take the matter under 
advisement and consider it, and perhaps discuss with the persons concerned the val idity or 
otherwise of the order that has been made, and perhaps have discussions later on with the Minister 
after we have ascertained that kind of information. 

MR. SPEAKER: Any other Min isterial Statements or Tab l ing of Reports; Notices of Motion. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 
HONOURABLE RENE TOUPIN, Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs (Springfield) 

introduced Bill (No. 67) The Credit Unions and Caisses Populaires Act. {Recommended by the 
Admin istrator of the Government of Man itoba) .-. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . .  

MR. HARRY SHAFRANSKY (Radisson) i ntroduced Bill (No. 71) A n  Act to amend A n  Act to 
incorporate The Society of Industrial Accountants of Manitoba. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 
MR. LYON: M r. Speaker, I have a question for the Fi rst Minister i n  his capacity as M in ister in 

charge of Man itoba Hydro, but in  his absence I would  d i rect it to the House Leader. Can the Min ister 
confirm that the Member for St. Johns was stating government policy on Monday last when he made 
the statement that the removal of sales tax from all Hydro b i l ls to Man itoba consumers would be a 
disincentive to energy conservation in Man itoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Mi nes. 
HONOURABLE SIDNEY GREEN (lnkster): Mr. Speaker, whether or not it is government policy, I 
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want to advise the honourable member that just as is the case in his own group that expressions of 
opinion by various members are comments as to how they feel about various questions and that 
government pol icy are pronouncements and legislation and other pronouncements of the Minister. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition .  
MR. LYON: I wish to thank the Honourable the Min ister of  Mines, M r. Speaker, for his comment. 

That being the case, can the Minister of Mines advise why the 5 percent sales tax is not being removed 
from Hydro b i l ls as a measure of saving for the people of Man itoba at these times of extra h igh Hydro 
costs. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable M inister of Mines. 
MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, the principles and other matters reflecting the Budget are embraced in 

the Budget Address. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry. 
MR. L. R. ( Bud ) SHERMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is to the Honourable the 

Mi nister of Labour, and I wou ld ask h im whether he had any opportun ity to participate in 
consu ltations with the Federal Government, the Federal Minister of Manpower, pr ior to the new 
regulations announced today by the Min ister of Manpower with respect to unemployment 
qualification periods based as they are on reg ional d ifferences across the country? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Labour. 
HONOURABLE RUSSELL PAULLEY (Transcona): Mr. Speaker, may I fi rst of all indicate to my 

honourable friend, the Member for Fort Garry, I have been too busy today to read newspapers and 
second ly, if there are any statements in the papers I w i l l  be readi ng them but I am of the opinion that 
they wouldn't be law in any case unt i l  they are passed by the Parl iament of Canada. 

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the Minister's assurance. I would ask h im if he would ,  i n  
line with that, j ust g ive the House additional insurance that h e  w i l l  b e  fol lowing up with interest and 
hopeful ly making representations to the position taken by the Federal Government that because of 
relatively low u nemployment in the Prai ries, even though it's h istorical ly h igh . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable member is  debating  the q uestion .  Wi l l  he ask it? 
MR. SHERMAN: I wi l l ,  S ir, but the Min ister has advised the House that he is not acquainted with 

the situation so I was trying  to establ ish the . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: it's contrary to our rules to refer to newspaper items. 
MR. SHERMAN: Can the Min ister assure the House that, because of the Federal Government 

position which is based on varying rates of unemployment, that the u nemployment situation i n  
Man itoba and on the Prairies is h istorically h i g h  even though i t  may b e  low i n  comparison t o  the rest 
of the cou ntry and that therefore the kinds of strictures announced by the Federal Governmentwould 
appear on fi rst reflection to be weighted unfairly. 

MR. PAULLEV: I do want to indicate to my honourable friend that, as has been my policy and the 
pol icy of this government to keep itself abreast of what is happen ing right across Canada in respect 
of unemployment, that I have had some d iscussions with the M i nister of Manpower as to the effect of 
the appl ication of unemployment insurance benefits, etc. i n  relation to being prejudicial i n  some 
i nstances, to an area such as Manitoba, who enjoys a relatively low unemployment rate. I assure my 
honourable friend in the House that we wi l l  be pursuing with a great deal of interest this avenue of 
endeavour .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West. 
MR. EDWARD McGILL: M r. Speaker, my question is to the Honourable M inister of Continu ing 

Education, and relates to the appointment of members of the Board of Governors of Brandon 
University by th is government, and specifical ly ,  Mr. Speaker, to Order-in-Counci l  No. 342 of the 30th 
of March,  1 977. I wou ld ask the M inister if he can tel l  the House, why of these six appointments, two 
were made in d i rect contravention of the regu lations respecting appointments by the government to 
the Board of Governors of B randon University? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Continu ing Education . 
HONOURABLE BEN HANUSCHAK,(Burrows): Mr. Speaker, there was no appointment made to 

the Board of Governors of any University in contravention of any regulations. 
MR. McGILL: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary q uestion to the Min ister. I s  it not true that the 

regulations requ i re that after two consecutive terms as members of the Board of Governors, that a 
third term may not be undertaken unti l a lapse of three years has occurred? 

MR. HANUSCHAK: I believe if the Honourable Member for Brandon West wi l l  do some further 
research ,  he will find that that requi rement was amended by the body having had the power to make it 
in the f irst place. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. LLOVD AXWORTHY: M r. Speaker, I have a question for the M inister of Tourism and 

Recreation. I'd l i ke to ask if he has had the opportun ity to check into whether his department is using 
the chemical malath ion to spray i n  the Whiteshell Park area? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Tourism and Recreation. 
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MR. HANUSCHAK: I wi l l  check. I haven't the information at the moment, Mr. Speaker. 
MR. AXWORTHY: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Could the Min ister then take as further 

i nvestigation,  if the department is p lanning to use an additional chemical called phenatrothion, 
which has been recently banned in  the Provinces of Nova Scotia and P.E. I .  Prince Edward Island, 
because of its l i nkage to the Rhye's syndrome which has a fifty percent mortality rate with chi ldren .  
Can he indicate whether the department is plann ing  to use that chemical i n  the Spruce Woods 
Provi ncial Park or any other Provincial Parks this spring and summer? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Agriculture. 
HONOURABLE SAMUEL USKIW: Mr. Speaker, I th ink it wou ld  be worthwhi le to remind the 

Member for Fort Rouge that the regu lations govern ing the d istribution sale of pesticides and 
herbicides comes u nder federal ju risd iction.  

MR. AXWORTHY: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Consideri ng the i rrelevancy of the remark of 
the M i n ister of Ag riculture, I am aski ng . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. 
MR. AXWORTHY: . . .  if the Provincial Government. . .  
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. let me suggest to the honourable member, if we're going to stay 

within the rules of the questions, that superfluous remarks are not necessary. If he wishes to place a 
question,  make it strict and terse. The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 

MR. AXWORTHY: I apolog ize, Mr. Speaker. I would then l i ke to ask the M i n ister responsible. 
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable leader of the Opposition raise a point of order? 
MR.l YON: Mr. Speaker, j ust a clarification on a point of order. Can we have your assurance, Sir ,  

that that same injunction that you have just announced appl ies also to the answers that are given to 
questions? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 
MR. AXWORTHY: Thank you ,  Mr. Speaker. Then I would l i ke to ask the Min ister . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister raises . . .  
MR. PAULLEY: On a point of privi lege which I thin k  supersedes a point of order such as raised by 

the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition ,  I th ink that it is my privi lege as a Member of this House 
to object to any aspersion being cast on the presid ing officer of this Assembly even though he 
attempts to cloak it in  the termi nology of a point of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. Final q uestion . 
MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, if I might be al lowed to return to the question then to the Min ister 

of Tourism and Recreation . Can he answer whether in fact his department is p lan n ing to use this 
particular chemical , which has al ready recently been banned in  the Province of Nova Scotia and 
P.E. I .  because of its l i nkage with a serious syndrome that affects chi ldren and has a 50 percent 
mortality rate. Is the Provincial Government using that chemical or not? That's what I would l ike to 
know. 

-

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Tourism and Recreation . 
MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Chai rman ,  as I had indicated to the honourable member when I had taken 

his fi rst question as notice, I wi l l  check upon whether or not that particular chemical is  bein g  used by 
my department. I wi l l  also check what other chemicals are used . l wi l l  also g ive a l ist of those which we 
do not wish to use for whatever reasons, but I also want to assure the honourable member that it's not 
the intention of my department to violate any legislation of regulations govern ing the use of 
pesticides. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Birtle-Russel l .  Order please. 
MR. HARRY E. GRAHAM: Thank you ,  Mr. Speaker. I have a question for the Honourable Attorney

General .  In l ight of the statement he made the other day regard ing a 30-day period for an inquest 
under the Fatality Inqu i ries Act - and I real ize that if there's a possibi l ity of criminal  charges the 
inquest has to be delayed - is the Attorney-General contemplating the laying of any criminal 
charges with respect to the recent f ire in  Portage? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  
HONOURABLE HOWARD PAWLEY (Selkirk): Mr. Speaker, as I i ndicated, I believe it was 

yesterday or the day before yesterday, we are awaiting the Fire Commissioner's report and the report 
from pol ice officers i nvestigating the tragic fire in Portage. Once we've obtained that i nformation 
then we' l l  know what are the appropriate steps. Thereafter we' l l  have an opportun ity to read the 
report. U p  unti l  that time one cannot contemplate anyth ing .  

MR. GRAHAM: M r. Speaker, I have a second question for the Honourable Attorney-Genera l .  l t  
deals with the possibi l ity of  a strike with the employees of  the Manitoba Liquor Commission , which I 
understand is under his j urisdiction .  Can the Min ister indicate whether the in itial position taken by 
the negotiating team of staying within the gu idel ines of the Anti-Inflation Board and then reversing 
that position and negotiati ng as though the Anti- I nflation Board does not exist, has that f irm's 
unswerving position been changed at all in the recent days? 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, this is a matter which is being handled through negotiations at the 
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present time. The on ly change in  the orig inal position is that there were two items which it was felt 
were included u nder the orig inal A IB order that, in fact, were not i ncluded , and which provided some 
greater flexib i l ity insofar as the continuance of the negotiations. After that clarification, M r. Speaker, 
as far as I am aware negotiations are continu ing in good faith between the parties, with both parties of 
course being aware of the existence of the guidel ines. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa. 
MR. DAVID BLAKE: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Honourable M i nister responsible for 

Renewable Resources. I wonder if he might inform the House the q ual ifications and the i nformation 
relating to the deer hu nting season that he announced outside the House recently. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister for Renewable Resources. 
HONOURABLE HARVEY BOSTROM (Rupertsland): Mr. Speaker, the ful l  details of the 

announcement has gone off via the news service. All of the detai ls with respect to the areas that wi l l  
be al lowed for hunt ing,  and the qual ifications and l icensi ng and so on wi l l  be coming out  in  detailed 
information as the seasons are announced via the regular brochures that come out from the 
department. 

Mr. Speaker, just to conclude, no other seasons have been announced to my knowledge by way of 
Min isterial Statement in this House. I made a statement to the press on this particular item because it 
was rather un ique in the sense that we haven't had a season for a couple of years. 

MR. BLAKE: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. The fact that it was rather unique and we haven't had 
a season for some years, I thought that it might have been announced in the House, but I realize it's 
the Min ister's privi lege to announce it. I wonder if he might inform the House what i nput the Wi ld l ife 
Associations have had in the sett ing of the regulations for the u pcoming deer season. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister. 
MR. BOSTROM: Mr. Speaker, as I indicated during the Estimates debate, I have operated with an 

open-door policy with respect to all g roups in Man itoba that wish to make their comment on any 
aspect of our admin istration in  this department and the Wi ld l ife Federation is no exception here. I d id  
ask them if they wou ld l i ke to be involved in the discussion of  the detai ls of  this season and the various 
options that we were looking at. They did i nd icate that they wou ld and in fact came in  and discussed it 
with me personal ly and in  fact commented that they were general ly in  agreement with the decision 
that we were making .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for  Rad isson . 
MR. SHAFRANKSY: Mr. Speaker, a question to the Attorney-General. Can the Attorney-General 

ind icate whether it was proper for the judge to order the use of pol ice officers to serve an injunction in  
the picket l i ne at  Griffin? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. Asking for legal opinion. 
The Honourable Member for Ass in iboia. 
MR. STEVE PATRICK: Mr. Speaker, I have a q uestion for the Honourable M in ister of Health and 

Social Development. In view of the statements in  a news release this morning by the Manitoba Mental 
Health Association about the bed spaces and the critical situation in  Man itoba at the present time, 
can the Min ister indicate to the House what is the present rate of beds avai lable for psychiatric 
patients in Manitoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister for Health . 
HONOURABLE LAURENT L. DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): Mr. Speaker, no, off hand I couldn 't 

g ive this information. I th ink  that we had a thorough discussion on that and some of the problems 
brought out by the Associat ion.  I think that I recogn ized that during the Estimates and I think a l l  the 
answers should be found in Hansard during the debate . . . .  

MR. PATRICK: A supplementary. Has the M i nister met recently with the Association and in  the 
statements by the Association that were released this morning ,  is it true that the mental health 
services are not avai lable in  Wi nn ipeg or in  rural Man itoba as wel l?  

MR. DESJARDINS: No, I don't th ink that. I haven't seen the statement that my honourable friend is 
referring  to. I would l ike to see it before commenting on it. As far as discussion with them, staff have 
had many meetings with them to look at this situation. 

MR. PATRICK: Can the Min ister agree that there are only 66 workers avai lable in  the province in 
this area? 

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, I am not going to agree to anyth ing .  At this t ime my honourable 
friend has probably a statement in front of him that I haven't seen and I don't th ink it wou ld be proper 
for me to d iscuss something that I haven't seen . 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rock Lake. 
MR. HENRY J. EINARSON: Mr. Speaker, I d i rect this question to the M i nister of Agricu lture. I 

would l i ke to ask h im ,  now that the beef vote is over a month since it was held, I wou ld l i ke to ask the 
Min ister if any d iscussion between the d i rectors of the Man itoba Beef G rowers Association, together 
with the d i rectors of the Cow-Calf Producers, have had any correspondence with him or have they 
had any request to meet with the Min ister in regard to some of the problems they consider sti l l  serious 
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in the beef industry? 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister for Agricu lture. 
MR. USKIW: No, Mr. Speaker, I don't believe there has been any request to my office. 
MR. EINARSON: I wou ld  l ike to ask the Min ister then , should there be a request, is the Min ister 

prepared to meet with those . . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Hypothetical. 
The Honourable Member for Robl in .  
MR. J. WALLY McKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, I have a question of  the Honourable Min ister of 

Highways. Under the new $82,471 ,000 under Capital Requirements of the government, an item 
appears of $20,573,000.00. I wonder, cou ld the Mi nister advise the House how much of that money 
they a l located to the Department of Highways, how much to the Department of Northern Affairs, how 
much to the Department of Tourism, and how much . . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. Order for Return. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rad isson . 
MR. SHAFRANKSY: Yes, Mr. Speaker, thank you. I have a question for the Fi rst M inister in his 

capacity as Mi nister reporting for Manitoba Hydro. I n  view of the charges by the Leader of the Official 
Opposition very recently that Dr. Cass-Beggs was used in a pol itical manner by this government to 
i nfluence the Board of Man itoba Hydro, can he indicate whether Dr. Jack Hoogstraten ,  the former 
Dean of the Facu lty of Engineering,  whether he can be influenced pol itically, whether in fact his 
i ntegrity has not been chal lenged by the Leader of the Official Opposition? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst Min ister. 
HONOURABLE EDWARD SCHREYER, Premier (Rossmere): Mr. Speaker, . . . .  
MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. The Honourable Member for Morris state his point of order. 
MR. WARNER H. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, I wou ld be i nterested in knowing how you could 

rule the question of the Member for Fort Rouge out of order and not that one. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F irst Min ister. -( I nterjections) - The Honourable Fi rst Minister. 
MR. SCHREYER: M r. Speaker, as I have indicated in the past to the honourable member, I would 

invite h im to read the transcripts of the hearing of the meetings of the Public Util ities Committee. 
When the Chai rman of Manitoba Hydro, in response to a question posed by the Min ister of Mines and 
Resources, and in response to a question asked by me this year, two q uestions in two successives 
years as to whether or not there was any pol itical i nterference or imposition on engineeri ng analysis 
and recommendations, the Chairman of Manitoba Hydro, who is also the Chief Engineer, indicated 
that there was none. And accordingly I wou ld invite my honourable friend to read the transcripts 
once again.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa. 
MR. BLAKE: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Honourable First Min ister. I wonder if he could 

confirm to the House that the pol ls in  Rad isson constituency are so bad that the member has to keep 
asking these idiotic statements pend ing the upcoming election? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst Min ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, I don't know anyth ing about polls. Democracy wi l l  continue with or 

without pol ls, but I must say at the same time that there is nothing idiotic in asserting that in two 
successive years the Chief Engi neer of Hydro has confi rmed that there has been no "pol itical 
imposition" on engineering analysis and recommendations. And if there is anything idiotic, it is in  my 
honourable friends repeated ly trying to assert otherwise. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Robl in .  -( Interjections) - Order please. Order 
please. Order please. I wonder if the honourable gentlemen would cool oft a l ittle? Order please. The 
Honourable Member for Rob l in .  

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, -( lnterjections) -
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Member for Sturgeon Creek. 
MR. J. FRANK JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, yesterday I asked the member to apologize tor cal l ing 

me a l iar. From his chai r he j ust yel led across the House that we were God-damned, b loody liars. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I th ink that that demands an apology in this House. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rad isson .  
MR. SHAFRANKSY: M r. Speaker, I apolog ize for the use of the words "bloody l iars," but the tact is 

that they are strangers to the truth. -( l nterjections) -
MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. The Honourable Member tor Robl in .  
A MEMBER: He gets the head l i nes again! 
MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, I have a question of the First Min ister. I wonder, can the Fi rst 

M inister advise the House it the reason that he put the Member for Radisson as Chairman is to muzzle 
h im? And I ask a second question: Can the Fi rst Min ister assure the House the Member tor Radisson 
can read? MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F irst Min ister. 

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, assuming that that question is in order, I would simply reply that 
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the selection of the Chairman of a committee follows a rather democratic process, and as such one 
does not have to engage in man ipulation behind the scenes, such as I understand some erstwhi le 
Conservative cand idates or potential cand idates have not been able to f ind in their  own party. But 
apart from that, Mr. Speaker, I wou ld say to my honourable friend, the Member for Robl in ,  that the 
Member for Radisson has at least an appreciation of the evolution of the decision-making with 
respect to the development of the Nelson River which is what my honourable friend, the Member for 
Robl in ,  apparently seems to be ignorant of altogether. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry. Order, please. Order, please. The 
Honourable Member for Fort Garry. 

MR. SHERMAN: Thank you , Mr. Speaker. My question is to the Honourable the Min ister of 
Labour. lt relates to the members of a particular union in the construction industry in Man itoba. I 
would l ike to ask the Min ister of Labour if he can advise the House under what authority the 
Unemployment I nsurance Commission and the federal Department of Manpower can threaten 
Man itoba tradesmen or craftsmen with suspension of their unemployment insurance benefits if they 
refuse to take . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. You're asking for a legal interpretation. 
MR. SHERMAN: No, I 'm not, Mr.  Speaker. 
MR. SPEAKER: Yes you are. Would the honourable member rephrase. 
MR. SHERMAN: I'm asking if the Min ister can cite the authority, Sir. I'd l i ke to repeat my question 

and rephrase it, perhaps, if that's necessary. I 'm asking the Min ister if he can advise the House what 
are the terms and the rights that the Unemployment I nsurance Commission and the federal 
Department of Manpower have that permit them to threaten Manitoba tradesmen with suspension of 
their unemployment insu rance benefits if they won't take jobs outside the province ;  not in the north 
but outside the province. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Labour. 
MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, I th ink that we should recogn ize that the Honourable the Member for 

Fort Garry has. a legitimate question albeit a question that really should be d i rected towards the 
federal authority. And I hope we don't go through another Donnybrook of impertinent i nterruptions 
such as we have thus far this afternoon which I th ink is abhorrable and unbecoming the conduct of 
this House. But I would say to my honourable friend, the Member for Fort Garry, I do appreciate the 
factthat he has raised a very i nteresting point. I do indicate that it is under the purview of the federal 
authority in the fi rst instance but if he would be kind enough to g ive me the particulars of which I am 
not aware, I would be prepared, as the Min ister of Labour in Man itoba, to make representations to 
Ottawa to see that any injustice is overcome. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage la Prai rie. 
MR. GORDON E. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, I d i rect my q uestion to the Honourable the Min ister 

for Health. With respect to changes in the Canada Pension Plan which are being considered by 
Parl iament Ottawa at the present time, is it a fact that all provinces are consulted and have to give 
agreementbefore changes are made? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister for Health. 
MR. DESJARDINS: No, Mr. Speaker. There should be consu ltation with the provinces. There has 

been over the last two or three years. We're having a conference of the provincial Health Min isters on 
June 22-23 but they certainly have a right to bring in their own b i l ls ,  which is their prerogative. 

MR. G. E. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, another question to the same Minister. Since Ontario is  
opposing the change which would al low the spouse who drops out of the work force for up to seven 
years to not include those no or low income years in calculating the Canada Pension, is Manitoba 
taking the position that they agree with the proposal or are they siding with Ontario in opposing that 
particular proposal? 

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, maybe there is someth ing that Ontario knows that we haven't 
. . .  We don't know the implication and everything.  We haven't taken a f irm position for or against the 
Federal Government on that. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Roblin .  
MR. McKENZIE: Mr.  Speaker, I have a question for the M in ister of Highways. I wonder if he could 

g ive us a breakdown of that item $20.573 mill ion which appears in the New Capital for the Budget 
Debate? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister for Highways. 
MR. BURTNIAK: Mr. Speaker, perhaps I would be able to g ive that breakdown at the appropriate 

time. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Logan. 
MR. WILLIAM JENKINS: Mr. Speaker, I'd l ike to ask a q uestion of the Attorney-General .  Is  it the 

usual practice of the cou rts in  Man itoba to use police departments for the verbal issuance of 
In junction Orders? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  
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HONOURABLE HOWARD PAWLEY (Selkirk): Mr. Speaker, the question assumes that the police 
were used in the service of an I nj unction Order. lt is my advice that they were not involved in the 
service of the Injunction Order. I am in the p rocess of obtai ning further clarification in view of the 
news stories of this morn ing but I am i nformed they were not involved in the service of court 
documents. 

MR. JENKINS: A supplementary question then, through yo u, Mr. Speaker, to the Attorney
General. Is the I nju nction that was ordered this morning against picketing or is it an injunction 
against obstruction? 

MR. PAWLEY: The Injunction was obtained civilly as it was a private matter but it is my 
u nderstanding that the In junction i nvolves only that pertaining to impeding and obstructing and 
does not involve an I njunction against picketing or comm un icati ng of information, only against 
impeding or obstructing, which in fact, Mr. Speaker, is the law up to the present ti me. The I nj unction 
simply is confi rming what I thin k  we all understood the law to be up until this point. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst Min ister. 
MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, for the further information of the Honourable Member for Roblin,  

his question with respect to a breakout ofthe Capital Funds requested in one given item wil l  be before 
the House at the time of the submission for Capital Supply authority and at the time of the treating of 
the Capital Supply Bi l l ,  so that i n  both cases really there are two opportunities for getting that 
information outside of this context itself. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Portage la Prairie. 
MR. G. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, I have another question for the Honourable the Minister for 

Health and it is with respect to the proposed changes in the Canada Pension Plan. Does his 
government ag ree with the change that will  allow for a credit splitting of the CPP in the event of a 
marriage breakup? I n  other words, both parties in the marriage have a right to a part of the pension 
that was earned by the one party in the marriage. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Health. 
MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, I think that it would be more prudent to look i nto the matter and 

answer my honou rable friend at a subsequent date. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Stu rgeon Creek. 
MR. F. JOHNSTON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is to the Mi nister in charge of 

Telephones. I wonder if the Min ister could inform the House when the directive was given by 
Manitoba Telephones to their operators not to leave call-back numbers when there is a collect call 
being made from Manitoba or from an area in Manitoba. They refuse now to leave a call-back nu mber 
with the person they are call ing. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Consumer and Corporate Affairs. 
MR. TOUPIN: Mr. Speaker, I'm not qu ite sure. I'll take the question as notice and get back to the 

honourable member. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye. 
MR. BOB BAN MAN: Further to that same Minister, I wonder if the Minister could also advise the 

members of the Legislature when constituents call them collect and the mem bers are in the House, 
whether there can be any arrangements made that the operators can get the name and phone 
n umber so that we can call our constituents back? 

MR. TOUPIN: Well again, Mr. Speaker, it's not a problem that I have whether I 'm in the House or in 
my office or at home. But if there is a desire of a constituent of ours wanting to leave a name and 
message without having to pay the toll charge, that is something that can be looked into. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY - BUDGET DEBATE 
MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Honourable the Minister of Finance and the 

amendment thereto by the Honourable Leader of the Opposition and the amendment to that by the 
Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. The Honourable Member for Birtle-Russel l .  

MR. HARRY E. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. Mr.  Speaker, I have to confess that the speech 
I am going to make today is probably one that will be purely off the cuff. The figu res that I had worked 
out using the figu res of the Budget, mysteriously disappeared from my desk sometime between last 
night and today. 

A MEMBER: They're in my pocket. 
MR. GRAHAM: So I will have to go without those figures, Mr. Speaker. So I apologize to some 

degree for that. 
lt's a pleasure for me, Mr. Speaker, to take part in this debate at this time for several reasons. First 

of all ,  I thi n k  that it's fairly important for as many members as desire and as possible to put forward in 
this type of debate thei r own particular ideas and to enforce the position of their particular pol itical 
party. I've noticed that the Member for St. Matthews put forward a very forceful argument the other 
day as well as the Member for Ste. Rose and the Member for Sel kirk, the Honourable Attorney
General. I was rather impressed, Mr. Speaker, with the remarks of the Honourable Attorney-General 
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because unl ike the Member for Lakeside who last even ing put forward a very strong case for the 
Honourable M i nister of Mines and Natural Resou rces as being the logical and the only contenderfor 
the leadership of the New Democratic Party in  opposition after the next election , I suspect that the 
Honou rable Attorney-General was also l ikewise trying to put forward his own particular case, and I 
suggest, Sir, that he should be considered. I hope that the New Democratic Party does give 
consideration to maybe several potential leaders of their political party after the next election. 

The Attorney-General, thou gh, finds himself in  a rather precarious position in  this particular 
election . Because No. 1, he is somewhat l ike the First M i nister, he's not too sure whether his seat is 
entirely safe or not; and yet he realizes that if he is going to be considered as a potential leader he will  
have to spend a g reat deal of t ime tou ring the Province of Manitoba acting as one who has the 
aspirations to leadersh ip. So he's at a cross-roads there, he has to make sure that he is elected in  his 
own constituency, and yet he has to at the same time, show to the people of Manitoba that he has 
some qualifications that should be considered if and when he decides to throw his hat in for the 
leadership of his political party. 

So in that respect and because I have probably a rather fairly close association with the Atto rney
General in  that I think I understand him and I understand his political aspirations, there is  the deeper 
one though, Mr. Speaker, and that is that in that u nderstanding you also begin to get an 
u nderstanding of the phi losophy, the political philosophy of the i ndividual. I think that therein l ies the 
real problem that the Attorney-General would have if he was aspiring to the leadership of the New 
Democratic Party and that is his own personal phi losophical beliefs. I would say that if he was entirely 
honest with the people of Manitoba and told them his own personal bel iefs and his political 
aspirations in that respect, then I would have to say, Mr. Speaker, that probably the Member for 
Lakeside was co rrect, that the Minister of Mi nes and Natural Resou rces will be the next leader of the 
New Democratic Party. 

I think that if his perso nal and phi losophical beliefs became widely known, his chances of leading 
the New Democratic Party would be very sl ight. 

A MEMBER: A nice guy. 
MR. GRAHAM: However, Mr. Speaker, he's a real n ice guy and I wish him well in his endeavours 

and time alone will tell how successful he will be. 
M r. Speaker, my i ntention in getting into this debate was not to deal, as most mem bers on the 

other side have done, not to deal in the past and to put forward rather fallacious arguments, I intend to 
deal more with what is in front of us. 

Sir, i t  has always been my concern ever si nce I 've been involved in the political field to be more 
concerned about tomorrow than yesterday, because after all tomo rrow is the most i mportant day in  
our  life. lt is the policies and the programs that are adopted today that wi l l  affect tomorrow. When I 
look at this Budget that has been brought down by this government in wh ich the Minister of Finance 
has indicated no significant tax changes, I have to then look at some of the secondary aspects of that 
Budget which in my estimation give you a true indication of the intent and the real philosophy of this 
government. 

I would have to say, Sir, that the real phi losophy of this government can be l i kened to that of a 
bloodsucker. 

A MEMBER: Going through the back door. 
MR. GRAHAM: They want to derive from the citizenry of Manitoba more and more dollars in as 

pai nless a manner as possible. J ust l ike the bloodsucker extracts the blood from its host without 
creating too much pai n.  

This government when you look at thei r detailed estimates of revenue for the coming year, then 
you can get some idea of what I am trying to bring forward, Sir, and that is the little points, the little 
insig nificant poi nts but I think they are important. I had gone to considerable detail ,  Sir, to work it all 
out in percentage figures, but unfortunately those figures d isappeared out of my desk last night. 

For instance' under the Attorney-General's department itself, in  the field of fi nes and costs this 
government intends, in  the coming year, to extract some 25 to 30 percent more money out of the 
people of Man itoba than they did last year, in the field of fi nes and costs. That, S ir, indicates to me the 
punitive ph ilosophy of this govern ment. 

Th is would seem to me, Mr. Speaker, to g ive you a rather deeper insight into what the real 
phi losophy of this government is and that is to take by whatever means possi ble, in little amounts 
here, in larger amounts there, but in any manner possible,  to take just a little bit more from the 
i ndividual in Man itoba's society. 

Again in the Attorney-General's Department, the next one is under County Court Fees and this 
wo uld appear in the field of fees to be roughly a 30 to 35 percent increase, a one year increase, 
somewhere in that neigh bourhood. I had the exact figures worked out at one ti me. lt goes from 462 to 
683 'h. Now I would say that that is getti ng up i n  the 40 percent class of i n crease i n  County Court fees. 

A MEMBER: I ncreased usage. 
MR. GRAHAM: lt may be increased usage and if it is then it ind icates that the people of Manitoba 
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have not been living up to the laws or it indicates that because we have more laws passed and the 
pun itive action of the government has demanded and put forward a tighter rein on the people of 
Manitoba and are trying to control people more and more all the time. 

So this again is an indication, Sir, of what the philosophy of this government is, to take by 
whatever means possible, in little amounts or large amounts, in as painless a manner as possible. 
This is done not th rough passing laws, but it is done by regulation. The i ncrease i n  fees is done by 
regulation, never approved in this Legislature other than we have, I believe, a report - I think it was 
tabled here very early in the session - of the number of regulations that have been approved during 
the past year. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, the third item, and this is just the Attorney-General's section, because it is the 
fi rst one in the - no, it is not the fi rst one, the fi rst one is Agricultu re. They only have one item in here 
and this again is in the area of fees, where they have gone from 301 to 447 which again would indicate 
a 40 percent increase, roughly. So it does give you a rather consistent, constant picture of what this 
government intends to do. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is somewhat ironic because we find that one arm of government is asking its 
employees to live with in the guidelines of the Anti-inflation Board and to abide by the spirit of the 
anti-inflation legislation and yet they themselves, knowing full well that they are exempt from the 
Anti-inflation Board guidelines and controls, are adopting a much different pattern.! would think that 
any wage earner who showed that in the past year he had a 30 or 40 or 50 percent increase in wages, 
and if he was one of a large group of employees of a particular company, that would very quickly be 
rolled. back by the Anti-inflation Board. 

But here we find that the Anti-inflation Board has no authority. Government is fully aware of that 
and yet they have no hesitation whatsoever, qu ite nonchalantly they say - Okay we'l l i ncrease fees 
30, 40, 50 percent; by the bloodsucker technique we will extract from the individual in Manitoba just a 
few extra penn ies or dollars so that the wheels of government wi 11 be well oiled and the revenue of this 
province will increase to meet, or to come close to meeti ng thei r program for expenditure. 

We find, Mr. Speaker, even in the field of say the Public Trustee . .. Now I would suspect the 
Public Trustee, who is supposed to act on behalf of people who are unable to look after thei r own 
affairs for some reason or another, but even in that field the increase is something like 40 to 45 
percent. So it shows you, Mr. Speaker, the bloodsucker philosophy of this government. lt is relatively 
painless because the person is not able to look after his own affairs, the Public Trustee will do it for 
him but his estate will be paying more to this government. 

Surprisi ngly though, Mr. Speaker, we find in the Attorney-General's Department that there is one 
area where they expect no increase in  revenue and that is in the field of Legal Aid where they had 
750,000 last year and they expect 750,000 this year. I think the Min ister explained that to us earlier 
because he came back from Ottawa and said he was very unsatisfied that he was unable to get any 
more from Ottawa with respect to Legal Aid. 

· 

But, Mr. Speaker, at the same time, in one field in which there is I would suspect, and past history 
---... has shown there has been a very dramatic i ncrease, and that's the field of the expected revenue of the 

Liquor Control Commission. -(Interjections)- Mr. Speaker, before everybody goes off on a tangent 
here, I want to point out that here the government expects no increase, no i ncrease. They expect $67 
mi llion reven ue in the year ending March 31st just past and they expect to receive $68 million a year 
from now. 

Now, if the i ncreases of the past years, if that growth rate contin ues and I know in some years we 
have seen an increase from year to year as much as $12-$15 million from one year to the next, but 
here we only expect one million this year. We find . . .  

A MEMBER: The moderation program, it's getti ng revenue. 
MR. GRAHAM: lt could be that the moderation program is working. lt also could mean that this 

government has already bled from the taxpayer as much money as they can hopefully expect to 
extract and there isn't enough money left for that particular aspect. That is a possibility. There is also 
the second possibility that we may i ndeed end up with the Wi nnipeg Jets playing in the National 
Hockey League next year . lt's a possibility, but if the Manitoba Liquor Commission, which has a 

· complete monopoly but sti l l  does a lot of advertising, if they contin ue to pay part of the cost of the 
broadcasts of those Winnipeg Jets games, if it's in the National Hockey League, that advertising 
dollar may go up considerably, the cost of it. So it may be the dramatic increase in  cost of the 
advertising campaign of the Liquor Control Commission. 

So, M r. Speaker, I 've just dealt with the Attorney-General's department to show you what this 
bloodsucker philosophy of this government is. We get i nto the field of t he Co-operative Development 
for instance, we find they expect a decrease in revenue there. So the Co-op program does not expect 
to have that m uch increased revenue for the province of Manitoba. 

We find in the field of Licenses, under Consumer Corporate and I nternal Services, that we are 
looking well in excess of fifty percent increase in l icensing. These th ings, Mr. Speaker, are all 
consistent. They are not constant because they fluctuate greatly. I believe there's one in here which 
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indicates about a 270 percent increase, if I can find it. Under Municipal Affairs, the fees that they 
expect to raise this year under Municipal Affairs ind icate a 270 percent i ncrease. Two hundred and 
seventy percent in crease under Municipal Affairs. And I would l i ke to ask the Min ister of Municipal 
Affairs, what is the dramatic service that he is going to provide for the municipalities that wil l  cost 
them 270 ti mes as much this year, a 270 percent increase over last year's services. He just l ists it 
simply as fees, but it does indicate a very substantial amount. 

Wel l, Mr. Speaker, I could go through this thing for a great deal - but the whole thing, Mr. 
Speaker, is that it is relatively consistent. They don't have to have a substantial change in the Budget, 
in changing their personal income tax, their corporate tax, their retail sales tax, or anything else. But 
through the small insidious, bloodsucker type fees and licenses, they are extracting more and more 
taxpayer dollars and the wheels of this government will, hopefully, get sufficient lubrication to keep 
them turning. 

Mr. Speaker, I don't believe that it should be the intention of any government to gouge in a manner 
such as this. I know, Sir, that when govern ment chan ges, I thi nk you will see a government that listens 
to people, and you'll see a government that will do for people in a hu mane manner the things that 
people ca nnot do for themselves and that society may very well of necessity have to do. But they will 
try to encourage in our commun ity an atmosphere which wil l  give the individual a desire to succeed 
himself, which wil l  re-instil in people a desi re to further their own goal and will not, as this 
govern ment has done in the past, stifle individual in itiative and create a crowd at the public trough. 

Mr. Speaker, these are some of the comments that I wish to make at this time and I look forward 
with interest to the comments of others in this Debate. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister for Mu nicipal Affairs. 
HONOURABLE BILLIE URUSKI (St. George): Mr. Speaker, in itially I had not intended to take part 

in this Debate. However, I certainly welcome the opportu nity to take part in the Budget Debate this 
session as, in all l ikelihood, this wi l l  be the last Budget that this government wil l  bring in. lt may very 
well not, but it could l ikely be the last Budget this government brings in prior to the provincial election 
and I would l ike to give some of my views with respect to the Budget and to general comments that 
have been made by members of the Opposition with respect to the conduct of the affairs of this 
province by the New Democratic Party Government. 

I want to maybe take a lesson from the Member for Lakeside. During his Debates, he l ikes to trot 
out a New Democratic Party Convention booklet, wave it around and throw out some of the 
resol utions that the Party discusses, that are brought forth at our Convention. Frankly, I had the 
opportun ity of viewing last night the policy papers of the An nual Meeting of the Conservative Party 
that was held in the City, the Leader of the Opposition said, "Wh ile these are policy" . . .  -
( I nterjection)- it was the end of March, the end of March; in fact, just a month ago -(l nterjection)
yes, March 31 st, April 1st and 2nd, where the Leader of the Opposition said, "Of cou rse, these policy 
programs are not the last word, but they are worki ng papers put forward for discussion purposes 
only." They have done some work on their policies as to what they intend to put forward. Mr.  Speaker, 
I reviewed them and looked through some of their statements, and I want to go into some of them. _...... 

They one issue, the home owner in Manitoba. They talk about the prog ram of the introduction of a 
system of tax credits for home owners to make improvements and renovations to their dwel lings -
the intention would be to compensate the increased assessment and thereby realty taxes which the 
improvements create. 

Mr. Speaker, they now talk about tax credits. Would you believe that the Tory Party is in effect 
saying that they want to introduce a tax credit program. But you know, what is the record of the 
Conservative Pa rty in this House, going back to 1 969 when the change in government took place? 
They have consistently voted against tax credit programs. In fact, in th LAST SESSION THE THEN 
House Leader of the Party who - I want to say I 'm sorry that he is not in the House and suffered a 
severe heart attack and I hope he is getting better. I think anyone who goes through such an 
experience and is able to pull through it is a fortunate in dividual i ndeed and I'm certainly pleased to 
hear that he is on the way to recovery. But he, in the last session and, of course, prior to the by
election i n  SourisKillarney, made statements in this House sayi ng that the first priority of the 
Conservative Party would be to get rid of the Property Tax Cred it Program because it is -
( I nterjection)- Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member for Min nedosa says he didn't say that and I am 
misquoting him. Wel l, Mr. Speaker, I bel ieve I have some documents here which were, if not from 
Hansard then they were in the . . .  Craik saves Conservatives" and here I wil l  read back to the 
honourable member - this was in the Tri bune of May 4, 1 976: "Craik states Conservatives would end 
tax rebates." Now, you know, the Tri bune, although I don't hold that high regard for some of the 
statements made, 1 believe they are as fair as one could expect the media to be. But in this case here, 
Mr. Speaker, it was not the statement of the reporter, it was an actual quote of the Member for Aiel: 
"Craik describes this as," and she quotes, "a very cheap vote buying technique and said getting rid of 
it would be our prime objecttive." That is a statement of the Member for Aiel on behalf of the 
Conservative Party. The Member from Mi nned osa says it's not true. Now I would want him to get up in 
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this House and say, "Look, the honourable member was misquoted and that's not what he was 
saying," and deny all that. And they voted totally and-( Interjection)- That's right. Your leader went 
out on the hustings following a couple of months after the session, after that statement was made, 
after that statement was made, Mr. Speaker, several months later and in fact reversed the position of 
the Conservative Party. He went on the hustings and said, "Look we we wi 11 not do away with the Tax 
Credit Program because it's a good program." Maybe he didn't say it's a good program' but "we will 
not do away with it," in any event. Why? -(lnterjection)-

Mr. Speaker, the heckling of the Member for Lakeside, regardless of what happens, it portrays the 
sheer desire, and I really can't blame them, the sheer desire to govern this province in the next 
number of years, because I believe it will be their last chance, because I believe that if the Leader of 
the Opposition and his group do not succeed, that will be the end of the Conservative Party for 
another ten years, because I venture to say that the Leader of the Opposition is here for only one 
thing. He entered the federal race in Winnipeg South Centre for one thing, to get into federal politics. 
He moved in, lost, and he moved out. He's been watching the scene very well. Here he saw an 
opportunity coming - that there could be - knocked off his partner in the leadership race, and 
moved in for the kill to see whether or not he could become the next Premier of this province. 

I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, our leader will be around I hope even longer than he has indicated, 
even as long as he indicated, for the entire term of the next election' because he will be around for the 
next election, and he has made that. . .  Schreyer to serve a full term. You don't even have to . . .  -
(Interjection)- even longer, longer than the next term. I would hope frankly, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Premier' my leader, will be here a long time, longer than the time that he has already indicated that he 
is prepared to . . .  -(lnterjection)-

Mr. Speaker, I have no hesitation that the whole debate in this House is, in fact, a debate about 
integrity, honesty, and posture, public posture, exercise and programs of the government in question 
- the integrity of the government in question. That is what all this debate is about. I'm not ashamed to 
say that the Premier of this province is probably the most, in the terms of public office, the most 
appealing individual that there is anywhere, not only here in this province but right across this 
country, and there is no doubt about it. Even the three members here- their cohorts in Ottawa are 
wanting to try and entice the Premier to the Federal Government. Frankly, the Liberals got to the 
Tories. They didn't get to the Socialists. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, this debate is going to go on, and I think it's a healthy debate, and the 
honourable members opposite talk about socialism and being stifling. The Leader of the Opposition 
talks about people being stifled, and we have to get rid of these socialists and what is . . .  What are we 
really talking about, Mr. Speaker? What in effect has happened in these last eight years? What are we 
talking about socialism? Are we talking about the people of Manitoba for example, getting together 
through their elected representatives, and operating their own insurance company as Well, Mr. 
Speaker, if that's what they call socialism' that's what it is, Mr. Speaker. I believe that the people of 
Manitoba have benefited by -if that's what they want to call it- by socialism , by being able, through 
their elected representatives, to gain more economic independence by banding together and 
forming and operating their own insurance company, and investing all the excess funds of their 
investment income, into hospitals, and schools, and municipal debentures in this province. If that is 
socialism' Mr. Speaker, I support it. I have been part of it, and I believe that the people of Manitoba 
support it. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition has consistently, until this last 
session, said that he wants a freedom of choice, and they would do away with the insurance 
company, the Public Insurance Corporation. They would throw it open, and in fact, I believe they 
would do it. But seeing the errors of it, he even goes to schools and says that he will not do away with 
Autopac, and that we really can't do away with it. Do you want me to tell you why, Mr. Speaker? What 
is really behind it? He is really saying to the insurance companies, look fellows, we know you support 
us, we know you support us, please keep quiet until we get into office. Please keep quiet. 

The fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, it is worth the insurance companies of this province' over 
the last five years, at least $ 1 60 million in revenues. What can that mean to the war chest of the Tory 
Party? Heck, even 1 percent of that amount of money, that the companies have lost alone by not 
being in business, that is only the difference between the premiums they collected and would have 
charged the motorists of Manitoba, and what the motorists paid- $ 1 67 million. That's virtually two 
years of premiums to the average motorist, Mr. Speaker. That is what is at stake. No wonder he goes 
around and says, look we're not going to touch the corporation now, because you know, it really can't 
be undone. Well the fact of the matter is, it can easily be undone. 

The fact of the matter is, the B.C. Government walked in, and they virtually tripled the premiums to 
most motorists, they quadrupled the premiums to young drivers, just changed the entire philosophy 
of the corporation, and could have it undone. But you know, that wasn't even enough for the 
companies. That wasn't even enough for the companies of the private sector in B. C. , because they 
still . . .  That wasn't enough for them, to even triple the premiums in that province to lure them back 
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into the insu rance business, because they were leery, because they know that it is only a matter of 
time, w hen a government that intends to take a share of t he economic development of a province will 
come in and operate the corporation and provide insurance coverage at the lowest possible cost to 
the motorists of that province. 

So that is why he now has reverted his position with respect to the Insurance Corporation of this 
province. He wants things to be very quiet, because if he can gain enough support other ways, then 
he will do the bidding of the insurance companies after the next election, because that it is the 
scheme. l t  is to get into office, and then you can do what you want. 

Mr. Speaker, they talk about, in their policies, about the renting in this province. They tal k  about 
continuing to provide subsidized government rental housing as it is needed , but to institute plans for 
the purchase of these units, by residents' through a progressive system of subsidized rental, leading 
to real cost rental with the option of a lease purchase agreement. Mr. Speaker, they're prepared to do 
that in housing, and I don't argue with that. I don't think that's such a bad policy, but let them not be as 
hypocritical as they have been against the Land Lease Program this govern ment instituted several 
years ago, because that is the very policy that they are talking about in their program for rent 
subsidizing and lease purchase agreements with respect to housing. Let them not be hypocritical 
about a stance that they have taken on the Farm Lease Program, as it relates to the Rental Program, 
as being able to offer a purchase for the renter in this province. They have consistently argued that 
the Land Lease Program is to the detriment, but the fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, it has brought 
young people back to the farms. And in fact, in my own constituency, Mr. Speaker' although I have to 
say some people have taken advantage of it, but the programs of this government over the last eight 
years, have stemmed, at least in part . . .  I have to realize that the depopulation of rural areas wil l  
continue, and it will f luctuate, but i n  m y  area, i n  the years 1969 to 1974, there was a net increase in 
population where, over the last number of years, in my area, in my own constituency, there had been 
a progressive decline. 

So, while I can say that - and I ' l l  be q uite honest - an impactof governmentprogramming had an 
impact to stemming the tide of rural depopu lation,  but yet, I am not as foolish to say that we can stem 
it completely, but the programs and policies of this government over the last eight years have really 
s_temmed, or at  least slowed rural decline. And I know it  has been a positive effect in  my own area 
because, just simply even by the voters' list, there was an increase of 400 voters from the 1 969 
election to the 1 973 election, and that is an amount of roughly 8,000 voters, which is a sizeable 
increase just in terms of voters. So there was a net increase in population. 

What impact has this government had in rural areas over the last eight years, the areas that I 
represent, Mr. Speaker? What really has happened over the last eight years? l t  started with a program 
that was criticized and kicked around as the san-can program. The Member for Lakeside liked to josh 
about it, but you know, Mr .  Speaker, about 6,000 families . . .  This is the arrogance that is portrayed , 
although joshingly and nicely, by members opposite, as if in jest, but the fact oft  he matter is that that 
portrays the type of reflection that honourable members opposite have on, whether they be 
mundane, common sense, down-to-earth programs like the Rural Water Services Program which 
b rought water service to many homes in the farm areas. l t  was criticized and joshed about as the san
can program by members opposite. That was j ust one of them. The sewer and water programs for the 
comm unities, many of them have taken advantage of it. 

And the greatest impact of all on which the Tory opposition is talking about, saying that we should 
sel l  off or get rid of some of the housing stock to encourage development by private enterprise of 
specific purpose, reasonable accommodation for senior citizens, family rental u nits. They intend to, 
at least they haven't clearly stated but it appears that they intend to al low the private sector to start 
building the u nits for senior citizens rather than operating as a public. - (l nterjection)-

Mr.  Speaker, the private sector now builds the homes. M r. Speaker, the private sector does now 
build the units. Are they saying that they wil l  al low the private sector to take over the running of the 
senior citizens' homes? Wil l  they now say that they wil l  sell  off the public investment and the 
investment into homes in this province for elderly and for low-income families, that they will sell it off 
to the private sector? If that is the case, Mr. Speaker, if that is the case, they really reflect some of t he 
statements - you know I don't know which to choose from, whether it's the Liberals or the Tories 
about the sel ling off of profitable investment of this province to the private sector. If that is their 
policy, I think they should come out and say it. But I think the greatest impact in rural Manitoba for the 
elderly and the low-income people has been the millions of dol lars of investment in housing stock in 
this province. 

Mr. Speaker, there was not one unit of housing in my constituency prior to 1 969 for our elderly and 
infirm , not one unit, not one unit of public housing before 1969. And they cannot say on the other side 
that there was not money available to do those kinds of programs. But you know, M r. Speaker, they 
are very cute in their statements: we have to cut down on spending. What does that really mean? Does 
that mean the end of the programs of investment into housing which have been invested over the last 

2514 



Wednesday, April 27, 1 977 

seven years; that is an investment for the future? The housing stock, we know now, that the values of 
it have increased substantial ly over the last seven years, the val ues of that housing stock and that 
investment that has been made. But there was not one un it in my area. 

M r. Speaker, I am extremely proud to have been part of a government, an interventionist 
government that has been able to say, "Look, there are thi ngs to be done and we have to go ahead and 
do them." And in eight years it has not been . . . . We have made mistakes, there is no doubt about it. I 
th ink there is no doubt about it that we can be criticized for making mistakes in areas such as that, but 
it hasn't been, Mr.  Speaker, without trying and attempting. 

I go down the l ist of p rograms and I wi l l  want to go down the i ist of programs in the last eight years. 
That l ist, Mr. Speaker, would match any previous admin istration over the last two to three decades of 
expansion in programs in this province. Without a batting of an eye, it wi l l  match any of the records of 
the previous admin istrations for the last - not the Conservative years - the last two or three 
decades, and the most fundamental of al l  is the housing program in this province i n  the rural areas 
which assists the e lderly to remain, l ive out there twi l ight years in thei r own communities without 
having to move out. 

Coupled with the housing has been the expansion in the health care field in the bui ld ing of 
personal care homes, nurs ing home care into the communities which have hospitals in the area. Mr. 
Speaker, there was one unit and I have to give cred it to the Sisters of St.  Benedict who, for many 
years, operated the St. Bened ict's Manor in  Arborg, which, as a result of the 1 974 floods forced the 
closure of that home and the senior citizens, the inf i rm patients had to be moved fi rst to the Deer 
Lodge Hospital for an i nterim measu re, and then to the CFS Giml i  Base and they are there now . I 
wou ld  hope that by this summer that project, the rebui ld ing of that home in Arborg, wil l  be complete 
and the two homes that are schedu led for Ash ern and Eriksdale, adjacent to their wi l l  also be wel l this 
year to complement those un its in that area. 

Add itional ly the dental care program which has begun, one of the pi lot areas was the l nterlake 
region .  Although I real ize that we are not able to expand the program as quickly as we wou ld have 
hoped, we know the program is on its way and wi l l  be cont inued . And I really, I believe, as an MLA and 
as a col league in  Cabi net, owe my colleagues a debt of gratitude and I would congratulate them. The 
honourable members josh if there are congratu lations given to col leagues, but, M r. Speaker, the 
continued move by my col leagues, and specifical ly I mentioned the programs in the Department of 
Health, have made a tremendous impact on the standard of l iv ing in the area which I represent. 

Mr .  Speaker, the Conservative Party is going to continue and want to form the next government. 
They have principles. They have stated in their principle, and I have to take this in  to look al it and 
challenge that statement: "To re-establish the merit principle in  h i ring and promotion with the 
Man itoba Publ ic Service so as to e l iminate the patronage practices of the past eight years." Mr .  
Speaker, what the Sa m Hi l l  are they talk ing about? What are they talking about? I want them to put on 
the record, to state categorical ly and give me i nstances of cases where c iv i l  servants were h i red 
through the Civ i l  Service Commission in normal applications that there was in effect political 
interference. 

I want them to give me instances because, Mr. Speaker, when they were in government, and we 
are in government, we of course h i re people that reflect the policy position of this government in key 
areas of pol icy that this government undertakes and I can't see the Conservatives or any government, 
whether it be Liberals or Conservatives, not h i ring those types of people in key areas when they are i n  
government. But t o  suggest that every position within the Civi l  Service is dealt with with other than 
merit to the princip le, M r. Speaker, is a total condemnation on the Conservative Party and their 
attitude toward government when they were i n  office because if they are saying that the system has 
changed somewhat, then they are real ly saying that they t inkered with the entire system when they 
were in government because nothing has changed . There have been streaml in ing procedures, but 
the princi ples in  the admin istration of the Act have not changed and I chal lenge the Conservative 
Party to put on the record what they are real ly talking about. If  they are talking about Min isterial 
appointments and the like are somehow different than they did when they were in office, that is a 
bunch of nonsense, Mr. Speaker. I don't deny them the right, but I don't want them to try and 
misinterpret those two areas, M in isterial appointments, wh ich are made by Order-inCouncil, and of a 
pol icy nature. I wou ld  expect you when you wi l l  be i n  government, that you wi l l  appoint people who 
are of a pol icy nature. 

A MEMBER: Oh, come on. 
MR. URUSKI: And if you tell me that you did not, then you are a bunch of hypocrites. You are 

worse hypocrites than your policy says you are, because that is in effect what you are trying to lead 
people to bel ieve. Mr. Speaker, I challenge the Conservative Party to put on the record exactly what 
they are talk ing about. If they are saying that the admin istration of the Act has changed , I want them 
to put that on the record. 

Mr .  Speaker, there are other areas. There are other areas and they talk about the incentive, we 
have to provide incentive and we have to provide to the private sector and to individuals - who are 
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they tal king about? They have a list of lowering personal income taxes as it becomes financially 
possible to levels comparable with those in neighbouring provinces, "as it becomes." But who will a 
lowering of personal income tax assist, Mr. Speaker? Who wi l l  it assist? lt won't assist the fellow who 
is making $8,000, $1 0,000, $ 1 5,000, it wil l  assist him maybe to the tune of $ 1 00 if there is a d rastic 
decrease. lt wil l  assist the fel low in the $30,000, $40,000, $50,000 income bracket. But what is the net 
effect, Mr. Speaker? What is the net effect? 

You know, Mr. Speaker, if in fact, if we reduce the income tax or we reduce the Property Tax Credit 
Program in this province, as stated by the Minister of Finance, we could ,  if we did away with it, we 
could red uce our income tax to the l owest anywhere in the country. If  that is what they are tal king 
about, they could easily accompl ish that, Mr. Speaker. They cou ld easily accomplish what they are 
talking about. They are talking about abol ish the income surtax. Again ,  who are they talking about? 
The high income brackets. To remove succession duties and gift taxes, who are they talking about? 
The individ uals who have estates in excess of a quarter-of-a-mil lion dol lars? Who are they talking 
about? Is this the group that they are really talking about? Who are you representing, Mr. Speaker? 
Who are you trying to represent? By your pol icies it is only evident you are only representing one 
group. Mr. Speaker, that is perfectly legitimate, but do not try and indicate that you are representing 
the average worker in this province. Mr. Speaker, the average person in this province, you are not 
representing him. How can you say that you wil l ,  when you effect a lowering in the income tax, that 
you will benefit to any great degree the person on a middle or modest income as in comparison to a 
person who is in the upper income bracket. Who benefits by that? Who benefited by the shift in 
Med icare premiums from the flat pol l tax to the abil ity-to-pay principle on income tax? Certain ly it 
wasn't the individual that was making $30,000, $40,000 a year? We realize that, that it wasn't he who 
benefited, because if we paid, if we charged the flat premium tax as they put it on when they were in 
office, we would have been able to keep our income tax rates low. 

But you know, Mr. Speaker, they talk about the lowering of taxes for everyone and sti l l  continuing 
to do the programs and the suggestions that when they are in office, they wil l  be able to do all these 
th i ngs. But, Mr. Speaker, don't let it fool anybody, because there is always a Catch-22 and even in 
their policies, they are at least admitting, and they say taxation in Manitoba, to proceed with tax 
reductions on ly as it becomes financially feasible as a result  of savings in the operation of 
government and through growth in the economy. That is the key to their entire policy on taxation .  

So , Mr. Speaker, while they are saying we can have great savings, they have yet to  come out with 
alternatives as to which programs they wou ld cut and do away with. They, even in their policy 
programs, said that we wil l  i ncrease, we want an extra board and commission dealing with energy to 
review the energy program; to continue to bring in another board into existence but yet they intend to 
make savings. They have yet to come up with concrete alternatives as to which programs they intend 
to cut, do away with .  They don't have a policy, Mr. Speaker, they like everything that this government 
has done. Although they abhor the socialist group on this side they wil l  go out to the public and say a l l  
those socialist programs are good, we wi l l  retain them , but get rid of the socialists' M r. Speaker, j ust 
for the sake of gaining power in this province. Thank you .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Rock Lake. 
MR. EINARSON: Mr. Speaker, it was interesting to hear the comments from the Honourable the 

Minister of M unici pal Affairs. I should like to take a few minutes of the time of this House to express 
some thoughts that I have on this Budget speech.  

You know, Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Munic ipal Affairs thought he should l ike to take a lesson 
from the comments he indicated that he heard from my col league, the Member for Lakeside. But you 
know, Mr. Speaker, some of the comments that I 've heard from honourable gentlemen opposite, I 
don't th ink I'd like to take a lesson from anything that I've heard yet. So I want to say' Mr. Speaker, that 
it sounds as though this is an election Budget speech.  

1 know, Mr. Speaker, through the question period these days, when we pose questions from this 
side of the House, honourable gentlemen opposite seem to have some questions they want to refer 
back to us. lt seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that's as I have never experienced in this House before and I 
think that the Minister of Mines and Resources - and here I 've said this before - is the one who I 
have the greatest respect for because I think he is one who is about as close to the truth, if one can use 
that terminology in this House, by saying that he is concerned of what is going to happen and the kind 
of battle he's going to have to wage in the next provincial election. 

lt  apparently appears obvious, Mr. Speaker, from the attitude and the things that are coming from 
honourable gentlemen on the other side, it's obvious that they have the election j itters a lready. They 
have the election jitters al ready, Mr. Speaker. 

But you know, Sir, I being a farmer, am concerned about our agricultural industry in this province. 
And you know, Sir, right today we look ahead and while we have no control - or any government has 
any control - of the Almighty above as to whether we are going to get rain in the next week, two 
weeks or two months, we do face a very serious situation. And you know, Mr. Speaker, I don't see in 
this Budget where this govern ment has made any reservations for the catastrophe that could happen 
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in this province should our agricultural industry be faced probably - and I don't want to sound l ike a 
pessimist, Mr. Speaker, - but cou ld possibly be one of the worst droughts that this province has ever 
seen, even worse than in the Thirties, and I can barely remember that. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, we had -if I may just give a few figures - in 1 976 our total farm expenses 
were $649.5 mi l lion and in 1 974 our net high income was around $426 mi l l ion;  and I use those figures 
because accord ing to the Budget, if I understand it or the pred ictions that this government was 
making, they estimate our income to be down from $426 mil l ion in 1 974 to about $342 mi l l ion in 1 977. 
Mr. Speaker, this is a real concern . 

The Min ister of Municipal Affai rs was tal ki ng about the municipal taxes and I would l ike to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that in 1 974 the taxes combined for the agricultural industry in the Province of Man itoba i n  
1 974 was $21 mil lion.  That has increased in the past year to $31 mi l l ion, a n  increase o f  about 50 
percent. And you know, Mr. Speaker, there is so much discussion and they taught it, I suppose 
rightfu l ly so as far as they are concerned, about the great things that the Property Credit Tax Plan are 
doing and the income tax assistance that is granted, they have increased that by $25.00, and compare 
that increase with the increase in the property tax that farmers face in this province, is a d rop in the 
bucket. -(I nterjection)- I want to say, we have a 50 percent increase and I think the property credit 
tax in this past year is an increase of about eight percent if you calculate it out. 

So, Mr. Speaker, when we talk  about the Property Credit Tax Plan - and I ' l l  say you can go to any 
town in the Province of Manitoba and it wil l  also apply to a number of homeowners in the City of 
Winn ipeg and all cities across th is province - where their total taxes may be $250, but the maximum 
goes a little higher than that. I 've heard where some people when they've gone to pay their taxes - it 
d idn't reach the maxi mum amount that they were al lowed -so they asked the secretary if they wou ld 
be receiving a cheque from the government for the d ifference. Of course, the secretary at the local 
level or the mu nicipal level ,  says "No." But when that person fi les his income tax return he wi l l  then 
receive the difference between what his total taxes are, ed ucation and property, and up to the 
maximum amount that is al lowed .  So, Mr. Speaker, somebody has to pay that. Somebody has to pay 
that. 

So there are many, I say, farmers who are business people, and you can go i nto any town in rural 
Man itoba, any any Main Street, all businesses are subject to that h igher cost in  taxes, because so 
many people - and I can understand, Mr. Speaker, where many people and particu larly senior 
citizens shouldn't be asked to pay our educational taxes having reached retirement and have 
probably fulfi l led their obl igation of educating their chi ldren.  

But you know, Mr. Speaker, i t  goes farther than that. Their  municipal taxes are a lso taken care of. 
Mr. Speaker, the honou rable gentlemen were talk ing and they've been goading over the Property 
Credit Tax Plan that they have brought in . . .  

A MEMBER: They don't believe in any constructive criticism .  
MR. EINARSON: . . .  al i i am saying, M r .  Speaker, i s  I just want to be fai r with everyone. I believe i n  

assisting those w h o  can't help themselves. - ( lnterjection)-
MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. 
MR. EINARSON: B ut you know, M r. Speaker, they've gone they have no so far for those who are 

al lowed to be el iminated' responsibi l ity whatsoever and there are thousands of them across the 
province. But somebody has to pick up that tab. This is where I am saying, this is one of the items i n  
o u r  h igh costs in  the agricultural ind ustry. 

There are a number of things that I th ink this government over the years have al lowed to go 
undone, and 1 can think of our Department of Mines and Resources for one example. When we were 
government we establ ished a pol icy of water control throughout this province, but in the last number 
of years not a thing has been done. I can th ink of a time when we were faced with the kind of doubt 
that we are faced with' I bel ieve it wou ld have been much better possi bly if the government, instead of 
putting $40 mi l l ion into trying to make planes, if they had used half of that and split it up and probably 
dealt with some of the p roblems of damming our rivers and our lakes to create a water conservation 
program. 

I am given to understand, Mr. Speaker, that a group from the southern part of the province here 
have recently met with the Min ister of Mines and Resources, want to discuss with h im now because 
it's an urgent situation and I u nderstand, Mr. Speaker, agai n as in the past years, he has turned them 
down flat; has no intentions of doing anything insofar as water conservation in the central southern 
part of the province is concerned. I wou ld say, M r. Speaker, it affects all areas right from Winnipeg 
south to the border and all the way west to the western boundary of Man itoba-Saskatchewan. 

I can think, Mr. Speaker, of the Tourism and Recreation Department, the amount of moneys that 
they've spent on a hotel - what is it, $4 mi l l ion, Mr. Speaker? - in a resort area. I have no objections 
to spending a certain amount of money insofar as our tourism is concerned, but I th ink, Mr. Speaker, 
and here I am tal king about priorities - and when government establ ished priorities as to where the 
money is going to be spent - and we al l  know that our tax dol lars are l im ited in numbers and 
therefore we have to be concerned as to how that money is spent. 
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I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that in the area of Publ ic Works , and here again I th ink of the 
slogans that this government has started and is bui ld ing up, it seems to me the momentum is getting 
greater day by day. They refer to my leader and to my colleagues as the " big l iar" no matter what it is 
that we say. I th ink, Mr. Speaker, that . . .  -(I nterjection)- Oh wel l ,  now the M inister of Health is 
saying from his seat that he's accusing his own colleagues of not giving the truth . Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, 
maybe we are getting the facts now, are they admitting the kind of q uestion i ng that the Member for 
Rad isson is bringing out, that he's probably embarking upon a course that is not in an honourable 
fashion if they want to use that term, that the sort of attitude that this government is taking, accusing 
us of whatever we say, it 's just not true? 

Mr. Speaker, I th ink that when we go to the people in  this province we wi l l  have our policies, we wi l l  
have our figures and our facts to tel l  our story. 

Mr. Speaker, as far as I am concerned, I wou ld suggest i nsofar as the agriculture industry is 
concerned and as far as this Budget is concerned, we can look forward to a very insignificant kind of 
assistance that wi l l  be forthcoming from this government should we have a serious drought. The 
Min ister of Agricu lture, if he was in his seat today, wou ld say, wel l, we have a Crop I nsurance 
Program. That is qu ite right but it doesn't go anywhere near covering the kind of costs that farmers 
face today with the increased inputs that are required to carry out a farmi ng operation. -
( l nterjection)-

Mr.  Speaker, the Min ister of Mines and Resources says, "We don't l i ke welfare." Of course we 
don't l i ke welfare. We certainly don't. We are prepared to stand on our own two feet in every way 
possible. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to get back to the Minister of Mines and Resources and his department. For 
instance, we wi l l  get back to water control again and what it  is doing in our lakes and so on.  Out in  my 
constituency there is a government park there and revenue comes to the government from that park. 
We have quite a fishing attraction in that part of Man itoba. The government collects revenue through 
the sel l ing of l icences in order that people can come there to fish and they come from al l  parts of 
Manitoba, they come from other provinces in this country, they come from the U nited States and 
elsewhere to spend money there. Mr. Speaker, when we ask the Min ister what they are prepared to do 
in some smal l way to give some assistance in that particular area, he says well, it is  up  to the 
municipal ities. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would l i ke to suggest to the Min ister that the revenues they col lect that pertain 
to our tourist industry, that just a smal l part of it wou ld be, and I th ink j ustifiably so, returned back to 
the people in the community from where this money was collected. 

MR. GREEN: I wou ld  ask the honou rable member if it is the pol icy of his government that revenue 
collected from the sale of l icences will go back to the communities where the l icences are sold and 
used? Is  that going to be the pol icy of the Conservative Party when they are in power? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rock Lake. 
MR. EINARSON: Mr. Speaker, I d idn't stand up here to reply to the Budget Speech to announce 

the pol icies of the Conservative Party. That is not my job, Mr. Speaker. I am here for the purpose of 
creating a kind of criticism I would hope is of a constructive nature. Ali i am saying, Mr. Speaker, is I 
am expressing a point of view. Whi le the Min ister of Mi nes and Resources never has agreed with my 
points of view, nevertheless, I believe, on behalf of all those people that I represent . . .  -
( lnterjections)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. EINARSON: . . .  who spend a lot of time col lecting revenue for this Provincial Government, 

that in the overall picture they col lect X number of dol lars and I bel ieve that j ust a portion of it, or  a fai r  
share o f  i t  should b e  used t o  promote o u r  lakes a n d  s o  o n ,  because that is what they are used for. I 
don't think that is being social istical ly minded, M r. Speaker, no way. I don't th ink so. Mr. Speaker, I 
spent four years on the government side and there was a certain amount of money that was being 
al located to, say Rock Lake back in 1 969. But where did it go, Mr. Speaker? Where did it go, Mr. 
Speaker? I suggest to you I th ink  they must have put it in Hecla Islan d .  I th ink they put it in  Hecla 
Is land, Mr. Speaker. They have done absolutely nothing. 

I will fol low through with a comment that their F i rst M inister made prior to the last election, that 
any constituency that doesn't vote N DP, we wi l l  pretty wel l  forget about them. This has been obvious 
and I can so indicate, on many occasions, Mr. Speaker. -( l nterjections)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Does the Honourable M in ister of Mines have a point of order? 
MR. GREEN: On a point of privi lege I want to know when and where the Fi rst Min ister made a 

statement that any constituency that does not vote NDP can forget about it? - ( lnterjections)
Mr. Speaker, I am not goi ng to use the expressions that have been used. No such statement was 

ever made. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rock Lake. 
MR. EINARSON: Mr. Speaker, you know the Mi nister of Mines and Resources is very technical 

and he. wants me to quote verbatim exactly what the Min ister said, the Fi rst Min ister. This M inister of 
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Mines and Resou rces is very capable of standing up and twisting words around. 
But what I said now, whi le I d idn't use the exact words the Fi rst Min ister used j ust prior to the 

election of 1 973, a few days before, what I said, the message was exactly the same and the i ntent was 
the same. There was no difference, Mr. Speaker. You can go out into Birtle-Russel l  constituency and 
ask the people there what i nterpretation they got from the Fi rst Mi nister as far this was concerned. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the Mi nister of Tourism . . .  I am given to understand now one of the 
mun ici palities in  this province made application for some funds to develop grass greens on their  golf 
course, lottery funds that were used for recreational purposes throughout the province. I don't have a 
copy of the letter, Mr. Speaker, but I am given to understand that the Minister of Tourism wrote back 
and replied after they had had their application on his desk for some weeks, that they are not sure that 
this lottery money is goi ng to be used for recreational pu rposes this coming year, through the 
Tourism . I j ust merely place th is, Mr. Speaker, for the record because we are going to deal with the 
Min ister's Estimates on Tourism very shortly. 

Mr. Speaker, here again I am wondering, if that is going to be the policy of this government then I 
would suggest, Mr. Speaker, they are going to decide where those funds are going to go. That is to 
say, perhaps we in the southern part of the province can write off any hopes. - (I nterjection)- I don't 
know. No. Mr. Speaker, the Min ister of Health asked me if that has been the case. No, that has not 
been the case but I am saying and I am registering now, that from a letter that they received from this 
Min ister of Tourism, there is a possibi l ity that that may not be the case for the coming year. Mr. 
Speaker, I just register that so that we are prepared for the Min ister of Tourism and Recreation in his 
Estimates on that one item. 

Another th ing I want to mention, Mr. Speaker, when we are talking about moneys that are being 
al located through the Budget for various thi ngs - and I don't want to sound so parochial - but we 
have an historical church in the community from where I came, the Minister of Tourism - and he is 
sitt ing in his seat right now - i nd icated there would be $1 0,000 al located for that church . Mr. 
Speaker, today not one dollar has been spent on that church, not one dol lar .  And the ex-Minister of 
Tourism knows exactly what I am talk ing about. - (I nterjections)- lt is called Grund Church.  

I would l i ke to know, Mr. Speaker, when they allocate funds and they are not spent, what happens 
to them? What happens to them, Mr. Speaker? I would hope that the ex-Minister of Tourism would 
wil l  talk to the M i nister of Tourism and give him the answer because I am going to question him on 
that when we deal with our Tourism Estimates. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs. 
MR. TOUPIN: M r. Speaker, the honourable member is making reference to a commitment made 

by a previous Min ister of the Crown and I qu ite recal l  the commitment. Would the honourable 
member not agree that in regard to the Faci l ity Grants that he is talking about, whether they are used 
in the fiscal year mentioned or not, they are sti l l  held in trust and committed? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Rock Lake. 
MR. EINARSON: Mr. Speaker, the funds may be held in trust but that is not doing the comm unity 

any good. When the government took over that facility they had an obl igation and so many years 
have gone by and noth ing has been done. Finally last year, when they said they were being allocated 
$ 1 0,000 and sti l l  nothing is being done - that is my point, Mr. Speaker. People are losing hope and 
faith, they don't trust this government any more. They say there is $1 0,000 being allocated but if 
noth ing is done it doesn't mean a thing. This is the point I want to make, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been mentioned by the M inister of Municipal Affairs that we have been 
criticizing Autopac in this way, that we wou ld not do away with it. Mr. Speaker, I see the Min ister of 
Health - and I don't think this has ever been said before - and they talk about Autopac and that is 
fine, and what it has done for the people of this province in reducing their rates. But you know, if  it 
hadn't of been for the Minister of Health they wou ld never have had Autopac in Manitoba. I want to 
also add, God bless his soul, a colleague that used to be with in our party was also part of it. But 
between those two people and the Minister of Health, had he not crossed the floor of the House 
and I wonder if the people of Man itoba realize that, that we would never have had Autopac i n  the 
province of Manitoba because they required him in order to have a majority vote. So I want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, I don't blame the Min ister of Mines and Resources or the Fi rst Min ister or anybody; I hold 
the M in ister of Health responsible for Autopac coming i nto the province of Manitoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. EINARSON: Mr. Speaker, you know we talk and we debate about these various matters and 

the government having gone so far and spent so many mi l l ions of dollars i n  bu ildi ngs, i n  changing the 
whole establishment i nsofar as administration is concerned, this is a tremendous undertaking. And 
you know when one government goes out and another administration comes in with a d ifferent 
political view I th ink it would be naive on our part to say that we're going to throw out Autopac 
because you j ust can't do it. Mr. Speaker, you j ust can't do it overnight. Ali i say and my col leagues 
have said we'd l i ke to give those private insurance compan ies that are sti l l  left in Man itoba - if there 
wi l l  be any - an opportun ity to offer their services and to compete. Is there anyth ing wrong with that? 
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I th ink, Mr.  Speaker, as far as Autopac is concerned, this is one thing, I think, that has to be repeated 
and made abundantly clear - and made abundantly c lear, Mr. Speaker - that we want to al low 
private insurance compan ies to compete with our Crown corporation. I th ink, M r. Speaker, that 
should be fai r comment. 

l t  is interesting, Mr. Speaker, to hear the chatter on the other side of the House - and I see the 
Member for St. Matthews is in his seat. i 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. EINARSON: He was talk ing about succession duties. He talked about gift taxes, how it 

affected the people of his constituency and compared it with the farmers of the province and 
probably segments of our society. And if I understood him correctly - I  don't have Hansard before 
me - but if I understood h im correctly, Mr. Speaker, he was saying that the people of his 
constituency , if we were to rel ieve people of succession duties and gift taxes, that would be a 
tremendous burden on the people that he represents in St. Matthews. The hard work from those 
people that he represents. Mr. Speaker, I take nothing from the people of the constituency of St. 
Matthews. If  they worked hard and have been able to accumulate from their own business that they 
may operate, there's nothing wrong with that. But to pit the people from his constituency, say, as 
against mine, that's the th ing I take issue with, Mr. Speaker, and that's what he was trying to do. That's 
the thing, Mr. Speaker, that he was trying to do. And that, Mr. Speaker, is the kind of attitude and the 
kind of game that this government is going to p lay come the next provincial election. Mark my word 
on that. This is what thei r plans are. They are going to try to d ivide our city folks from the country. 

Al i i say, Mr. Speaker, is thank goodness that beef vote went the way it did because if the Min ister 
of Agriculture had had 77 percent in favour for his own pol icy, then I wou ld suggest' Mr. Speaker, to 
the people opposite they cou ldn 't get out of this place q uick enough to go to the people. I say that's 
how important that vote was to them. Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, it went the other way. 

Mr. Speaker, I 've rambled a l ittle bit here but probably I should have mentioned this when I was 
deal ing with agricultu re. But to make some final remarks insofar as this Budget is concerned and as it 
affects our farm people, the policies within the Department of Agriculture, many farmers have been 
concerned about it. 

One of the areas I want to mention, Mr. Speaker, is our beef promotion program that was started 
back in 1 975. Commendable to the Min ister as it was at that t ime but the objection that I posed, Mr. 
Speaker, was that he was drawing up a five-year plan; a five-year p lan and the fi rst year was a carrot to 
lock them in for five years. You know, that was fine. And the Min ister said that if you wanted to go into 
the plan and if you decided that in  the second or third year you wanted to opt out they would have to 
pay back the grants that were made to that individual farmer plus 9 percent interest. 

Now in this session we are faced with the coming u p  of an election. We have legislation before us, 
Mr. Speaker, and the legislation is complementary to the program that the Federal Government has 
now brought in .  I th ink  what I must say is that this government is caught in  a bind. The Minister of 
Agricu lture is now saying to those farmers who got into his program two years ago, if they want to opt 
out of that and join the federal program, they are not obl igated to pay back that money. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to tell this government that I th ink the Minister of Mines and Resources should 
go out to the country and talk to some of those farmers who d id not go into that program. I ' l l  tel l  you 
right now, Mr. Speaker, they are very very unhappy because they felt that this government was not 
being honest with them. If the Min ister of Agriculture could say that now, on behalf of his col leagues, 
why couldn't he say that same thing two years ago? - (I nterjection)- Ah, Mr. Speaker, the Minister 
of Mi nes and Resources said there was no federal program. 

You know Saskatchewan had that same program, Alberta had that same program but they d id  not 
choose to establ ish a five-year plan . And there's a big d ifference, Mr. Speaker. Because this Min ister 
of Agriculture, he thought that in the th ird year he was going to start to get his money back. 
U nfortunately, the market has not come up and he has been caught in a b ind .  

Mr .  Speaker, I also want to register the discontent and the unhappiness of  many many farmers 
whi le in  the Land Lease Program. They have been involved in the buying of farm land to the tune of 
about $ 1 7  mi l l ion.  

Here is another area; I th ink that if they had put that money to uses of developing our  water 
resources, conservation of our water and damming our  rivers and lakes, I th ink that as we are faced 
with a d rought situation now, it probably wou ldn't have been quite so bad. 

Mr. Speaker, those are two things in the agricultural industry that I think that this government 
have done themselves a disservice by suddenly changing their plans j ust before an election. Mr. 
Speaker, having made these few comments and registering these complaints, some of them we' l l  be 
deal ing with i n  the Estimates as they come ahead, but I ,  for one, am concerned that this government 
has done noth ing in that Budget to al leviate the possibi l i ty of some very serious problems that could 
be forthcoming because they have not calcu lated the loss in reven ue to the Treasury this coming 
year. The d ifficulty l ies in  the government that is going to succeed is taki ng over the reins of a bad 
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situation .  I don't underestimate, Mr. Speaker, the real problems that wi l l  be encountered in days 
ahead . 

M r. Speaker, I am disappointed that the government did not see fit to put some provisions into 
making some reservations insofar as funds are concerned for the possib i l ity of a serious drought 
situation which in turn cou ld reduce tremendously the moneys that are going to be coming to the 
Treasury and some of the things they say that they are going to do, we're not sure whether we're 
going to be in a much worse deficit position that what they are indicating. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs. 
MR. TOUPIN: M r. Speaker, f i rst of al l  I would l ike to congratu late my col league, the Member for 

Seven Oaks, the Honourable Min ister of Finance, for the presentation of his Budget. I believe that this 
proves without any doubt that in a year of constraint, and a year that can be considered, surely is 
being considered by the member that has just spoken as possibly a year that could be somewhat 
dangerous to farmers because of possible drought, that we are presenting what can be considered as 
a balanced Budget in regard to major programs that have been in itiated over the last eight years. 

I wou ld l i ke to pose a question,  Mr. Speaker, in regard to Man itobans, a question to Manitobans 
pertain ing to the Winn ipeg Free Press. I was fortunate enough to hear the major part of the speech 
made by my col league from Ste. Rose du Lac, and the speech made on the Budget Debate by the 
Honourable Member for Lakeside. Unfortunately, the Winni peg Free Press found it appropriate to 
have a lovely picture that dated maybe seven or eight years ago of the Honourable Member for 
Lakeside indicating that the member had made a significant contribution to the debate in the House. I 
d id n't see anything from the comments made by the Member for Ste. Rose. I 'm wondering, you know, 
how free the Free Press rea l ly is in regards to informing the population of Man itoba of what is 
happen ing by means of this House; 

The Leader of the Opposition ,  Mr. Speaker, definitely wanted to leave the impression with the 
people of Man itoba that we, as a party in government, are wanting to take from the rich to g ive more to 
the poor. That was certainly a strong point in  his contribution to the Budget Debate. 

I would not deny, Mr. Speaker, that the type of taxation that we've in itiated over the last eight years 
has, in our opinion, been more equitable for a l l ,  inc luding the poor. But if we al lowed the 
Conservatives, Mr. Speaker, to become again the government after the next election it would not be 
that the admin istration of that day wou ld a l low funds from the rich to be given to the poor but taxes 
from the poor going to the rich.  That's what happened prior to 1 969. The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition did not say that, but the mode of taxation, Mr. Speaker - and I hope I don't get to talk  as 
loud as I d id last time - but the mode of taxation that we saw in this province, Mr. Speaker, prior to 
1 969 caused exactly that. 

Now is the Winn ipeg Free Press tel l ing the people of Man itoba that? I haven't read it although it 
has been said by members of this House before. That's exactly what wi l l  happen if the Conservatives 
- and/or the Liberals - are a l lowed to form the next admin istration in this province, is that we wou ld  
take from the poor and give to  those more fortunate financial ly. That's exactly what happened prior to 
1 969. 

The personal taxes in this province, Mr. Speaker, yes, are h igher than they were in 1 969. But if we 
look, the personal income tax and corporate tax are h igher now than they were in 1 969. But they 
always leave aside the other taxes that were paid and payable by everyone, no matter what their 
income. 

Again,  we tal k often - and the Member for Stu rgeon Creek doesn't l i ke us to go back in history, 
but we have to , M r. Speaker. We have to remind Manitobans that if they al low the Conservatives to get 
back in office, they wi l l  have the same type of treatment. They wi l l  cause, if not a med ical premium,  a 
deterrent fee, to be instal led that wi 11 cause those less fortunate to be able to pay negative taxes when 
they can i l l-afford to pay any taxes. That is exactly what wil l happen. 

What wi l l the Conservative Party, God forbid,  once they become the admin istration of this 
province again ,  do with the $ 1 00 mi l l ion that they wil l do away with in regard to the tax rebate plan? 
What wi l l  they do with $ 1 00 mi l l ion,  Mr. Speaker? Have they told us? Mr. Speaker, they are on record 
as saying they wi l l  abol ish what we consider to be a refund to those being charged sometimes h igher 
taxes that they can i l l-afford to pay on the municipal level ,  pertaining mainly to school taxes, that they 
would do away with that. The Conservative Party is on record. But what woul d  they do with the $ 1 00 
mi l l ion in question? Would they give that - (I nterjections)- Mr. Speaker, I am having more trouble 
with my col leagues on th is side of the House than I am with the opposite side. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. TOUPIN: Who needs enemies, Mr. Speaker? 
My q uestion, Mr. Speaker, to you and to Man itobans is, what wou ld the Conservatives do with 

$ 1 00 mi l l ion that is now being rebated to Man itobans whom we consider to be in need? Have they told 
us that? Have they told us what they wou ld do with this $ 1 00 mi l l ion? What wou ld they do with the 
m i l l ions of dol lars that wou l d  actual ly be an additional revenue to some people pertain ing to the 
reduction of the personal income tax and the corporation tax? 
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Mr.  Speaker, those are a lot of q uestions that the people of Manitoba should be asking, what I 
consider to be renegades that want to get back in government, want to serve the people of Man itoba. I 
sometimes wonder whose freedom of choice are they talking about? Is it the freedom of choice of a 
few, or is it the freedom of choice of the majority? I believe that is a question that m ust be asked when 
we tal k  of phi losophy, when we talk of del ivery of service. 

We have laid on the record of this House many times, Mr. Speaker, what has been accompl ished 
since 1 969. We indicated prior to the election of 1 969 what we felt had to be done. l t  is done. Things 
that we talked about on the platform in 1 969, 1 973, are done. 

I can recall - and I have l ived in this province since 1 934 - I  can recall for a period of eleven years 
the Conservatives were promising to bui ld a road. And I can remember pegs going up at every 
election on the road . I don't know if they used the same pegs, but there were pegs being put on that 
road every election, Mr. Speaker, and the road was not resurfaced u nt i l 1 970. Why? 1 970. We didn't 
promise it in  the election of 1 969, because I was the M LA for the area. We didn't promise a road, but 
the road was redone, reconstructed, and paved. The pegs were transferred to Lakeside, I suppose. 
(l nterjections)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. TOUPIN: Mr. Speaker, I wou ld not want to leave on the record that I am i ntend ing to 

congratulate only the Min ister of Finance for his Budget speech. I would  l i ke to congratulate the 
organization that has put out a s l ip-in, I guess they call it, a paper, I believe it was i n  the Winnipeg 
Tribune, a supplement from the Salvation Army. I th ink it is wel l  presented, very wel l  done, and I 
would l i ke to congratu late the Salvation Army for the work done over the years. I was honoured to be 
able to work with them for approximately four-and-a-half years when I was in Health and Social 
Development, and in my humble opinion they are really wanting to help those most in  need, and it is 
not always easy. But there are certain figures here that are being quoted by the writer that I think are 
very significant and should be considered . I quote on Page 5 of the given pamphlet, "The poorest 20 
percent of Canadians share only 4.4 percent of Canada's money income. The wealthiest, 20 percent 
of Canadians share 42.2 percent." 

Now that is staggering. And it is quoted here, Mr. Speaker, that "Despite," - and they are not 
necessarily talk ing here of Man itoba, "Despite government efforts to redistribute wealth more 
equ itably, the fami ly income of the poorest 20 percent of Canad ians fel l  by seven percent only 
between 1 969 and 1 97 4." Now is that appl icable across Canada? I would be led to bel ieve that it is, 
based on this data. lt wou ld be worse, certai nly, in some provinces where they have decided by pol icy 
of government to have more negative taxes than others. I consider the personal and corporate tax as 
being the most progressive way of taxing people because it is based on the abi l ity of people of paying 
taxes. 

More negative, but less negative than the Medicare premium, is the sales tax. I f ind the Med icare 
premium as being one of the most negative taxes that could be. I th ink this is an article that 
Man itobans shou ld consider, especially at a time when an election is pending, whether it be in the 
next few months or in the next year or so. I th ink it is very important that Manitobans have the type of 
admin istration in government that wi l l  reflect a more equ itable way of taxing people and in offering 
the type of services that are needed by people i n  this province. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very tempted to enumerate again, because sometimes we have to kick people i n  
the behind more often than others for them t o  understand w h o  is actual ly being kicked a n d  w h o  i s  
kicking. I th ink that is t h e  case in regard t o  some of the members o f  the opposition, pertain ing t o  what 
was attempted to be accompl ished in the last eight years. 

I would l i ke, apart from the content of the Budget Debate, M r. Speaker, to talk a bit of my own 
constituency in this debate. I represent what I consider to be a constituency which is average in this 
province, and even above average financially, in  regard to some of the problems and some of the 
needs that are expressed to me and expressed to other levels of government. In the last few months, 
M r. Speaker, there has been an accrued interest in  agonizing declarations made by constituents of 
mine in the Springfield-Transcona School Division. I am not i ntend ing by means of this House or 
publ icly outside of this House to blame the teachers, blame the trustees or blame the employees of 
the school division itself, but I am wanting to impress upon those given certain responsibi l ity i n  the 
Springfield-Transcona School Division that there has to be, in my humble opinion, a closer 
relationsh ip between parents and teachers in the Transcona-Springfield School Division. And here I 
include certain ly the school trustees and the parents. I am not in a position to judge what is 
happening and the reasons why it is happening or not happening pertaining to the level of education 
and the qual ity of education in Springfield itself, but I am wanting a better forum of communication, if 
possible, between the trustees, the teachers and the parents concerned . I have had representation 
mainly from the Anola-Vivian area of my constituency, although I have talked with a lot of people in 
Oakbank-Dugald. I have not d iscussed the problem with parents and teachers i n  Transcona itself, 
but I have in my own constituency. And if there is a recommendation that I could make, it would be for 
the school trustees, the teachers and the parents to reactivate what was once known as being qu ite 
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acceptable in a time where I served as a school trustee for a period of approximately ten years, to 
have the Home and School Association work much closer together. This is obviously not happening 
to the degree that the parents are f inding it desirable in  the Anoia area. 

I don't see th is,  Mr. Speaker, as a problem that relates to the Department of Education. I see it as a 
problem that has to be looked at and hopeful ly solved by the local authorities, being the trustees of 
the Transcona-Spri ngfield School Division.  

I have had several meetings with parents with ch i ldren i nvolved because I do speak at a lot of 
schools, and here again I say that I am not wanting to express any criticism on the part of those 
elected at the school board level or those that are g iven appointments to teach our chi ldren i n  
Transcona-Springfield, but only that a closer l iaison should exist between those two levels. -
( I nterjections)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
MR. TOUPIN: Mr. Speaker, we are often told ,  but I g uess we don't often real ize, that one day we 

wi l l  be accountable not only for the words that we have expressed , but for the si lence that we have 
actual ly caused to happen with in  ourselves. And that is  very important to realize for members of the 
House that have difficu lty in keeping si lent and what they th ink  of others when they are si lent. And 
that is something that I or they can't judge. That is something that is being judged by stronger powers 
than we represent in this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I wou ld  l i ke to reflect more closely on some of the programs that are reflected with in  
the Budget before us .  We have been criticised for presenting a budget that is not considered to be 
deal ing with some of  the possible problems that we face today, one being drought, as expressed by 
the Member for Birtle-Russel l .  Drought is something that we can't predict, no more so than we can 
predict, say, a flood for next spring, and is someth ing that wou ld have to be dealt with on an 
emergency basis. And the Honourable Member for Birtle-Russel l ,  who sat in the previous 
admin istration whi le they were in government, wel l  knows that. And if he doesn't want to put it on the 
record , he knows that back in the 1 950s, back in 1 969 when we did experience, and 1 966 when we 
experienced floods in the province of Manitoba , that his government of the day dealt with the 
problem not by forecasting with in a pred icted budget but by deal ing with a Special Warrant and 
having it shared with the other level of government. So we can't include within the Budget, Mr. 
Speaker, what we don't real ly know wil l happen. I was sitt ing in my yard this morn ing at six o'clock 
adm ir ing natu re and a few drops of rain fel l  down. 

A MEMBER: Before you went to bed . 
MR. TOUPIN: No. You know, who can tell if we're going to get precipitation in the next few months 

that wi l l  be beneficial for farmers. So what I'm really tel l ing the Honourable Member for Birtle-Russel l  
is that problem, if it occu rs ,  wi l l  have to be dealt with by govern ment by means of a Special Warrant, a 
special b i l l  that wi l l  raise funds i n  this House. 

The Min ister of Finance indicated that, in  regard to an additional program deal ing with 
unemployment, that this wou ld be brought forward later on and he made a commitment in regard to 
job creation and that wi l l  be announced by the M in ister of Fi nance. lt is a problem not necessari ly 
caused by Manitoba alone but is reflected al l  across Canada and the Un ited States. it's caused in part 
by - not that I want to criticize or pass blame to the Federal G overnment - but by measures that they 
have taken in the last few months, they've caused th is province to lose approximately $ 1 0  mi l l ion in 
revenue and that's created some problems for this province and we've told them that. They haven't 
rectified it. We're hop ing that that level of government that can deal with approximately a mi l l ion 
unemployed i n  Canada, wi l l  come forward very shortly with a program to stimulate employment in  
Canada. That has to  be done by what we f igure to  be a level of  government more capable than we are. 
We're wi l l ing to take our  responsib i l ities - I believe that we have over the years - but we feel and 
we've said this on and on, that the Federal Government should not cause u nemployment but should 
take ways and means of launching i nto the economy the funds that are needed for ind ividuals to 
become more productive. 

I'd l ike to make reference to a pamph let that was sent to me in the last few days by a Member of 
Parliament, the Honou rable David Orlikow, MP for Winn ipeg North,  and he quotes some of the 
unemployment problems in Canada and some of the possible solutions that should be in itiated by 
the Federal Govern ment. The only reason ,  Mr. Speaker, that I discuss this in this House is that 
whatever is done or not done by the Federal Government has a def in ite ref lection on what has to be 
done or not done by this level of government here. Mr. Orl ikow, and I quote, indicates, " I  believe that 
in order to deal with the problems we face of an i ncreasing cost of l iving and uncontrol lably h igh rate 
of unemployment, the Budget should have, f irst of al l ,  cut personal i ncome tax for people i n  the lower 
and middle income brackets. Unemployment is caused by the fact that people simply cannot afford 
to purchase the goods p roduced by Canadian compan ies and a tax cut to the people in the lower and 
middle income brackets wou ld have provided them with money to purchase the th i n gs they need ." 
Now he's talking of an incentive to people, not necessari ly to businesses but to people that wi l l  cause 
businesses to flourish . 
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Secondly, Mr. Orlikow ind icates, "The Federal Government should provide for real d i rect job 
creation.  A hundred mi l l ion ,  which the Minister of Fi nance in  Ottawa proposed for job creation, wil l at 
best create 50,000 jobs, when there is approximately a mi l l ion unemployed in Canada. While the 
Minister coul d  find only $1 00,000,000 for job creation, he cut corporation taxes by $1 . 1  bi l l ion and 
$1 00,000,000 for d irect job creation." He indicates here that sin ce Mr. Trudeau became Prime 
Min ister we have al ready cut corporation taxes by $6 bi l l ion and during this period u nemployment 
has almost doubled in Canada. 

According to most, incentives to corporations wi l l  not persuade them to expand their production 
and hire more people. Canad ian factories are only working at 80 percent capacity. They have not 
been able to keep thei r plants working at ful l capacity so that they will not l i kely expand thei r capacity 
because of incentives. He says, "I bel ieve that the b i l l ion dollars concession given to corporations 
should have been al located to public housing and home insulation, to mention just a few. 

In 1 971-72 when the rate of unemployment was one-third less than it is now, the Federal 
Government a l located $500'000,000 to a capital works program under which municipal ities were able 
to expand sewer and water faci l ities, bu i ld  recreational centres, improve hospitals and senior citizens 
housing .  Today he indicates there is nothing for capital works in the Budget. He says that during the 
1 97 4 election campaign promises were made by the Prime M i nister that a Liberal government would 
give to the provinces and munici palities $290 mi l l ion to improve and expand urban transit systems. 
The government has reneged on these promises completely. There is nothing  i n  the Budget to meet 
these needs even though the government preaches about the necessity to conserve energy. 

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to indicate the lack of action by the Federal Government that wi l l  
necessitate action to be taken by this level of government that we at this time can i l l  afford but 
obviously this will have to be done pertaining to the number and the percentage of u nemployed 
people that we have in this province. We feel that ful l  employment is needed in regard to, first of al l ,  
have people that are able and wi l l ing to work have the pride and incentive to do so, that we should 
offer them as many options as possi ble. We should,  on the other hand, for those that can't work 
because of ill health, supply them with the basic needs and development needed to l ive as decent 
h uman beings. 

I would l ike to make a correction' Mr. Speaker. A w hi le ago I mentioned the Honourable Member 
for B i rtle-Russell and it should have been the Honourable Member for Rock Lake. I 'm sorry to the 
Honourable Member for Birtle-Russel l .  

Mr. Speaker, I wou ld l i ke to be able to have a reflection, apart from criticism, knowing that 
criticism is one of the responsibi l ities of the Members of the Opposition .  I would l ike the members of 
the Opposition, if possible, add another part of their responsibil ity in presenting  constructive 
suggestions pertain ing to what wou ld happen pertaining to their alternative, if there is a change to 
their strategy as it would be in the future as we've experienced in the past. Up ti l l  now I've heard a lot 
of criticism, which I say is a responsi bi l ity of the Opposition, constructive criticism, but I haven't 
heard any constructive strategies for the future as an alternative. We talk about alleged problems 
pertaining to allocation of construction works on Hydro being excessive, we hear from the 
opposition i n  regard to problems that they see in the housing stock i n  the province of Manitoba, i n  
measures that are contemplated by some of our Crown corporations, one being the Manitoba 
Telephone System, but yet we don't hear from them constructive suggestions of what coul d  be done. 
And 1 see that as being a responsibi l ity of the opposition party. I see our responsibi l ity as attempting 
to govern the province to the best of our abil ity, and whenever possible to take advantage of,  fi rst of 
al l ,  constructive criticism, and secondly, to try and take advantage of recommendations that are 
made from members of the opposition, and from the people of Manitoba. I have to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that we've heard a lot of negative criticism, we've heard some constructive criticism, but very few 
constructive alternatives that are presented to us, that could be considered for implementation . 

So this is an invitation to certain ly the Conservative Party, I can't indicate that criticism to the 
members of the Liberal Party, because in regards to the problem of housing in this province, we've 
had suggestions made by the Liberal Party, by the spokesman of the Liberal Party pertain ing to 
Housing,  that in my humble opinion can certainly be considered in regards to augmenting the stock 
of housing, enabl ing us to rectify some of the p roblems that we have pertain ing to those less able to 
satisfy their needs in the low and middle i ncome brackets. That's a responsibi l ity not only of M H RC 
l ike I indicated on the Budget debate, but a responsibil ity of the three sectors in society i n  regards to 
construction of adequate housing ,  being the public, the private, and the co-operative sector. And not 
only in  regards to construction of new housing, but the rehabil itation of the existing stock itself, and 
hopefu l ly that all three of us can address ourselves to this ongoing problem. Causing a home, 
causing an apartment b lock to be demolished , when there is an assurance that it could be renovated 
and brought up to standards acceptable to the Fire Commissioner and those intending to lease, I 
believe should be al lowed to happen, based on incentives, not necessarily to the owners, but on 
incentives to those that are intending to make use of these facilities. 

That, Mr. Speaker, . . .  has been the motto, and I hope I won't have to translate that word , has 
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been the motto of this government in the last eight years i n  regards to helpi ng those that are mostly in  
need in th is province although I don't believe, and i f  you look at the tables presented in the budget, I 
cou ld q uote them, if you compare a l l  taxes in this province with other provinces in Canada, say 
anyth ing below $50'000 and less, we don't compare that bad ly. For those making more than $50,000 
net revenue a year in the Province of Manitoba, as compared to say Ontario, they may have a sl ight 
advantage i n  having the type of administration as they have in Ontario - not that much; but a sl ight 
advantage. But anything below $50,000 in net revenue, taking al l  taxes i nto consideration, if I made 
that type of salary, I 'd sti l l  want to stay at home, in the Province of Man itoba. If  I made, Mr. Speaker, 
that much more, and I did meet over the weekend a friend of mi ne that makes much more, he's 
considered to be a mi l l ionaire and he knows . that in Man itoba he's paying much more taxes. The only 
real complaint that he had in regards to our phi losophy in taxing people was based on the succession 
duty itself. So I talked about the revision to succession duty in the Province of Manitoba, and how this 
wou ld be appl icable to his spouse and chi ldren, and I can't say that he was total ly satisfied, because 
unfortunately a lot of people that do have in society, want more. And if we recognize that, I think we 
have to respect it, but not necessari ly, agree. We're friends, we'not necessarily buddies in regards 
to our basic phi losophy. I hope that I never become so wanti ng that I'm not wi l l ing to share the 
additional revenue that I may be blessed with in the future. 

I happen to believe, Mr. Speaker, again when I tal k  about some basic responsib i l ities that I've had 
in l ife, I was involved by choice in a movement that resembled a lot our phi losophy in  regards to 
sharing with other people bei ng the co-operative movement. I received a lot through the co-operative 
movement, namely the Credit U n ion movement, and I felt hat the day that I had a few dol lars of my 
own, they helped me start in l ife, but the day that I had a few dol lars of my own, that I 'd attempt to help 
others that d idn't have. And that's to some degree happening today, and I think anyone that is able to 
contribute more to society, because of his abi l ity, whether they be physical or mental ,  that that 
person should be able to one day have the type of sharing ,  sharing of responsib i l ities, sharing of 
revenue with those less fortunate, for whatever reason .  

Well u nfortunately, Mr. Speaker, I hear the Member for Radisson ask i f  members o n  the other side 
of the House would do that. I don't have to pose myself that question,  Mr. Speaker, because I know 
that they didn 't and I know that they haven't expressed a desire to do d ifferently. I know that. The only 
thing that I do know, Mr. Speaker, is based on the h istory, h istory of at least 1 1  years that I can recall 
vividly, and based on a phi losophy that is right close to ours, being Ontario ,  and another phi losophy 
which is not too far away, being Alberta. And I know what type of say, programs, what type of taxes 
that would be implemented if they ever became again the government. Even though ,  Mr. Speaker, 
that they've said that if they became the government, that Autopac, you know, is not too bad, you 
know we may even decide to keep it. They even say that Med icare, Medicare that they're going to 
keep that, and I believe, and I hope they correct me if I'm wrong,  but I bel ieve that they said that if they 

• became the govern ment again ,  the people of Man itoba al lowed them to become government again ,  
that they wou ldn't even have Medicare premiums. I believe they said that. I believe they said that they 
wou ldn't have Medicare premiums. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member has five minutes. 
MR. TOUPIN: Today, M r. Speaker, Medicare premiums are worth I 'd say roughly, $90 mi l l ion,  

about $90 mi l l ion  at the rate that they had it ,  which was . . .  -(Interjection)- no, it was more than 
that. I 'd say $90 mi l l ion .  Mr. Speaker, back in 1 969, back in  1 969, they had $17.00 a month, $204.00 a 
year per family. Now you take that at the rate, you know that wou ld pay today, I 'd say roughly $90 
mi l l ion - I may be off. Now you know, that's a lot of money, but they say, Mr. Speaker, that they 
would n't impose Med icare premi ums, but how about a deterrent fee, what are they going to do with 
that? They've expressed views on that in the past, but they haven't lately. Would  they cause a person, 
because he or she is i l l  for a longer period of time in an acute hospital bed to pay a deterrent after a 
period of days, or wou ld they charge that person board and room? Now you know, they haven't said 
that, but if they're going to al low the personal income tax and the corporation tax to be lowered, 
which I'd say they are more or less committed to, they' l l  have to get the funds someplace. I say, Mr. 
Speaker, that they' l l  do what they did before. They won't do what we are being accused by the Leader 
of the Opposition of doing,  in taki ng from the rich and giving to the poor. They're going to take from 
the poor to give to the rich l i ke they did ,  Mr. Speaker, prior to 1 969, and we can prove that - that's on 
the record. 

Why wou ld they change, Mr. Speaker. I say that they will not change because that is their basic 
phi losophy, it has been,  it is in Ontario, and it is in Alberta. I say that the personal income tax that we 
have in the Province of Manitoba today, the corporation tax that we have today, is based on the abi l ity 
of the ind ividual citizen to pay that tax, and that's the way it should be. That's the way it should be. 
( I nterjection)- That's very sign ificant of the Conservatives, If they can't make points i n  regards to 
their own strategy, in regards to their  own phi losophy, they become personal . The Honourable 
Member for Brand on said ,  "we wou ldn't take from Girl Gu ides" - that's al l  they can do. That's a l i i got 
from the opposition member in my own constituency in 1 973. , I don't bother, M r. Speaker, deal ing 
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with personalities. I want to deal with what their phi losophy is, and what the people of Manitoba can 
expect. in 1 973. I don't bother, Mr. Speaker, deal ing with personal ities. I want to deal with what their 
phi losophy is and what the people of Man itoba can expect. Again,  I say, God forbid they again 
become the government of this province. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West. 
MR. McGILl: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Fort Garry, 

that the debate be adjourned . 
MOTION presented and carried and the House adjourned unti l 2:30 p.m. Thursday. 
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