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THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY of MANITOBA 
Monday, December 5, 1 977 

Time: 2:30 P.M. 

OPENING PRAYER by M r. Spea ker. 

MR. SPEAKER,Hon ourable H arry E. Graham(Birtle-Russell): I should l i ke to d irect the a ttention of 
the honoura ble members to the ga l lery on my left where we have 26 students of gra de 1 1  sta nd ing 
from the R iver Ea st C ol legiate. These students a re under the direction of M r. Ha rvey. T his school is  
loca ted in the constituency of the H onoura ble Member for Rossmere, Leader of the Opposition. 

We a lso ha ve four  students from Da niel Mci ntyre C ol legiate here. This school is loca ted in the 
constituency of the H onoura ble Member for Wel l ington. On beha lf of a l l members, we bid you 
welcome here toda y. 

P resenting P etitions . . .  Rea d ing a nd Receiving P etitions . . .  P resenting Reports by Sta nding 
a nd Specia l C ommittees . . .  M inisteria l Statements a nd Ta bl in g  of Reports . . .  Notices of 
Motion . . .  I ntroduction of B i l ls. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Lea der of the Opposition.  

MR. EDWARD SCHREYER(Rossmere): M r. Spea ker, I bel ieve tha t  there were a series of questions 
which were di rected to the M in ister of F ina nce, both during his presence a nd a lso during his a bsence 
while he wa s at the Otta wa meeting, a l l  relating to C o-opera tive I mplements Limited . Some of those 
questions may be of a nature that he cou ld reply to today. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Min ister of F ina nce. 

HON. DONALD CRAIK(Riel): M r. Spea ker, I 'm not sure which specific q uestions the First M in ister 
refers to. There has been some d iscussion since my return a nd we ma y have dea lt with some of it. 
Maybe he would l i ke to remind me or place the q uestions a ga in .  

MR . SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Lea der of  the Opposition.  

MR. SCHREYER: Wel l M r. Spea ker, in  summa ry, I would pose the question as a sking the minister 
whether he ca n confirm tha t  the most recent forma l proposa ls relating to CC IL,  ha ve to do with a 
revised a ppl ica tion i n  which the co-opera tive movement genera l ly a nd the province of Sa ska tchewa n  
have . . .  whether o r  not they have forma l ly confi rmed a wi l l i ngness to pa rticipa te a t  a substa ntia l  
percenta ge sha ring of the risk i n  a ny f ina ncia l  gua ra ntees a nd i n  l ight of tha t, ca n the province of 
Ma n itoba confirm its own intentions? 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble M in ister of Fina nce. 

HON. CRAIK: M r. Spea ker, I 'm not a wa re of Sa ska tchewa n  saying in the la st week that  they were 
prepa red to go on a ny fixed a mount or under a ny conditions that  were different or a re d ifferent tha n 
the conditions tha t  existed before. They were, ea rl ier on, prepa red to wa it on the lea d  of the province 
of Ma n itoba in this respect. To the best of my knowledge - a nd there's no rea son to think that 
weqould be a ble to a nswer the q uestion d i rectly, I th ink the a nswer would probably  have to come 
from CC I L  or from the province of Sa skatchewa n. There's no new information to the best of my 
knowledge as of the la st week. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Member for Elmwood. 

MR. RUSSELL DOERN(Elmwood): M r. Spea ker, I wa nted to d i rect a question to the M i nister of 
H ea lth. This morn ing I u nderstood him to sa y on a ra dio progra m  tha t  deterrent fees a re under 
consideration or under review by the Ma nitoba government. C ould he c la rify that  sta tement? 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Minister of Hea lth. 

HON. L. R.  (BUD) SHERMAN(Fort Garry): M r. Spea ker, I don't think tha t the subject should be put 
precisely in  tha t  context. I th ink that  what  is ha ppening is that j urisdictions right a cross the country 
concerned with the esca la tion of hea lth ca re costs, a re considering a l l possible ways of holding the 
l ine on esca lation of those costs. As a consequence, I th ink there is a rea l istic a ssessment a nd 
exa mina tion being underta ken not only by the Depa rtment of H ea lth a nd Socia l Development in  
Ma n itoba ,  but a cross the country, a s  to wha t options a re a va i la ble. 

MR. DOERN: M r. Spea ker, my q uestion is rela ted to deterrent fees. Do I then understa nd that  the 
minister is sa ying that  if there is a move on the pa rt of other provinces to re-institute d eterrent fees 
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Monday, December 5, 1 977 
that Ma n itoba wi l l  join that movement, or wi l l  they go a long with tha t  movement, or - in my thinking 
- would they oppose such a movement? 

MR. SHERMAN: Mr . Spea ker ,  I 'm sur e  you r ecognize the hypothetica l  a spect of the question. 
H owever ,  tha t  doesn't bother me. I would a ttempt to a nswer it tor the honoura ble member by sa ying 
that  what  I have sa id is that  Ma n itoba ha s no i nter est in moving in isola tion in tha t  ar ea ,  tha t  it ther e  is 
a genera l tr end in tha t ar ea a cr oss the countr y, I am sur e  that  we would ta ke a ver y  ser iouspook at  it. 
We'r e not push ing t or it. We'r e  not pr essing tor it. All I ca n sa y is that it comes into the genera l ar ea of 
hea lth costs a nd how to br ing them under r ea sona ble contro l .  I t's one of the options tha t jur isdictions 
a cr oss the countr y  ar e consider ing.  

MR. DOERN: Then I would a sk a s  a fina l  supplementar y, Mr . Spea ker , of the m i nister ,  is this not in  
a ppar ent contra d iction to the sta nd of the C onser va tive Par ty dur ing the election ca mpa ign ,  na mely 
that they would pr eserve a nd pr otect the medica l  hea lth p la n  tha t  we have in existence? 
MR. SHERMAN: On the contrar y,  Mr . Spea ker .  I think it' s  in pr ecise concer t  with the sta nd of the 

C onser vative Party dur ing the election ca mpa ign,  on the gr ounds that  what  we wer e  attempting to 
do, a nd the ba sis on which we r ecom mended our selves to the electorate, wer e  lar gely ar ea s  r elated to 
the economy a nd r ela ted to the ca pa city of the ta xpa yer a nd the r evenues of the pr ovince to susta i n  
ongoing pr ogra ms. W e  ha ve n o  intention of a ffecting,  injur ing or disma ntl ing a ny pr ogra m of the kind 
to wh ich the honoura ble member ha s r eferr ed . B ut, S ir ,  I think it ca n be sa id tha t  even in an i n-house 
way, at the depar tmenta l  level, in  pr ovinces r ight a cr oss the countr y  the concept of the user tee ha s 
been exa mined , ha s been explor ed a s  a mea ns of tr ying to conta in the esca la tion that  ha s occurr ed 
tor the la st decade or two. That's a l l .  I think that  a gover nment would be less tha n honest, less tha n 
ca ndid, a nd less tha n  r ea l istic it it didn' t  explor e  that  kind of option.  

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Member tor Tra nscona . 

MR. WILSON PARASIUK: Tha nk you, Mr . Spea ker .  My question is d ir ected to the M inister 
r esponsible tor the Emer gency Measur es Or ga n ization. Ha s he a sked the Ar med Ser vices to find out 
whether ther e  ar e more a nti-ta nk missi les or shells lying ar ound the C N R  shops in Tra nscona ? 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Attor ney-Genera l .  

H O N .  GERALD W.J. M ERCIER (Osborne): Mr . Spea ker ,  my office this mor n ing ha s been in conta ct 
with Mr . Mi l ler of the Emer gency Mea sur es Or ga nization, who nor ma l ly uti l izes the ser vices of the 
RC MP in an , exped ition l i ke this, a nd he wi l l  be in conta ct with them a nd I wi l l  r epor t  fur ther to my 
lear ned fr iend as the ma tter develops. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Member tor F l in  Flan. 

MR. TOM BARIROW: My q uestion, Mr . Spea ker ,  is d ir ected to the M i nister mt M ines. Due to the 
sta tements of your gover nment that you'r e  going tocemove a ny a ction with r egar d to minera l 
explora tion, could the minister infor m  me what  wi l l  ha ppen to or e bod ies tha t ha ve been found by the 
gover nment? I specifica l ly r efer to the one fr om Fl in  Flan, Tr out La ke. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble M i n ister of Mines. 
HON. BRIAN RANSOM (Souris-Killarney): I bel ieve, Mr . Spea ker ,  that tha tis essentia l ly the sa me 

question that wa s pla ced by the Honoura ble Mem ber tor I nkster a few da ys a go, a nd at this sta ge I 
ca n only te l l  the H ouse tha t  our policies in that  r egard ar e under r eview. 
MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Member tor St. Johns. 

MR. SAUL CHIERNIACK: Tha nk you, Mr . Spea ker .  I 'd  l i ke to addr ess a question to the Min ister 
r esponsible tor the C ivi l  Ser vice. Ca n she confir m that  Ma na gement C ommittee a nd not the 
employing minister ha s ter mina ted the employment of two civil ser va nts without g iving a ny r ea son 
tor sa me? A Supplementar y, Mr . Spea ker. In  view of the M inister responsible tor the C ivi l Ser vice 
not ha ving r epl ied , I a m  a ssuming tha t  it is beca use she is not awar e of it. Would she under ta ke to 
a cqua int her self or to check on the statement that two civi l ser va nts of the P la nn ing Secr etar ia t ha d 
their employmenther minated without ca use la st Fr iday? 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onoura ble Min ister of La bour . 

HON. NORMA PRICE(Assiniboia): Mr . Spea ker ,  I w i l l  ta ke the question as notice. 

MR. CHERN IACK: A supplementar y q uestion.  Would the honoura ble min ister a lso under ta ke to 
a scerta in the method bz which this ter mina tion took pla ce; tha t  is, it I ma y just expla in,  by the 
employing min ister or rather by a nother bra nch of gover nment which ma y not be pr oper ly the 
employing per son or body, or the body which ha s the a uthor ity to ter mina te? 

MRS. PRICE: Yes, I would ta ke it as notice. 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Selkirk. 

MR. HOWARD PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, my question is di rected toward the Honourable the 
Attorney-General. In view of the fact that when the AIB admin istrator, M r. Tansley, rol led back th e 
Liquor Control Commission employees' wages an assessment or penalty was levied to the extent 
of7240,000 against the Liquor Control Commission. Has the Honourable the Attorney-General 
entered into any d iscussions or correspondence with the federal government in order to obtain, b y  
way of ag reement, aqaiving of this assessment of $24 0,000 prior to the passage of the legislation th at 
is before the House at the present time? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of F inance. 

MR. CRAIK: M r. Speaker, the M i n ister of F inance, federal ly, was contacted on this matter and we 
have heard back from h im.  We have, yes. 

MR. PAWLEY: I f  I heard the honourable member correctly, he said he had heard back from the 
Min ister of Finance, federal ly. Has there been any success in negotiating the waiving of the fine or 
levy?MR.  CRAIK: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I wil l  have to take the question as notice. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for l nkster. 

MR. SIDNEY GREEN: M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to d i rect a question to the M in ister of I ndustry and 
Commerce to whom the Man itoba Development Corporation reports. M r. Speaker, is the min ister 
contemplating d ispossessi ng the people of Manitob a from its present ownership of Tantalum Min ing 
Corporation, a corporation which suffered very b adly and was about to close in bankruptcy under 
private sector and is f lourishing under the publ ic sector? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le M i n ister of I ndustry and Commerce. 

HON. ROBERT (Bob) BANMAN(La Ve rendrye): The question, M r. Speaker, is u nder review. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge. 

MR. LLOYD AXWORTHY: M r. Speaker, I have a question for the Min ister responsible for the 
bui lding code. Could she tel l  us whether there has been any monitoring of city proposals on th e new 
expansion of the Winn ipeg Stad ium to determine if they are providing proper access for th ose who 
have handicaps and are in wheelchairs? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of Labour. 

MRS. PRICE: M r. Speaker, I wi l l  take it as notice and check into it for h im.  

MR. SPEAKER: T he Honourable Member for St. Johns. 

MR. CHERNIACK: M r. Speaker, I would l ike to address my question to the Honourable, the 
M in ister without Portfol io. I don't know his correct title, M r. Speaker, but I assume he's the one who is 
responsible for the reduction of staff of the government and programs as wel l .  M r. Speaker, I would 
l ike to know from that M i nister if the termination of employment of civi l servants who were employed 
in the Planning Secretariat is one for which his group, or his portfol io ,ure responsible and if h e  is  
aware of the circumstances i nvolving same. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le Min ister. 

HON. SIDNEY SPIVAK(Rive r Heights): M r. Speaker, I th ink the q uestion has al ready been put and 
taken as notice in terms of the detail but I am aware of what has taken place and my assumption, M r. 
Speaker, is that it isin conformity with procedures from the past with respect to termination. 

MR. SPEAKER: A supplementary question from the Honourable Member for St. Joh ns? 

MR. CHERNIACK: M r. Speaker, I appreciate the honourab le min ister's response, and an indication 
that he is aware of something that has happened of which the min ister for the Civi l  Service is not, and 
I'm not sure now which of the two min isters are taking this question as notice. M ay I therefore ask th e 
Honourable, the Min  isterWithout Portfol io,  if the terminations that have taken place h ave taken place 
in spite of the fact of his publ icly announced intention to redeploy the staff of the Planning 
Secretariat, and is this an ind ication of his fai lure to do so, resulting therefore in th at kind of firing 
without cause. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister. 

MR. SPIVAK: M r. Speaker, the P lann ing Secretariat was d isestabl ished but I th ink the Secretariat 
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was made up of people who were on contrac t, people who wer e on term, and some who were 
members of the C ivi l  Servic e. I c an say, M r. Speaker, that many have been transferred to different 
departments as a result of a request of the ministersinvolved, some have not, some have been 
terminated. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member tor St. Johns. 

MR. CHERNICAK: M r.Speaker, a supplementary q uestion to the Honourablemin ister Without 
Portfol io . Does he not make a d istinc tion between his obl igation as a min ister for c ivi l  servants being 
fi red as c ompared to with people who are on contrac t  and may be ter m inated or otherwise. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister. 

MR. SPIVAK: M r. Speaker, I bel ieve that I have l ived up to what responsibi l ity I 've had both from the 
publ ic dec larations and my responsibi l ity as min ister. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member tor Lac du Bonnet. 

MR. SAMUEL USKIW: M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to ask tl1e Min ister of Agr ic u ltu re when he is going 
to be in a position to indic ate to us, and the people of Manitoba, of new opportunities tor produc tion 
of c ommodities that to this point in  time havexeen denied to new producers, mainly those c oming 
under marketing boards9 When is he going to amend h is regu lations? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member tor Burrows. 

MR. BEN HANUSCHAK: M r. Speaker, -(l nterjec tion)-

MR. SPEAKER: Was the min ister intending to make a statement? 

HON. JIM DOWNEY, M inister of Agr iculture (Arthur): Yes, Mr . Spe aker ,  I would hope that the 
opportunities foru l l  the segments in the agric ulture field, production pr ocessing and the entire 
agric u ltural c ommunity wi l l  be able to expand and new opportun ities wi l l  g row as of October the 
1 1th. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lac du Bonnet. 

MR. USKIW: Wel l, M r. Speaker, I wonder if the min ister is prepared to elaborate somewhat on what 
is intended, what the c urrent pol ic y  is for that matter , with respec t  to those c om modities that have 
strict  produc tion c ontrols. People have the impression that there is a r elaxation under way and I 'm 
wondering whether the min ister c an indic ate whether there is any opportun ity for new produc tion 
amongst all the commodities that are now under c ontrol pr oduction. It's not hypothetic al, it's a 
matter of today. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honour able M in ister of Agric u lture. 

MR. DOWNEY: Yes, Mr.  Speaker. As most of the programs now . . .  that whole area of marketing 
board is under review with the peoplehhat are doing the produc ing, and the people that are doing the 
processing,  and the people that are in government. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Burrows. 
MR. HANUSCHAK: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I wish to di rect my q uestion to the Honourable Min ister of 
I ndustry and Commerce.  Would the minister be good enough to explain to the H ouse his apparent 
c hange of thi nking with respect  to the Lor d  Selkirk. Over the past number of weeks he has spoken 
i nside and outside of the sale of the ship but today's advertisement invites offers to purc hase or lease. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Churc h i l l .  

MR. JAY COWAN: Mr. Speaker, I wou ld l i ke to d irec t my question to the Honourable Min ister for 
Mines, Resources, and Envi ronmental Management. I wou ld l i ke to ask the minister if he agrees with 
the rec ent Lynn Lake loc al government distr ic t resolution that Lynn Lake has been the site of 
i ncr eased exploration activity in the past two years. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rders of the Day. The Honourable Member tor Churc h i l l .  

M R .  COWAN: A supplementary to the min ister then: I s  he prepared to meet with the mayor or a 
delegation from Lynn Lake in response to that resolution to disc uss the development of a regional 
geolog ic al offic e in this town. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Mines. 
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MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, I have had correspondence within the past three or f our  days, I 
bel ieve, f rom the Mayor of Lynn Lake, with respect to the matter ref erred to by the H onourable 
Member fr om Churchi l l  and I wi l l  be responding to that letter. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Member for  St. Vital. 

MR. D. JAMES WALDING: M r. Speaker, my q uestion is to the Honourable M i n ister of Finance. He  
gave me an  undertaking just over a week agohhat he would f i le a reply to an  order for  return. Can he  
tell me  when we might expect that document. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable M in ister of Finance. 

MR. CRAIK: M r. Speaker, I wi l l  make sure that that gets f i led immediately. That is the order that was 
placed in March of 1 976, O rder No. 40, and we wi l l  make sure that it is now tabled. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Member for Lac du Bonnet. 
MR. USKIW: M r. Speaker, to the M i nister of Agriculture. Can the min ister ind icate to the House, 

whether there any commodities which wi l l  continue to be restricted as to increased production in the 
Province of Man itoba. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of Agriculture. 
MR. DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, until a review taken of the entire agricultural system of marketing and 

controls, it is too early to say, at this time, whether that in  f act could take place. -( lnterjection)
However, I have been informed that we wi l l  be out of the blac k  bean business. 

MR. USKIW: M r. Speaker, I am wondering whether the min ister cansxplain that since it is now so 
diff icult to get out of those regulations, why it was so easy to get out of them during the election 
campaign .  

A MEM BER: I t  is not d iff icult at a l l .  

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable Member for  Brandon East. 

MR. LEONARD S. EVANS: M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to address a question to the minister without 
portf ol io in charge of the government task force on organization and economy. I wonder if the 
honourable minister cou ld ind icate to the H ouse a deadl ine or approximate date f or the f i l ing of the 
report and major recommendations of the Task Force on Government O rgan ization and Economy. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister. 

MR. SPIVAK: M r. Speaker, I wou ld hope that the task f orce would provide the Premier and 
Management Committee with reports, progress reports, starting some time in January. I would hope 
that weqould be in a position to present a written submission to th e Premier and Management 
Committee by the end of March or possibly by the end of February. 

MR. EVANS: Thank you, M r. Speaker, I thank the honourable min ister for  his answer. As a 
supplementary, I wonder if he could indicate to the House, approximately how many persons are 
involved in the task f orce as such, and what percentage or what proportion of the task force are from 
outside of the government. 

MR. SPIVAK: M r. Speaker, a number of review teams have been formed al ready, not all of them 
have been completed. I would expect that the private sector involvement, which would i nclude some 
who are involved in some publ ic activity as wel l ,  wi l l  number between thirty and thi rty-f ive and this 
wil l  be in addition to those people f rom the government service who wil l be seconded. I must say as 
wel l ,  M r. Speaker, for the benef it of the honourable membersmpposite, the private sector people are 
participating without cost. 

MR. EVANS: A f inal supplementary, Mr. Speaker. I want to thank the min ister for  that i nformation 
also. I wonder if the honourable min ister could ind icate to the House, whether he has any prel iminary 
e stimates at this stage, of the number of Civi l  Service positions that wi l l  be e l iminated as of April the 
1 st, or whatever particular deadline, or does the honourable minister have a set of targets, or goals, as 
t o  the number of jobs in the Civi l  Service that the government hopes to cut out by that time, because I 
J nderstand that that is one of the objectives. Surely there m ust be some idea that the gov ernment has 
as to what size the C ivi l  Service mig ht end up as of April the 1 st. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Fi rst M i nister. 

MR. LYON: I would be happy to attempt to answer that long and rambl ing question, and may I say 
·ather s i l ly q uestion f rom the Member for  B randon East by tel l i ng h im that the objects of the task
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f orce are to try to bring back u nder control the government of M an itoba, which u nderthe previou s  
adm inistration wit h its - and I wi l l  be very charitable - its lack of management technique had 
al lowed it to g row beyond reasonable bou nds. Thoseu re the obj ects of the task force. As and when 
the task f or ce reports my honou rable f riend wi l l  see with wh at degr ee of su ccess or other-wise we 
have been able to bring government u nder control in Man itoba. What we took over was pretty messy. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The honou rable member has al ready hadhwo su pplementary 
qu estions. The Honou rable Mem ber for  Elmwood. 

MR. DOERN: M r. Speaker, I wou ld l i ke to di rect a qu estion to the First M i n ister concern ing a 
statement he made on Friday to the Man itoba heavy constru ction indu stry, i n  which he said that 
pu bl ic works are fu ndamental to a healthy economy and moresmphasis shou ld be placed on them by 
the government. I wou ld l ike to ask h im how he can relate that to the actions of his government: 
Freezes on pu bli c  works and hou sing, f reeze on health care constru cti on ,  and whi le he is making that 
speech to one grou p, h is M in ister of Mu n icipal Aff airs . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. M ay I remind members that qu estions are su pposed to be concise 
and to the point, and they are not su pposed to be argu mentative. H owever, I have al lowed a great deal 
of latitu de and wou ld hope to be able to continu e  to al low as mu ch latitu de as possi ble. I wou ld 
su ggest that any lengthy questions of that natu re may better be handled by su bmitting them in 
writing. We do al low written qu estions on ou r orders as wel l .  The Honou rable Memberf or E lmwood. 

MR. DOERN: M r. Speaker, I th ink I have been inf lu enced by the Hou se of Commons. I watch their 
qu estion period and it is very interesting. I was abou t  two seconds away f rom completing my 
qu estion and so I wou ld rephrase it by simply saying to the F i rst M inister, how can he make a pu bl ic 
statement saying that pu b l ic works are fu ndamental toa healthy economy and that more emphasis 
shou ld be p laced on them, in  view of his government's d ismal record in pu bl ic works. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for  Selkirk. The Honou rable Member f or Elmwood. 
MR. DOERN: I wou ld then d i rect a su pplementary qu estion to the Min ister of Mu nicipal Aff airs who 
made part of that statement, and ask him on what basis his government made a 90 percent cutback in 
the mu nicipal loan fu nd. Why didn' t  they el iminate it altogether orqhy didn't they make another cu t? 
How do they arrive at this magic f igu re. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onou rable M in ister of Mu n icipal Aff airs. 

MR. MERCIER: The f act, M r. Speaker, is that the $5 m i l l ion that was su pposed to be al located for  
the last stage was not inclu ded i n  the bu dget of the previou s  government for  this f iscal season and by 
reason of the large def icit that we were f acing, we f elt it was necessary to redu ce that su bstantially but 
recognizing that some sort of a commitment had been made to mu n icipal ities. We hope that the 
mu n icipal ities wi l l  get their applications in as qu ickly as possible with a view to providing 
employment over thesarly winter months. The honou rable member wou ld note that there is 100 
percent labou r  forgiveness du ring the winter months. We . .  hope those proj ects wi l l  come into 
operation and be completed du ring the winter months. 

MR. DOERN: I wou ld also l i ke to ask the Min ister of Mu nicipal Aff airs whether he gave any 
indication to the mu n icipal ities of new j ob creation programs or add itional moneys f or welf are 
fu nding. 

MR. MERCIER: Well, M r. Speaker, I bel ieve Management Comm ittee has been deal ing with a 
nu mber of other make work projects, which had been previou sly annou nced by the previou s  
government and announcements wi l l  be forthcoming with respect tothose i n  the futu re. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member f or Fort Rou ge. 

MR. AXWORTHY: M r. Speaker, just fo l lowing in that l i ne of qu estion, I wonder if the Min ister of 
Mu n icipal Aff airs can ind icate whether he or his staff have been in discu ssion with the city of 
Winnipeg concern ing potential ways of fu nding the storm sewer program that the city apparently 
desperately needs. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Min ister for  U rban Aff airs. 

MR. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, there has been no commu nication received f rom the city of Winn ipeg 
with respect to the storm sewer f inancing. The Mayor and Chairman of the Execu tive Pol icy 
Committee and the Deputy Mayor have requ ested that I travel with them to Ottawa withi n  the next few 
weeks to meet with off icials of the f ederal government in order to determine whether or not there is 
any possibi l ity of any f ederal government assistance i n  this area. Perhaps the honou rable member 
with his close connections and their commu nion of f aith cou ld indicate very early as to whether or 
not it is of any valu e to make that trip. 
MR. AXWORTl-IY: M r. Speaker, I wou ld be g lad to accommodate the min ister as long as the phones 
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downstairs keep working and the M in ister of Publ ic Works sees to that but . 
MR. ENNS: Pay your b i l l .  

MR. AXWORTHY: . . .  Pay the b i l l  is it? Not wh i le  I' m working on government business. M r. 
Speaker, I have a supplementary to the Min ister on that. Does he plan to attend with the C ity of 
Winnipeg off icial s  and does he i ntend to provide any incentive to the f ederal government in terms of 
ind icating whether the provincial government is prepared to help in  that capital f inancing in any way 
or is this part of the general f reeze as well? 

MR. MERCIER: The intention in this regard is to seek assistance th rough CMHC, the federal 
agency, M r. Speaker, but there are a number of othermatters that the city wishes to discuss: the 
Sherbrook-MacG regor overpass and the f ederal urban transportation assistance pl an recentl y  
announced b y  the f ederal government. W e  would be deal ing with those and perhaps a number of 
other smaller matters. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member tor Selkirk. 

MR. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, early last week the Honourable the Attorney-General took as notice a 
question pertaining to the task force on maintenance. I wonder whether the H onourable the 
Attorney-General is prepared to answer that question now. If not, is he able to ind icate whether or not 
a decision has been arrived at in  connection with the principle  of establ ishing such a task force and if 
so, when it wou ld be establ ished. 

MR. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, Sir ,  that matter is sti l l  under review. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for  Rupertsland. 

MR. HARVEY BOSTROM: Thank you, M r. Speaker. I d i rect my q uestion to the Min ister responsibl e  
f o r  the Manitoba Housing and Renewal Corporation. Can the Min ister tel l  the House what i s  the 
present status of the pensioner critical home repair program? W il l  this program be cut back or wil l it 
be continued and at what level of f unding? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister. 

HON. J. FRANK JOHNSTON(Sturgeon Creek): M r. Speaker, I bel ieve that came up l ast week. The 
critical home repair program at the present time is l oaded with appl ications and we are examining it 
very thoroughly to do as many as we possibly can with in our means and the budget wh ichqas set by 
the previous government. We j ust have so many in that we are examin ing them all .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for  B randon East. 

MR. EVANS: M r. Speaker, I wou ld l ike to address a question eitter to the Fi rst M in ister or to the 
Minister responsibl e  for  the Task Force on government organization and economy. I wonder if they 
could simply tel l  us, or tel l  us in a very straight-f orward way, do they expect the size of the civil service 
to be larger or smaller as of Apri l  1 st? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  F i rst M inister. 

MR. LYON: I can tel l my honourable f riend,  M r. Speaker, that he shouldqait and see. 

MR. EVANS: Wel l , M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to ask the F i ret Min ister then, can he advise the 
members of this House and the people of Man itoba whether the government has certain targets or 
goals that they would l ike to achieve in terms of levels of civil service staff ing? 

MR. LYON: If my honourable f riend would l i ke another whap of an answersuch as he got before, 
he's sure put his f ace up tor the pie but I think I have answered that question. We're trying to bring the 
adm in istration of government back under control. We have no predetermined targets on numbers of 
civi l servants or anyth ing l ike that at a l l .  What we are trying to do is to run an eff icient governmentqith 
the number of people necessary to run an eff icient government. That's one of the jobs of the task 
force and my honourable f riend f rom St. Bonif ace can m utter away f rom his chair as oft en as he 
wants. I 'm g lad to see h im getting back into shape in the H ouse again.  I 'm glad to see h im getting back 
i nto shape and returning to his old parliamentary f orm but I have told my honourabl e  friend, the 
papers have said what thembjects of the task force are, I 'm sure that it has penetrated with my 
honourable f riend's m ind even by way of osmosis, as one of my previous col leagues used to say so I 
don't th ink that anyth ing f urther I can add at this time woul d be helpf u l to him except to say that when 
the new estimates come down, when the budget comes down, when we have an opportunity to f ul ly 
walk the parameters of the kind of a mess we have inherited, then we' l l  be in a better position to tel l 
h im. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for  Brandon East. M ay I remind the member there are 
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three minutes left .  

MR. EVANS: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, my questions are short. I wou ld l i ke to ask the F i rst M in ister a 
supplementary q uestion.  Can he ind icate to the House whether the MGEA wi l l  be consulted f ormal ly 
on this matter if there should be any major layoff s or when a major reorganization of government 
takes place? 
MR. LYON: M r. Speaker, the question is hypothetical in the sense that my honourable f riend is 

presuming a set of circumstances that have not as yet arisen. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for  Church i l l .  

MR. COWAN: Yes, M r. Speaker, I d i rect my question to the Honourabl e M i n isterof Labour. I would 
ask the Honourable M i nister of Labour if she has received any notif ication as per the Employee 
Standards Act of f urther layoff s in  the workf orce at Thompson I NCO Metals, please. 

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

MRS. PRICE: M r. Speaker, I haven't received any report to that eff ect. 
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for  Lac du Bonnet. 

MR. USKIW: I would l i ke to ask the M i nister without Portf ol io, having regard to his responsib i l ities 
on the task force, how many people he has with h im,  either as advisors or in whatever capacity, who 
are not on the payrol l  and on whose payrol l  are they? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister. 

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, they are on the payrol l of private organizations; they are on the payroll 
of organizations that are involved in specif ic areas of activity and some, bel ieve it or not, are on the 
payro l l  of government through the un iversities. 

MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I wanted to know how many there were who were not on the publ ic
payro l l  but continued to be on the private payrol l ,  if the m in ister can answer that q uestion. 

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Spaker, I think I i ndicated that not al l  the people have been selected for the review 
teams and it's very hard to g ive that inf ormation to the honourable min ister but I am sure that he wi l l  
have an opportunity of having it presented to h im and he then can make h is own analysis as to what 
percentage would f it the kinds of categories that he wou ld l ike to examine in h is  examination of the 
task force personnel .  I n  general ,  M r. Speaker, and I want to make this point, that with respect to 
private sector  i nvolvement, it has come without any cost to government and, M r. Speaker, inherms of 
the f unction that they are going to perf orm, it is bringing the government an area of expertise that is 
needed and I th ink wi l l  help us do the job of bring i ng the previous government under control so that 
we wi l l  be able to carry on the kinds of programs we have announced . 

MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I am wondering whether there is a way in which the honourable 
min ister can assure the House that there is no conf l ict of i nterest on the part of these ind ividuals who 
are advising or worki ng f or the C rown on the payro l l  of other private corporations? 

M R. SPIVAK: M r. Speaker, I th ink we wou ld app ly the same kinds of standards that were used by 
the previous government i n  the way in which they i nvolved private sector involvement in the host of 
decisions that they had to make with respect to the variety of problems they had .  I th ink it wou ld be 
wrong and improper f or the members opposite to suggest or imply a conf l ict of i nterest unless they 
are in a position to document, otherwise, M r. Speaker, all they are trying to do is tarnish the work of 
people who have come forward commun ity- m i nded and prepared to serve this government. 

THRONE SPEECH DEBATE 

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for  Pembina, the H onourable 
Government House Leader has twenty minutes left .  

HON. WARNER H. JORGENSON(Morris): Thank you,  M r. Speaker. The latestsxchange dur ing the 
Question Period is certainly reveal i ng in  that it tends to ind icate an attitude and a f rame of mind on 
the part of honourable gentlemen opposite. The attitude that they are taking toward people whc 
volunteer their services on this task force is the same attitude that they took toward volunteers on an} 
government body. They just don't bel ieve that any person in this province is publ ic spi rited enough 
public m inded enough, to want to do someth ing f or h is province. That is a typical social ist attitude 
S ir, and it was never manif ested better than it was just in the last f ive minutes or so, particular!) 
coming f rom the M in ister of Agriculture, or the f ormer M in ister of Agriculture, who perhapi 
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exemplified that kind of attitude and demonstrated it time and time again during the cours e  of the 
number of years that he was acting as Min is ter of Ag riculture on th is s ide of the H ous e. My 
honourable friend purports to g ive advice as to who s hould be in the publ ic s erviceund who s hould be 
working. Wel l ,  he would be the last  pers on in the world that I would want to take advice from in that 
regard, I can tel l  you that, M r. Speaker. 

M r. Speaker, at th e adjournment for the lunch hour, I was i nd icating s ome figures that come from 
the publ ic accounts which purport to demonstrate the budgetary planning of this government and I 
was pointing out that on no occas ion did the es timatee of revenue that the government had projected 
ever come near being the actual es timates of revenue and the s ame is true with their ex penditures as 
wel l .  I see now that the Member for l nkster . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder pleas e. The Honourable Member for l nkster have a question? 

MR. GREEN: Yes ,  M r. Speaker, I wonder if the honourable member will permit me to as k him a 
question witt regard to the es timates of revenue? For the most part, would thos e  estimates not be, in  
large meas u re, thos e  es timates which are pass ed on by the federal government to the provincial 
government, which are not es timates by the provi ncial government at al l  but estimates by the federal 
government - for the most  part? 

MR. JORGENSON: No, I don't think s o  becaus e, M r. Speaker, in thos e  years ,  up u nti l  this last  year, 
thos e  estimates were always ex ceeded by the projections .  The point that I was attempting to make, is 
that i n  s pite of the fact that the es timates of revenue always ex ceeded the projections , it never failed 
that the estimates of ex pend itures far ex ceeded thos e. I t  s eemed to me a tragedy in thos e  years when 
revenues were pi l ing up and revenues were coming in, that we d id not take advantage of that 
opportun ity to reduce the publ ic debt to the point where this province wou ld have been in a far better 
financial s ituation than it is today. The final figures in the increase in the publ ic debt, jus t  in the last 
few years , have indicated that from 1 973 the i ncreas e  i n  the publ ic debt was $78 mi l l ion i n  1974 it  
was $80 mi l l ion; in  1 975 it was $248 mi l l ion; in  1 976 it was $293 mi l l ion;  in 1 977 $267 mi l l ion. I ncreas es 
i n  the publ ic debt of that magn itude, Sir ,  are bound to create problems i n  the economy. The i nterest 
being paid on that debt is bound to pos e  a problem for the tax payers of this province. 

Now the Member for Ruperts land made an interesting comment during the cours e  of h is remarks 
- one that I jus t  want to refer to for a moment - when he s aid that s mal lx us iness never had it s o  
good i n  this province. And this is the reas on h e  gave for th at: Because the NOP were putting money in 
their pockets . You know, that, S i r, is a typical attitude. The NOP were putting money in their pockets 
as if they were g rabbing the money out of thin air or manufacturing it themselves .  If indeed they were 
putting money in the pockets of the bus iness men, they were getting it from thos e  s ame bus inessmen. 
They were getting it from the tax payers of this province. 

Then he went on to make another obs ervation, one that leads me to bel ieve that my honourable 
friend is now beginn ing to do a l ittle thinking because it s eems to me that if he wi l l  j us t  project that 
thinking a l it tle bit further now, he wi l l  come to the s ame conclus ions that we on this s ide of the H ous e 
have come to and that is the reason for inflation. He s aid the U I C  benefits create inflation because 
people are being paid not to work. M r. Speaker, he real ly stumbled onto a truis m  when he uttered 
thos e  words and I don't intend to try and elaborate on that argument with my own words b ecaus e 
honourable gentlemen oppos ite have heard me on this theme s o  many times that I am s u re that they 
wouldn't want to hear me again.  I would m uch rather us e s omebody els e's argument, one that they 
may want to bel ieve. Recently in an article in the Telegraph Sunday Magazine - it's a Britis h  
magazine - there appeared an article by a J .  B .  P riestly and s ome of my honourable friends oppos ite 
wi l l  recogn ize this article, or th is pers on ,  as q uite a famous B ritis h novelis t  and dramatis t, and he is 
also a veteran s ocial ist .  He's 82 years old and has been i n  the Social is t  Party for a good many years 
but this is what he had to s ay, and if there is any doubt i n  the minds of honourable gentlemen oppos ite 
that the conclus ions that the people of this province have come to are is olated, then they had better 
l isten to the words of J . B .  Priestly because I th ink he uttered or wrote in this article a lesson that my 
honourable friends oppos ite s hould s tart l isten ing to. H e  said,  "Both in our plans and our  b ehaviour, 
we ought to be guided by common s ens e touched with compass ion If we cannot conjure up the 
compass ion, then at least let's keep in mind common s ens e. We Eng l is h  were famous for it once but 
there are whole days now when I wonder if I am not attached by habit, affection, faith to a s i l ly nation. 
Common sens e  among us s eems to be dwind l ing fast .  Where we were once repres ented, admi red, 
im itated , we are s h rugged asi de and we have as ked for it. If  I kept on s pending more than I could earn, 
I would s oon find mys elf in a bankruptcy court, condemned to l is ten to s ome hars h  judgments on my 
conduct. I wi l l  not be so hars h  with our government but I must  point out that it has ceas ed for s ome 
time to be guided by common s ens e." And it is a s ocial ist  government that he is talking about. "So you 
and I, who were never as ked what we thought about this fabulous borrowing have to s houlder the 
burden of the interest on it. The res ult of this is that we are now murderous ly taxed.  The further res u lt 
is that s ome of the brightes t and best among us quit the country" - and my honourable friends wi l l  
r ecognize that - "whi le many others begin to feel the lack of any incentive. At the s ame time, 
profitable private trad ing having been made as d ifficult as poss ible, publ ic money is s pent on 
providing jobs that have been lost  by this wide departure from common s ens e. While public 
owners hip  begi ns to look l ike elaborate imbecil ity, it is propos ed we s hould have more of it. S ixty 
years ago when I was a young Social ist, I used to bring the post  office i nto my argument." - and my 
honourable friends are st i l l  doing it but J . B .  P riestly has long gone past  that s tage. " I  do not know 
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when common sense left the post office forever, but it has certainly vanished, never, I feel, to return in 
my time. What goes on? What super idiot principle is hard at work? What giant rats have gnawed 
away at our national character? Have doses of LSD been dropped into the water supplies at 
Westminister?" Then he goes on to relate some instances of legislations that are being passed in 

England which I have no familiarity with and so I won't cover that particular passage. 

A M EMBER: What year was that? 

MR. JORGENSON: It was 1976 and I will table it for the benefit of my honourable friends because I 
think it would be something worthwhile for them to read. It may be a kind of a lesson that they require 
at this particular stage. "When authority is guided by common sense touched with compassion, it 
takes trouble to discover what peoplein general want or do not want. This is real democracy. What is 
false democracy comes from ideology, the fanatical worship of a theory and a system far more 
important than people." The sort of thing that my honourable friend, the former Minister of 

Agriculture, used to believe in so fervently. "With common sense disregarded, we are at the present 
time the constant victims of ideology, busy imposing a stamping process on us without regard to our 
thoughts and feelings. We have ministers who are going to do us good, even while we run screaming. 
We can discover them day after day without a glimmer of common sense between them. Sometimes I 
feel we are already half way to Moscow." 

Like the story of the group of boy scouts who came home andceported that they had done their 
good deed tor the day, that they had helped a little old lady across the street. The Scout Master said, 

"Well, it surely didn't take all of you to help the old lady across the street."They said, "Yes, she didn't 
want to go." That's the way my honourable friends have been acting. "Common sense declares that 
wherever you find a really good school you should leave it to continue its invaluable work. Ideology 
wants to abolish it and put something worse in its place. Common sense holds that pay-beds help 
national health, while ideology insists upon phasing them out. Ideology believes we should all like to 
live in a multi-racial society while common sense tells us that this is nonsense. Ideology defies truth 
and common sense by insisting that the English should welcome complete equality, when we know 
very well that the English want nothing of the sort. They have longed for heroes to cheer, and the 
large personalities to enjoy -both kinds being in short supply among the ideologues. Common 
sense knows that it is foolish to ignore or frustrate the deepest instincts of mankind. Ideology, 
perhaps beginning history with Karl Marx will have none of this. So for example, most normal men 
and women instinctively desire a better and more abundant life for their children, and try to plan 
accordingly. But now, with ideology triumphant, every obstacle is placed in the way of such parents, 
who find themselves frustrated at every turn. At the same time, they are compelled to keep at vast 
expense an army of officials whose duty it is to prevent those wretched taxpayers from obeying their 
deepest instincts. This is ideology furthest removed from honest democracy and common sense." 

That's really what the question period today was all about -questions coming from the former 
Minister of Agriculture. He's concerned that his army is going to be reduced somewhat so that they 

won't be on the backs of the taxpayer any more. That, to him, would be a sinful departure from the 
kind of government that he feels should dominate in this province. 

"We're commanded to depend more and more on a government that has offered us no examples 
of common sense in all its larger operations and transactions. It has made us look like a sillynation, 
invaded by rich Arabs bidding for large country houses and the best hotels." And then, in brackets, he 
puts this: "These same oil-rich Arabs would never have known what they had in the ground had it not 
been for western technology." "Common sense has always set limits to the interference of 
government in its peoples' lives even if it is busy doing good to them. To most ordinary English 
people, there is something suspect about the good intentions of bureaucracy, and I for one, regard 
with increasing despair the Morning Post, which for one letter offering me the chance of earning 
more money, seems to have a half a dozen official communications telling me how I must rid myself 
of the money I do earn. Apparently I exist, not to express and enjoy myself, but to be governed. This is 
ideology at work again. 

"The trouble is that as common sense is more and more neglected and less and less taken into 
account, it is the ideologues who seem to have the harder edge in their thoughts andfeelings. The rest 
of us, with little or no aid from common sense, seem to lead a blurred existence as if we were fumbling 
around in a foreign country, bewildered and half lost, putting up with altogether too much. I say 
again, and now with more emphasis than ever, that we should come back home to ourselves, ready to 
be guided again by common sense. If with a touch of compassion, then so much the better, but 
compassion or no compassion, commonsense has to be there, laying down its own firm rules. 
Without these we would be quietly going out of our minds, behaving like the frightened children that 
ideology wants us to be, with the totalitarian iron road closing in on us. 

"Friends," and then in brackets he says, "not comrades:" "I tell you that without common sense we 
shall keep moving in a fatal wrong direction." 

1 don't know how long that we have to travel the road that. we're trallin� tod_ay, or ha� been 
travelling up until October the 11th, bexre my honourable friends opposite will recognize the 
dangers, the loss of freedom, the loss of control of government, that will take place if they are allowed 
to continue. 

1 know my honourable friend, the for'"!'er Mir:iiste� of Mines an� Resources, Member for lnk�ter, 
made a comment in a speech that he delivered m this hamber during the course of the last session. 
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I'm going to have to paraphrase him, and I hope that I will not incorrectly paraphrase him, when he 
said that he's not so naive as to think from time to time, and he must have had some instinct guiding 
him at that particular point in his speech, not so naive as to believe that they will be in power forever, 
thw from time to time there will be changes of government. He said that while they were in 
government, meaning, my friends opposite, that we will continue to make progress. Progress in his 
terms, meaning further and further down the road to totalitarianism, down to the road to a communist 
state. That to my honourable friends is communism, that to my honourable friends is 
progressiveness and progress. Then he went on to say that the years that we will be inpower, 
meaning the Conservatives, then we will just stand still. I think the great disappointment that my 
honourable friend is feeling at this time is that we're moving back from that direction, we're moving 
away from it, we're attempting to be the kind of responsible government that does have consideration 
for the people who make this country work, the taxpayers in this province, the people who create the 
wealth and generate the money that is necessary to enable the government to have compassion. 
When you discourage those people from investing in their own country, when you discourage them 
even from living in that country, you discourage the means whereby you are able to create the wealth 
that you want so much in order to do all of the good things hat you want to do. 

My honourable friends had reached the stage where the discouragement among that group of 
people was so great that they decided to take action, and they took the only action they coulfat the 
time. They got rid of a government that they felt was destroying their chances of making a living in 
this province. I think it was a gob move on their part. 

My final observation would just simply be that I have for eight years now watched my honourable 
friends, and although they make a great pretence, and I am saying that in most generous terms, of 
trying to be the friend of the so-called little man, I get the feeling that theirs is a double objective, they 
take money from the rich and votes from the poor with the objective of trying to protect one from the 
other. 

But their real objective is power to dominate, and they've demonstrated that that was their 
objective not so much in the way that was obvious but in the little ways that peoplenoticed so very 
much. The lack of opportunity to do things on their own, the burden of government paper work that 
was shouldered on them all the time, the increases in taxation all the time, the regulations that were 
preventing them, more and more, from doing the things that they want to do, that they as people in a 
free country should be entitled to do. And without detracting one single bit from the need to be 
compassionate, from the need to take care of those people who through misfortune or otherwise are 
not able to look after themselves, governments, in the words of J.B. Priestley, "must use common 
sense." I got the impression in the latter years of the previous administration's term in office, they had 
lost track of common sense and were rightfully defeated. 

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, could I ask a question of the previous speaker? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition. 

MR. SCHREYER: Could the Honourable Member for Morris indicate, if only in an approximate way, 
what the level ofprivate sector investment was in Manitoba in the period to which he seems to be 
yearning for, and how that compares with private sector investment in this decade? 

MR. JORGENSON: No, I can't do that Sir, I just don't have those figures with me. But ifthe private 
sector investment is declining then the reason for th at is the flight of capital from this province. It's the 
flight of capital simply because they don't feel that the opportunities are in this province. But to 
answer my honoura E F RI END S P ECIFIC A L LY£ N O  I don't have those figures with me. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition with another question. 

MR. SCHREYER: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I indicated in advance that I didn't expect the honourable 
member to know specifically, but if it is a fact, and I believe we can get the figures, that privaz sector 
investment in Manitoba has not declined in relation to the 1960s, even when put in constant dollars, 
then would he acknowledge that there has been no decline in private investment? 

MR. JORGENSON: If one was to accept the Leader of the Opposition's statement at its face value, 
then he seems to imply that there should b no increase in private sector investment, that as long as 
you hold the line at times such as this, when the opportunities in this part of the country are greater 
than they were before ... I t seems to me that in the last few years, western Canada has reached the 
point where here is where greater activity and increased development should be taking place. The 
very geography and the nature of this country now would seem to indicate that. And if there has not 
been that increase, then I think it's a sad state of affairs. It should have been increasing considerably. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. Boniface. 

MR. DESJARDINS:mr. Speaker, I have already participated in this debate.having spoken on the 
amendment, but a few things that happened today cause me to say a few words at this time. 

First, it was the Minister of Finance, from his seat, who called some of the members of our front 
bench here, dishonest; then it is a statement that I did agree with, from one of my own colleagues, the 
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Member for l nkster, who said that the election was won because the Conservatives fought this strictly 
on ideology and they made it q u ite c lear to the peop le of Man itoba what this was a l l  about. I disagree 
with h im,  partly anyway, and I ' l l  try to come back to that. Thirdly, some of the statements that were 
made by the last speaker, hhe Honourable Member for Morris, the Min ister without Portfol io.  

I t  seems to me that we're back at the old days of cal l ing names, that nobody could be honest, that it 
has to be only one side, either this side or the other side, the government or the opposition. Oh no, 
you can't disagree on certain things and having good motives, somebody m ust have some bad 
motives. It seems to me that the government again is acting l i ke a cry-baby. We're brought in in this 
session . . .  I t  would have been very very easy I'm positive, as far as I 'm concerned anyway - I better 
not put words in anybody else's mouth - that had we been told, "We have to have a session to correct 
this q uestion of the Anti-I nflation legislation. This is al l  that we wi l l  bring in this session." I feel that 
probably we certainly would have had a quorum and could have taken one or two days, and this could 
have been done. Wel l ,  th is government, as certainly is their  right to do, they brought in  a Throne 
Speech, and they brought in  certain b i l ls which represented their priorities. And then we were 
chastized in this House by the M i nister of Publ ic Works, who pretty wel l told us we had no business 
d iscussing any of these bi l ls, because we had to get down to the business of Manitoba. 

I wonder what he thinks the business of Man itoba is. It seems that this is a necessary evi l ,  this 
question of the House, that hat we are supposed to cmform, we are not supposed to do our work as a 
member of the opposition. Many of the membrs of this House wou ld also have preferred, the same as 
the members of the front bench, maybe to get accustomed to our new roles, start slowly and be ready 
for the next session. But we didn't cal l the session and we didn't introduce al l  this legislation,  but sure 
aswe're here, M r. Speaker, certainly it is our responsibi l ity to debate inhhe Throne Speech and other 
areas. 

The members of this side are always talking about the doctrinaire New Democratic Party. These 
people are just as doctrinaire, if not more, than many of the members of the New Democratic Party. 
They are so doctrinaire that I q uestion their si ncerity, when they would do everything possible to see 
that we ULD LOSE AN IMPORTANT I NDUSTRY WITH JOBS£ AND God knows there are enough 
problems with unemployment, as Flyer Coach, because they want to be able to say, them and their 
friends, "Wel l ,  there's an NOP progam that didn't work. Government should stay out of business, they 
can't work." You'd think that they would forget about everyth ing else at this time, they are the 
government. Sometimes you wou ld n't think so, they're sti l l  in the process of fighting a camlagn. This 

is al l  that they seem to worry about, tel l ing us, wel l ,  you should have answered and so on, and they 
don't want to accept their responsibi l ity. 

They talk about comm itments they inherited from us and they pick those, they pick the 
comm itments. I ' l l  tel l  you that one of the strong commitments that we made in this H ouse wu that we 
wou ld immediately bui ld personal care home beds. And I can assure you there was no partisan 
decision in that at a l l .  I don't even remember where these beds were going to be bui lt. But it was a 
commission, an independent commission, the Man itoba H EAL TH Services Commission, that stated , 
"Here, you can't get away, you've got to at least bui ld this." They're not talking about this 
Commission, the M i n ister is saying,  "Wel l ,  I 've got to know." And in the meantime, h isstaff is waiting.  

Now, mind you, I know that they're a l l  supermen, but nevertheless, they had no experience in this 
before, and in a couple of days, he' l l  be able to tel l  us, alone, - because if he asks the Commission, I 
know what they' l l  tel l  h i m  - where they're going to bui ld the beds, what they're going to do. And 
these aj the commitments that they don't want to accept. 

They broug ht other legislation and there is one that I would normal ly vote for, even if I voted alone. 
I t  is the one on Succession Duties. I want to make it qu ite clear that I believe it is a fair tax, it is a good 
tax. But I do bel ieve that if the other people are not going to pay for it in  the oher provinces, and it's a 
degree here of d isagreement with some of my col leagues8 i don't necessari ly feel that we should wait 
ti l l  all Canada has to do away with this tax, in  western Canada it's done away with - I would go along, 
I would say normally. 

These people are talking about free enterprise. J ust back off a minuz and see what has happened 
at this session. Do you feel for a minute that free enterprise wou ld do such as this government is 
doing? They said, we wi l l  ask a task force, and that, Mr. Speaker, is a sham . I t's window d ressing; it's 
noth ing else. These people, and the members of this House, were elected to do a job and they are 
getting somebody else. This is no reflection on these people to say that of course these people are 
going to be faced with a pretty tough decision out there because they have conflict of i nterest. Of 
course they have conflict of interest. People working for an insurance company wi l l  have qu ite a 
decision to make, and they are partisan. What is going to help that Commission and their company 
and so on. That doesn't mean that we're saying these people are dishonest. But you know, if we dare 
say anyth ing about certain g roups in society, especial ly the businessmen - that's beengoing on, not 
only for eight years, for close to 20 years in the numbers I 've been in this House - this is awful .  But 
they can laugh ,  they can ridicu le, l i ke they did this morning, the Deputy M i n ister of Agricu lture -
anymf these people, the workers, the people with overal ls - wel l ,  then you can ridicule them. But if 
they wear a vest and if they're in the high set and so on,  wel l  don't you dare. The Gordie H owe of 
provincial pol itics - remember that. 

M r. Speaker, as I say, I would normally go along with the Estate Tax but when do you say the 
in ister of Health, for instance, said, "We wi l l  defin itely make cuts inthere." And then later on, he' l l  say, 
"wel l ,  if we have to make cuts." But he started his statement, "We wi l l  definitely make cuts." 

Now we have a Commission and the Chairman of the Commission is the most l iberal of al l the 
members. Are they trying to final ly destroy h im to show him who's boss, to show h im who the remier 
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is, and that he's completely fin ished. He's the me who was way more to the left of I when I was sitting 
there and who wanted us to give l unch after school to the people of Manitoba. N ow they're talking 
about the abuse that we made. 

Wel l ,  I ' l l  try to stay with something that I'm a l ittle more fami l iar with - the budget that I had when I 
was min ister responsible for Health and Social Development, which was roughly one-third of the 
total budget. I chal lenge today thsnew members and the old members to point out in  Hansard during 
the last th ree years where a single member of the then-opposition said: "This is a program you 
shou ldn't have." You know, they tel l  us how awfu l  we are with business, with the people that have 
money, and you know,  that automatically if they leave the country it's our fau lt. You know, somebody 
has to start. A few years back, not too long ago, in the free world,  and I 'm not going to talk about the 
other side of the I ran Curtain ,  they were a l l  Consertive governments, every single one of them - in 
Europe, everywhere. 

There was abuse of these people and the people rebel led, and then you got the un ions and so on 
- they were t ired of working for noth ing and th is is what started. You couldn't just leave it to these 
people. And you know, it's a s in if you say: "Wel l ,  fine, but in this province, or in this countr1 this is the 
minimum that we feel our lower-payed people should receive." That's not free enterprise. You are 
ready to abandon for the good of everybody . . .  Sure, maybe it creates more jobs, creates more 
opportun ity, because you' re looking at your own pocket; but are they supposed to tell us that we're 
getting those virtuous people out ofhhere? I t's fair game, I 'm not knocking that. But qat about these 
people? If you just stop and close your eyes for a minqe and just imagine you're waking up tomorrow. 
You havn't got your farm, or your business, you're not an MLA, and you havn't got a job and your fifty 
or you're forty-five. Heh? You're going to l isten to this question of free enterpris, you're going to l isten 
to this "you don't need at least a min imum." I ' m  not tryi ng to say you're dishonest, but I sure as hell 
don't want you to tel l  me I 'm d ishonest because I don't agree with you. And besides, we hear, since 
October the 1 1 th: what has elected this government, you know, their commitment? They have not 
told the truth. Definitely, the big business and the people behind the scene, and maybe my 
Honourable friend for l nkster is a back-room boy of the Conservative government, maybe he knows 
that, but many othj people, you know, were naive enough to take it l iteral ly when they said: "We wil l  
not cut a single one of your programs and social programs." And this was said in  the H ouse last year, 
and during the next session I wi l l  point out to you, and I defy you - I  challenge you - to show me one 
program that you said . . .  and don't say M i ncome because, and bn't come back - I want to serve 
notice that I won't accept the membrs of M i ncome who were strictly on contract, and it has been 
announced they were going to leave as a saving to the government. 

You know, we didn't h i re all the people that we had, we h i rd a maximum of n inety per cent, and I 've 
never heard and I cou ld look at a l l  the programs . . .  What did we hear the Leader of the Opposition 
who is now Premier of this province got up on his seat and he said: "You havn't got a monopoly on 
virtue, you damn Social ists." He said: "We don't beluve in socialism but we bel ieve in social reform." 
And n inety per cent of your programs are social reforms that we brought in. They didn't say: "We're 
going to bui ld as many hospitals or personal care beds, as this government said." They said: "We wil l  
bui ld more - that's in  the prog rams." And when the then F i rst M i nister warnedh he people that this 
couldn't be, it couldn't be, you cannot cut taxes, You might say that you have paper c l ips and you get 
an editorial from the Free Press, but then what? Then what? Are you going to save that kind of 
money? You've got to cut down on services. And this is where I disagree with the Member for l nkster, 
because they said they wld not cut down on services. They said they would bui ld more personal care 
homes; they hought they would do more on home care. And, al l  of a sudden today, we hear 
someth ing new. 

You know, we're talking about uti l ization fee or deterrent, as if wel l ,  the people . . .  this is a 
possibi l ity. That's been a possibi l ity from Day One. This is something that we've looked about and 
this is one thing that I said , "Wel l ,  the Conservative government . . .  " 

I 'm ready to have that good honest fight, to have a government, the people of ideolog ists Ike my 
honourable friend was saying: "Wel l common sense is that people don't want d iscrim ination, /." 
That's not true, we m ust have maybe a l ittle bp of discrimination because that's what the people of 
th is country want. It's to keep the people here at al l  costs, starve ten per cent, that's fine. He can be 
just as sincere - he feels that on the long run ,  this is what you m ust do. And he can be honest, and 
there's no reason why I could uy that he should have any u lterior motives. But, on the other hand, 
there's no reason why hsshould say that I have if I don't agree with h im. 

And I defy the members of this House - they think that they got in  and everyth ing is fine. Well ,  
they opened that fi rst envelope . . .  and that's good, because you need a l ittle time to  get used to  it, to 
get your feet wet; and that' l l  g ive you the chance, when they're busy looking at what this past 
government did. But it's not going to lastforever. It's not going to last forever. And I want to know, did 
you or did you not say that you were going to have more personal care beds? Did you or did you not 
say that you would do at least as much onfay care, home care, and all these other services? And my 
honourable frund, the M in ister of Health, is saying that he's going to do more in the areas, in certain 
areas of prentive medicine and that is going to save money. It's not going to save money, but I 'm al l  for 
it, because I think that's the name of the game, to help our people. 

And, furthermore, the then critic of health for the Consevative party - we were questioned - I 
think there were differentvrou ps - one day it was nurses, and he said: "We don't knowunyth ing 
about these things. You wil l  decide. We wil l  raise the money, and you wil l  decide. We wil l  ask the 
doctors, the dentists, the nurses, the LPNs, we wil l ask them that." - ( l nt) - Well the Min ister of 
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Health said the same thing in another area in sports with the sports federation, he said: "We wi l l  raise 
the m neyand we wi l l  g ive it to you." And I am saying that it you think I 'm going to bsscared because 
somebody is going to say: "Oh, don't you dare say anything abt a member on that task force." That is 
a sham that task force. nd I wou ld l i ke to know exactly - not what publ icly has been said - what that 
minister has been saying. How can you come in this House and say: "Everything is frozen." E ven the 
things that we commtted, some of our committments - no bui ld ing of personal care homes.but did 

you freeze the other side? Wou ld you see free enterprise? Anybody in h is right mind say: "We're 
going to lower revenue." That's not frozen. You're lowering revenue before f inding out what the 
programs wi l l  cost, and you're going to say: "Wel l ,  it's not our fault. An independent task force 
decided. We would l ike to bui ld personal care but we have no more money. We have no more money." 

And what are you doing? Cutti ng down some taxes. I said that normally I would vote with you ,  and 
certain ly on one of them at this time, but again, I want to repeat that I thik it's a fair tax,und I think the 
federal government should be j is ing it and then distribute it back to the provinces and then xu would 
only have the richvet richer and the poor get poorer or you do without. You can go ahead in Alberta, 
they can go ahead and turn it back to you. But we can't compete with that, what's ty use of being a 
country if that's the case? 

Now, M r. Speaker, we were told that n inety percent of these programs were brought in by this 
government, and I want to know, and I say you have misrepresentedho the publ ic. My honourable 
friend said they helped this old lady across the stret street - she didn't want to go. Are you taking her 
where she wants to go? D id youhell her during the election that she wi l l  not have a bed? And my 
mnourable friend, al l  of a sudden, is saying this morn ing, not in  thsHouse - and I'm referring to the 
Minister of Health n - "Wel l ,  you've got to take care of your people, you know, the fami ly." I said that 
when I was sitting on that side of the House but that doesn't mean that I g ive up. We have to g along, 
you can't just change society so much. I 've received more phone cal ls than when I was the Min ister of 
Health this last week or so: We're being pushed around; we don't know. his government told us that 
noth ing would be changed ."  You know, if during this session, the last session, we would have been 
told that's a good program but we haven't got the money. My honourable friend said that today: 
"You've got to draw the l i ne." I agree with that. And if you looked at the speech that I made in Quebec 
City last year, before the election, to the Canadian Hospital Association you would see. I repeated the 
same thinvin this House. Did I get any help? Did anybody come back and say, "Ys, he's right. You 
know, there's Osborne House and these pevle are putting pressure, but there's a l im it." Oh no. I was 
chastised and I was asked a l l  kinds of q uestions. You know what I 'm told? "Wel l  that's fair game; we 
were in opposition." Wel l ,  I ' l l  make a commitment to this House, M r. Speaker, that I wi l l  speak the 
same way from this side of the House as I did on the other side. I think that it you' re going to be honest 
and wgk for the people of Man itoba, this is what you should do. 

My honourable friend taed about all the i ncrease of taxes and al l  the change during the last eight 
years. What increase of taxes? There has been a red istribution of taxes that I happen to agree with 
and you don't. I t  doesn't mean you're a damn fool or s i l ly l i ke your leader would say. That's the way 
you look at it and I look at it a l ittle d ifferently. I feel that no taxes are good but I do bel ieve that abi l ity 
to pay is the best tax. And I ' l l  pay my tax even if I havemne or two days holidays left, I ' l l  pay my tax. I 'm 
not going to  starve. I 'd  much sooner have those k ind of taxes than i t  we are going to  go back to the 
system where we had premiums on medicare and premiums that everybody paid, thesame people. 
You know, you had people that had no revenue, that had thee pension, just their meagre pension. 
They were paying exactly the same thing as the mi l l ionaire. I have said in  the past hat I would l ike to 
see and study a kind of a uti l ization fee, but what are we going to get? We're cal l ing it a deterrent fee 
immediately. And you know what the danger of this wi l l  be? The samsdeterrent wi l l  be there for a 
m i l l ionaire or that pensioner again .  Wi l l  itbe a deteenhtor the mi l l ionaire? Wi l l  a dol lar or two dol lars a 
visit, wi l l  that actus a deterrent for the members of this House? You know, you start uprogram and 
they say, "Well we don't abuse it." Of course, there's certun abuse in certain areas and there's abuse 
in the high bracket, the people in the cocktai l circuit, there's abuses there. They beat the i ncome tax 
as much as they can, sometimes tor mi l l ions of dol lars. But boy, if you see a lady going out and 
buying chocolate putts for her kids when she's on welfare, Holy God,  you know, what an abuse, what 
an abuse. I say that that commission - and I am not afraid ,  it cou ld be construed the way you wan. I 
am not knocking anybody on that commission or any class in society i say of course there's a confl ict 
of interest if you had the G reat West Life and the G reat West Life was not elected , the G reat est Life 
are not the ones who are supposed to decide. What are they goinvto do? You know ahead, you know 
what you're going to do because xu made it clear, you've closed every door, you've reduced the taxes. 
You've got to cut down on services and you wi l l  and if you feel that this is right, then wel l  at least be 
honestubout it and you weren't. You didn't win this one only on merit or because the people were 
afraid of this government. It was many things and some of the people were naive enough to think that 
their taxes would go down because there was all kinds of abuse under the New Dxocratic Party but 
that no services would be dropped. I don't know so much about agriculture and what you said about 
that. I didn't pay too much attention. I had enough trying to run my own department. But show me 
somewhere where you said you were going tmstop home care. You took advantage of a very unfai r 
program on Twenty-tou r Hours to call the residence, and you stated that instead of doing our work 
and saying that there were enough staff - I chal lenge you, are you going to g ive them thur 20 0 staff 
that your friend Robertson wants? Are you going to give h im that extra 20 0 staff at Portage? You can't 
even assure us that you wi l l  keep the staff that's there now. Wetid say we were ready. We were 
lectured, you know, that we areqere i rresponsible, we want to spendmoney. Th�t !s not true. Maybe
this is why it's good that there's a change of govecment somewhere. Maybe this 1s why I'm on sate 
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ground when I say that I st i l l  believe. I know some of my col leagues d idn't l i ke that. thahl sti l l  believe 
in what I call l iberal ism and middle-of-the road at times, not ideologies necessari ly to the left or the 
right. 

Wel l ,  al l  right, I 've had no trouble in  the years that I 've been in that Cabinet, certain ly not more than 
any ordinary person 

wou ld have had. I d idn't agree with everything; nobody d id .  I wasn't the only one because I saw 
that these people were responsib le. There's a lot of things that we tried to do that we cou ldn't do. For 
instance, I wanted to d ism iss certain people on my staff; I couldn't because of un ion regulations I 
guess. Now I 'm saying that's fine. A l l  right. You know, we don't have to be honest or d ishonest, we can 
have the two g roups of people or three who are ind ividuals, that bel ieve in certai n  priorities. During 
the election, you didn't show any priorities at al l .  You mentioned the th ings that you were going to do. 
You were going to cut down the taxes on heat and some sales tax. You were not going to i ncrease the 
sales tax; you were not going to institute any premiums or util ization fees. You wejn't going to do that. 
You were going to bui ld more beds; you were going to do at least as m uch but admin istecit better 
under the day care and the home care. The Minister said that the dental program is one of the best 
programs that he had. You told ushhat we didn't have enough community residences, that we should 
close this place maybe in Portage. The Min ister didn't ralize that the average age was no longer 1 4  
years old t 34 and that i t  cost a heck of a lot more money. 

A nd we didn't get any help, certainly no editorial from the Free Press sayi ng, "Here, this is a stand. 
They should do tqt." I t  was always if we said no, if we took a hard stand because we didn'thave that 
much money. What was it? It was confrontation.  It was cofrontation that we had. You know, I had a 
minister that didn't want to talkto the Sports Federation or the Medical Association or anybody 
elsexecause they wanted this confrontation. I was remi nded that I had a responsibi l ity and my leader 
at the time told me me, "When you got this job," he said, "Don't th ink you're going to be popular, 
you're going to be a son of a bitch ,"  and I learned that he was right because I was called that many 
times. Bt we were trying to be jsponsible. Ail of a sudden, you know, the Free Press in an editorial, 
they're so afraid you're going to make a mistake, they're getting you all set ahead of time. It  must be 
annoying. They are saying: II right, if this commission that you name, don't agree with them, replace 
them. No confrontation - replace them - and the minister told us, "They agreed to do what ltold 
them to do." No confrontation. Everything is fine. Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I say that we can have it either 
way. They want to be partisan in every way and if this l ittle dictator in the centre can get up and telpus 
on every q uestion that we're stupid, and so on, we' l l  play that game. It's a hel l of a lot easier, M r. 
Speaker, on this side of thehouse to play that game. I hope that we're going to be as responsible as we 
were when we were on the other side. 

I would l i ke, if it's ideology, I would l i ke to see the people say - and this is what I suggested they 
should do last year and they didn't accept it, they said no - they bring in the uti l ization fee. That 
would be conservative. Not uti l ization, that's not qu ite as bad, but a deterrent to gethhe people notto 
use ay of these programs, cut these programs immekately while you're having somebody to see. Is 
thej a genius in  there that knows how many extra people that they had? Do they know that? And who 
is going to decide? I thought we were elected for that. 

Who's the co-chairman, a ry respectable gentleman, but I don't wish to knock it, confl ict of 
interest. Of course he has; of course he has. If not, why don'tqe have maybe somebody representing 
the retired people of Man itoba. Maybe they'd even work for nothing. You know, it's a great thing that 
these people are a dol lara-year men. hese people are not a dol lar-a-year men; they're getting paid. 
They're getting paid by certain people who have vested interest and it makes a hell of a lot of 
difference if you are going to cut down 2 percent on income tax or3 percent or4 points to a company 
l ike G reat West Life. Don't tel l  me thahit doesn't mean anyth ing at a l l ;  don't tel l  me that. Does that 
mean that I am trying to ridicule anybody. I 'm k l l ing it the way it is and you know it. 

Don't tel l  me you're going to decide pretty soon ,  if, in this Autopac, if you' re ready to leave it - I 
know your incl incation is if it's working wel l ,  leave i t- but there wu a commitment made and the Free 
Press wants you to l ive up to it. You might make that mistake x open ing it to compan ies and you'l l see, 
because, how can you have it when somebody is going to cream it and the government wi l l  be left 
with the other cases. But anyway, you were du ly elected , that's sure. But don'thell me that there's no 
conflict of interest. Don't tel l  me at al .  When I had the Commission when I was the M i nister, I defy you 
to look at the Commission to see if I tried to hand pick supporters of tps government. I don't think a 
single one of those people were dismisse1 Why can't you do the same thing? 

You know the uproar ttat we had a whi le ago by the Min ister of Finance, who talked about Rex 
G rose as the Gordie H owe of the Man itoba C ivi l  Service, and we know what happened . We were 
cqstised, not for fi ring h im,  for letting h im go. This gvernment was not in government yet, but these 
people were smoned and they were told that they were fired. I bel ieve that it is on lycight when certain 
people, certain Deputy Ministers - and I don't know how they do it- some Deputy Min isters can be 
evil servants all the way, and they could be as honest - I had some working for x and I know they're 
going to be just as loyal to the next Min ister and they' l l  be very valuable people. Others can't and 
others don't want to. I had a former Deputy Min ister in Health, who, if I had ben a Conservative I 
wou ldn't have kept around too long. That's understanjble. But if we do anything l ike that - why are 
you insultinvcertain people, because of course, people with money and certain people have a 
tendency to favour  the Conservatives, are smart, they should be respected, they dress better, they 
follow the cocktai l  c ircuit and they know better. That's different. 

This is what we're trying to say now. Our  system, if you let it work . . .  I also believe in democracy 
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but I was rudely awakened when I realized that democracy was a great thing when the good guys 
were in power about eight years ago . . .  he government, with their help, and I can tel l  you some of 
the people that cax al l the way from England, to say, "You've got to save the people against 
themselves, they're stupid, they don't know what they're doing. Protect the people against 
themselves. They're going to vote Social ist. Tyy're going to have a socialist government." That's 
democracy. on't get me started. I 'm not going to get started on the freedom of the press because 
that's another thing that hurts- when you see thekind of -( I nterjection) 

The Member for Morris said a whi le ago, that we don't understand that people are interested 
enough that they can do some work. I had to smile when I heard that because that's exactly what 
they've been saying, anybody on this side wm helped this side there's a motive. And if a guy's ever 
been in business befor even though he might not be rich, but if he has a fair salary, he doesn't have to 
worry that he's not going to starve. But he's a traitor, I 'm a traitor, I 'm a J udas because I left the Liberal 
Party, because I do bel ieve in some of the ideas, some of the things, and I thought that my form of 
Liberalism was better served under this government and with this group of people as colleagues, and 
I haven't been disappointed. But you know, even some of my friends look at me and say, "Wel l ,  you're 
nuts. What the hell do you worry about these peop le for? You should try to fix it so you pay less tax i n  
business, and s o  o n .  That's the main thing. Take care o f  yourself. Why worry about these guys?" And 
then you become a J udas, you' re either . . .  sometimespractically a Communist. I used to be on the 
other side, I remember cal l i ngmy friend a Communist when I was with the Liberal Party. 

I can tel l  you that mypol icies haven't changed. I think I 've been very consistent in this H ouse for 
the last 1 8, 1 9  years, I don't know exactly. Different names in parties haven't d isturbed me . that much. 
I remember - this is not a l l  news as I said a few days ago, M r. Speaker, this was the same situation. 
They were complaining about m ismanagement and so on, wel l ,  Walter Weir was doing that. And he 
was going to sue the federal government on the constitution and now they're talking pretty well about 
the same thing. They were going to cut do and the people were told that they cou ld n't bel ieve in this 
social ism, we were going too far. I 'm not saying for a minute that that is not a danger, because where 
do you stop? The more programs that you have the more people want. If they have nothing they're 
satisfied with crumbs. But when they have more - and that's a temptation - that's d ifficult and it 
might be that it's a good th ing that we had a change of government, but Sir ,  as I said before, they 
should be a l ittle more humble and not call everybody on this side of the House " i d iots" for stupid 
questions. And nohth ink that we should not cal l a spade a spade or say what we think, and think that 
we should not. We were told,  very seriously, "Doyou dare?" I s  this going to be something that you're 
going to run down the people that want to work for this province for nothing? They're nohworking for 
nothing to start with. And it's not runn ing them down. But to say that there's no conflict of interest, 
that is idiotic, M r. Speaker. That certain ly is wrong. 

Now, if there was a comm ittee the members of this H ouse havenoth ing to do with it. It is the 
members from the outside. What qual ification, if they want toxring in some leg islation and programs 
and they're talking about Finance, I can see that. B ut why get some of these people on the outside, I 
don't know of many doctors, or I don't know of many Di rectors of Hospitals or the Chairman of the 
Advisory Committee or the Review Committee on Welfare that was invited, and say,qell what is this 
all about? What great asset has the Vice-President of G reat-West Life got to do with the programs on 
welfare? He doesn't know what it's al l  about. It's not runn ing him down, that's a fact. 

I was told that there's been somechanges now, but I th ink one of the Secretaries or Executive 
Assiswnt, one of the guys working up north who was going to work for noth ing.  I don't know if that's 
been changed, but what kind of a country have we got if we're going to have a war to see what party 
can have people working for nothing. We've lost that battle because our priorities haven't been to 
take care of these people as much. 

So M r. Speaker, I say very clearly, that this Commission is a farce. I t  isa farce if  they would have 
said , all right, this is it and we're going to leave it alone. We're not lowering any taxes, here's no doubt 
that it goes against our principles, this is what we want, we don't want taxes in this field, but they also 
said , we wnt more personal care homes. But they froze that. I would say that that Commission, that 
Task Force has got three strikes against it. A l ready they've made all kinds of noise. There is  no way 
dp you think that I 'm going to be naive enoughor surprised enough to say, wel l the comm ission is 
going to come in at say, you know, there hasn't been that much. You're not going to save that much. 
Do you think that's going to go? You know, I ' l l  bet you a mi l l ion dol lars to a doughnut that that's not 
going to happen; I 'm su re it's not going to happen; it's impossible that it' l l  happen. You know what's 
going to happen though, some of these programs wi l l  gmdown. As I say, if the people would have 
been told, a l l  right. N ow I know why there was no Liberal Party, the L iberal Party received no votes. 
We are talking about ideoloves on the two extremes apparently. Talk about one that said, fine, we' l l  
help b ig  business and so on ,  but we' l l  sti l l  g ive you a l l  these things. -( l nterjection)-1 beg your 
pardon? 

A MEMBER: . . .  tel l  people we were going to cut off their pensions. 

MR. DESJARDINS: You're a lia sir, if you said I said that. You are a l iar, sir. You withdraw that then, 
and I ' l l  withdraw the name. You said that I said that. You pointed at me.Then don't say that I said that. 
A l l  right. Wel l I never yard it. -( I nterjection)- Maybe you should name somebody that said we 
wou ld drop pensions. -(I nterjection)- Who said that we would withdraw pensions? -
(I nterjection)- No, not col leagues. You're the one that made this accusation.  Oh .  Wel l al l  right. Well 
if I f inish my speech - but don't get somebody to come and say that we're going to take their pension. 
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W hat we did say ... 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable me mber has another two minutes but I would 
suggest only one speaker in the House at a ti me. 

MR
_
. DESJAR�INS: That has never bothered me in the past, Mr. Speaker. I realize that you're not 

too interested in what bothers me, you want to keep decoru m in th is House. It doesn't bother me at all, 
but wheneve � anybody wan �s to �a �e an a �cusation they better be ab le to st ick by the m and to prove 
what they sa id. What the F irst M in ister sa id, "Yes, the taxes will be cut down. Deknitely. But you 
won'thave the progra ms." And this is what I u id, and nd it was supposed to be sour grapes when I said 

�hat �here was no way that you could cut down on taxes and that you were going to just keep on and 
1ust increase the progra ms, and that is not possible. That is what you wanted the people of Manitoba 

to belie ve. I know that certain people l ike the Me mber for lnkster and so me of the people in the back 
roo m, the Party knew.but they didn't take that seriously, but that poor little old lady -that the boy 
sc �ut helped -that didn't want to go across, she was na ive, she d idn't want to go across because she 
bel le:ved that they would have the sa me progra ms. Af this is what we said, that was supposed to be 
s ea .r ing the hel .1 ou �.of th � old people. We i.I, they'r.e sc �red �ow, the phone calls that I have, people 
cr ying and sa ying, '{'/hat s go 1�g o.n ,?" T � 1s morn ing, listen ing to the M in ister, I don't know what he
sa id, but they re afra id. And I th ink 1t s go ing to be more . So maybe, in a way, there'll be this balance 
an� maybe you'll be back on th is s ide and there'l l be another group s itt ing on the other side. It 's not 
go ing to be an easy matter. 

What I' m say ing is, take your job ser ious ly and start now. Start now. And don't chastise us for 
doing our work in opposition. Try to live to your pro mises, at least to most of your pro mises during 
the election. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Me mber for Springfield. 

MR. BOB ANDERSON: Mr. Speaker, first, by way of tradit ion and by way of conviction, I offer my 
congratulations to you on your e lect ion to your high office. Granted, there were so me fresh reports of 
so me misgiv ings fro m certain people as to your i mpartiality, but the manner in which you've 
conducted business in this House, with both good judg ment and good hu mour, indicates to me that 
your tenure in office will be long and happy. I wou ld like, at this ti me, to express my thanks to the 
voters in Springfield for their confidence in me. I'd also, at this ti me ,  like to pay so me tribute to my 
predecessor, Rene Toupin, for the eight years he spent serving the people of Springfield. I wish hi m 
well in any future endeavours he may have. 

It is a lso custo mary, on one's first speech in the House to, sha l l  we say, take a journey around 
one's constituency. Springfield is perhaps one of the more unusual ly shaped r idings in the province, 
where it borders al most the entire east s ide of the City of Winnipeg and runs right to the Ontario 
boundary. On the extre me northeast cornei of the City of Winnipeg is the Rural Municipality of East 
St. Paul, which is, to the casual travel ler on Henderson Highway, indistinguishable fro m North 

K i ldonan, and as a matter of fact, the R M  of East St. Paul is the ho me of the Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition who chooses to live in the quiet confines of a more rural r iding, as co mpared to the hustle 

and bustle in the one that he represents. 
The Rural Municipality of Springfield is to the south and east of the R M  of East St. Paul . That 

municipal ity takes in a nu mber of s mall towns, Duga ld, Oak Bank, Ano la, Hazel ridge areas. This area 
has traditionally been noted for a sound agr icultural base. In recent years, however, this area, 
because of its proxi mity to greater Winnipeg, has been an area of substantial develop ment by people 
who choose not topive in the urban area, but prefer to live and to raise their children in a rural 
at mosphere and st ill be w ithin easy dr iving distance of the large urban centre. The constituency also 
co mprises the Rural Mun icipa lity of R ichot, which is directly south of the City of Winnipe g, ta king in a 
nu mber of towns on either side of the Red River, St. Agathe, Glenlea, lle des Chenes, St. Adolphe. 

And R ichot, along w ith the Rural Municipal ity of Tache, is ho me of a su bstantial nu mber of people of 
French extract ion or French background, and Spr ingfield I a m  sure has the largest concentration of 
peop le of French background of any constituency in the province, with the exception of St. Boniface. 

As we proceed further east, we take in also the entire municipality of Wh ite mouth , which has a 
significant dairy industry and supplies a substant ia l  a mount of the mi lk that is used in the City of 
Winnipeg. Our rid ing extends to the Ontario boundary. That area co mprises the Whiteshell 

Provincial Park where touris m is a sign ificant enterprise. 
As well as be ing an unusual ly shaped rid ing, Mr. Speaker, our rid ing perhaps has as great an 

ethnic mix as any riding w ithin the prov ince. Besides having the usual make-up of people of Britisb 
background and the large nu mber of French peop le t hat I ind icated earlier, we have a large nu mber of 

Ger man people, people of Mennonite background, Czechoslovak ian, Dutch, and so on, as well as 
four Hutterite colonies. With an area of th is size and shape, it should be apparent that we do have 
so me proble ms. One that perhaps co mes to mind most perhaps frequently because of the diverse 
area that it is, is transportation and one of the proble ms that I look forward to dealing with is the 
situation of the secondary provinc ial roads with in the riding. Over the last nu mber of years their 
condition has deteriorated and it will be the responsib il ity of this govern ment and my responsibility 
as the representative to deal with that situation. The proble ms in agriculture will require a lot of 
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attention over the next number of years. I look forward to working with the M in ister of Agriculture to 
make it possible for the i nitiative and the ingenuity of farmers a l l  over our province to g row and 
prosper, and contribute to the future g rowth of all our people with in  the province. As wel l ,  because 
the east end of my rid ing is comprised of a tourist area, developments in that industry wi l l  also require 
a great deal of our attention and because the Whiteshel l Park is one of the few large parks within 
relatively easy driving d istance of the city of Winnipeg , there is virtual ly un l im ited scope for future 
development in that area. Because so m uch of my rid i ng bounds the city of Winnipeg, it has a 
problem that is perhaps unusual to a lot of rural ridings, in that there is substantial pressure of u rban 
development on the rural area. As a matter of interest, M r. Speaker, from 1973 to 1977 there was an 
increase of more than 3,000 voters within the rid ing, which is q uite unusual for a rural rid ing. With that 
brief outlook of my constituency, I lookforward to the next four years. The people of Springfield, 
'chose me as their representative by a marg in in thei r wisdom, of more than 1 ,800 votes, which is very 
gratifying, but it is also a g reat responsibi l ity. With your help, M r. Speaker, I i ntend to l ive up to that 
responsib i l ity. Thank you. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Wel l ington. 

MR. CORRIN: Thank you, M r. Speaker. Mr.  Speaker, I have, of course, al ready had one opportun ity 
to reply to the Speech from the Throne and the motion related thereto, and I wi l l  not be unduly 
lengthy in my remarks and observation today. It  is my intention to l im it my remarks specifically to the 
impl ications of the decision of Pacific World Air l ines to move into the area of air transport formerly 
occupied by Transair, a company I think tha was operating a head office out of our province. 

You wi l l  recal l, M r. Speaker, that I addressed several questions to honourable members opposite, 
relative to this matter, in this morning's brief session and at that time I was advised that it was the 
i ntention of the government to file an intervention with the Canadian Transport Commission. I was 
advised, when I queried as to the rational for that decision, that it was a man ifestation of concern, 
primarily I th ink in the field of employment and the q ual ity of service. I think, although the references 
were vague, and I don't mean to m isconstrue the replies received, because I th ink they were g iven 
honestly, and the question period perhaps prohibits extensive, expansive replies to the question. But 
basically, I th ink there was concern that employment mig ht be with-drawn from the province as a 
resu lt of the takeover and there was also some reference made to the qual ity of service, as I said ,  and 
there was a concern that, I suppose, that the q ual ity m ight possibly be 

I prejud icial ly affected by the conversion of assets to PWA. share these concerns, M r. Speaker, I 
th ink they are well-founded. I th ink that members on both sides of the House are justifiably 
concerned that PWA may not maintain the service to the same standard as we would l ike to enjoy. I 
won't say to the same standard that Transair maintained it, because I think that for years, as we al l  
know, there has been extensive debate as to the adequacy of that particular service, particu larly in  
remote northern points. But nevertheless, M r. Speaker, I m ig ht say, in  saying that I share these 
concerns, that I share other concerns as wel l ,  and M r. Speaker, that is why I was so concerned about 
what motivated the decision to intervene. 

What primari ly motivated me to be so i nterested in this matter, I should also mention, was an 
article I read in a local newspaper, sometime ago and it was an interview with, purporting to be with 
M r. Lougheed, the F i rst M in ister of Alberta, and a gentleman by the name of M r. R. Eaton, who I 
bel ieve is the chief general officer in charge of the new ai rl ine. M r. Lougheed , of course is not, and I 
say this I suppose somewhat facetiously with intent, he is not a doctri naire social ist, but he is 
obviously also not a doctrinaire Conservative. Mr.  Lougheed, I think with fai rness and equanimity 
can be described, and I think fairly so, as perhaps being a bit of a blue social ist. I would l i ke to think, 
and I say that in  a spi rit, I suppose, of fun that that position suggests to me one of compromise and 
rational ity. M r. Lougheed in replying to q uestions put to h im by the reporter gave the reason for the 
acqu isition of Pacific World Air l ines, and it recommended itself to me frankly. I th ink that it entailed a 
good deal of responsibi l ityho the publ ic he represents. M r. Lougheed ind icated that this matter had 
fi rst come to their attention when they had heard that there was a good possib i l ity that the then 
British Columbia oriented firm was about to become merged by a British Columbia syndicate. 
Apparently they were planning to amalgamate the PWA with their operation along the northwest 
coast of the continent and frankly his main concern, as suggested in the article, was that this would 
effect a loss of competitiveness. I t  would somehow deflect from the competitive position of the 
Alberta people in competing for industry in that province. There was a g reat deal of concern that if the 
private investment were retained by the private British Columbian trust, that they wou ld plan their 
future policies with a view towards the expansion of the British Columbia northwest as opposed to 
orienting their concern to northern Alberta. So, he indicated that it was a government decision to 
intercede and in effect compete in the private market place in order to make an effort, and obviously 
asuccessful effort, to retain the asset known as Pacific World Air l ines. 

Wel l ,  this M r. Speaker, concerns me in its impl ications. Having successfu l ly done that of course, 
history tel ls  us it was decided also by the Alberta government that they should expand their airport 
and it was announced I think last year, or sometime early in this year that they would be making an 
attempt and effort to take over themperation of Transair when that company announced that it no 
longer considered further operation being viable in  its sphere. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have an 
appl ication to do just that, before the Canadian Transport Commission. My concern emanating from 
this, M r. Speaker, is that this, as I suggested earl ier d ramatic in my remarks, is going to have 
ramifications to the people of Man itoba. I cannot for the l ife of me see the possib i l ity of M r. Lougheed 
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having by necessity the responsibi l ity to maintain the publ ic interest of citizens that l ive within the 
borders of our province, and most certainly, although I am not going to question h is motives, I am 
wi l l ing to suggest at th is time that it is q u ite possible that there may come a time when the interests of 
Alberta and the interests of Man itoba are not consistent with one another. There may come a time 
when there is a conflict, essential ly of interest as between those two provinces and thei r 
representatives, and the people of those two provinces. We have had recent examples of that, M r. 
Speaker. I think one need only address the recent problems associated with the sale of oil '  and one, I 
think, can read i ly appreciate and understand the consequences of these sorts of d isputes because I 
th ink as the facts have demonstrated , provinces although they may be wel l motivated one as to the 
other, do not necessarily have one goal. I would suggest that the protection of the public interest is 
most certainly M r. Lougheed's government's goal, and that would be the : interest of tis people, the 
people of A lberta. 

I found, as a matter of fact, the remark of the Honourable M i n ister of F inance this morn ing of some 
interest in  this regard. He suggested that any publ ic representative wou ld have to acknowledge that 
the prime responsibi l ity of any elected representative was the protection of publ ic funds. He said that 
was the paramount concern of anyone elected to publ ic office in this province, and I would suggest 
that that is not correct. I would suggest rather that the protection of the publ ic interest is the prime 
concern and I am suggesting,  Sir, that the publ ic interest is not necessari ly served if we acquiesce 
and al low PWA to take over the interests of Transair. I am suggesting,  S ir, that in the future, and I 
suppose I could also suggest scenarios i n  the future, there wi l l  come atime when the establ ishment of 
this service as appl ied for by PWA and the Alberta government may represent a man ifest injustice to 
our people. 

I wou ld suggest that the retention of this service may in fact be used as a lever, it may be used as a 
lever at future conferences, conferences of the F i rst Min isters of the various provinces. I would 
suggest that to merely acqu iesce and concern ourselves with the detai l ,  whether or not there wi l l  be 
an assurance as to employment, or whether or not the qual ity of the service wi l l  be maintained. It is 
naive, that's essential naivety. S i r, I suggest that the real concern is what effect wi l l  this decision have 
on the future, and I wou ld suggest, S i r, that the possibi l ities are staggering. I am going to suggest and 
I think again in a l l  fairness, that it is possible that the government, the Alberta government, may use 
this lever in an inequ itous fashion, it not an overt fash ion, perhaps tacitly in order to try and place 
itself in an enhanced and more competitive place vis-a-vis M an itoba, in terms of economic 
preferences, in  terms of tariff and so on, and I would suggest that we are going to be very hard 
pressed, perhaps not at the bargaining table, but in  the backrooms. We are going to be very hard 
pressed to take a very determined and principled position with this government, it, in  tact they have 
got us in  a sense in thei r back pocket, and that is what we are al lowing them to accompl ish. M r. 
Speaker, I would suggest that we are laying open the way to future problems and I suggestthis' not as 
a criticism, I don't want to put this before this House as a criticism of the present government, 
because that would be unfair, and of course it is not paternal advice, I suppose qu ite obviously as a 
new member of this H ouse, I am i n  no position to give anyone paternal advice, but I th ink as a member 
concerned with the interests of our fellow citizens I have a responsibi l ity, a responsibi l ity to brooch 
this subject and to have it thoroughly ai red on the floor, and I take this opportun ity during the reply to 
the Throne Speech to do that because it seems to present itself as the only opportunity that I wi l l  be 
availed of to bring this to the attention of other members. 

So I would suggest in conclusion, and I said I wanted to be as brief as possible, in conclusion I 
would suggest that we g ive very serious consideration prior to acquiescing before the Canadian 
Transport Commission, g ive very serious consideration to probing the e ramifications of this 
decision with the government of Alberta. I th ink we should g ive very serious consideration to 
approaching M r. Lougheed and his respective ministers, and very serious consideration to asking for 
some sort of assurances and not verbal assurances because those types of assurances wil l  not be of 
any value after the Loughheed admin istration passes, although I m ust confess that it's not l ikely that 
adm inistration wi l l  ever pass. But I would suggest that it is necessary to get firm written 
commitments, commitments of the government of Alberta. I would suggest that it would not be 
untoward and I th ink it would be reasonable to suggest to our friends in Alberta that consideration be 
given to g iving M an itoba a special interest in  the future operation of Pacific World Air l ines as it relates 
with in the context of n itoba. Because, after a l l ,  we purport to represent, and we do represent the 
people of this province and we cannot abrogate that responsibi l ity. It  would be i rresponsib le for us to 
suggest that M r. Lougheed and his cabinet members should be able to make decisions , that wi l l  
affect transport ion n northern and rural Man itoba and that may wel l  have economic impl ications that 

are at present not in sight, but oay wel l  crop up in the future. I would suggest that it is not satisfactory 
to merely al low him to come in and establ ish himself. He has been prudent, he is protecting the public 
interest of his people. He is establ ishing an entity, and I wou ld suggest that it is another thing that I 
must say I find somewhat repugnant, he is establ ishing an entity that wi l l  essentially be in 
competition with Her Majesty's official air carrier, Air  Canada. He has suggested repeatedly that his 
only interest is to give this service to the people of Alberta and to the people in  the general prairie 
reg ion, but it has expanded. I know for a fact and from read ing the newspapers and hearing 
comments that are made by the private sector that they are concerned as wel l that that is not his 
intention. 

His intention is to expand that service throughout Canada and he has the capacity. We're talking 
about a r:iovernment that admitted investing more than $700 mi l l ion- I cou ldn't bel ieve it when I read 
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the figure but it was from his very mouth - investing $700 mi l l ion in three separate enterprises last 
year. That was Syncrude, the Alberta Energy Company, and Pacific World Air l ines. We're talking 
about a government that has recently been able to retain a heritage fund, a trust fund, in  the order of 
- it astonishes me, it's a figure I can't even comprehend, it's not relative to anything I can understand 
- $8 bi l l ion, that's in trust, earn ing i nterest for the people of h is province. 

So I would suggest we have good reason to be concerned because as he's often described, this 
blue-eyed Arab, I 've described h im perhaps as being a blue social ist, may have other aspirations and 
ambitions and the leverage, the leverage inherent in this vital transportation network is fantastic. As 
far as I can see, it's one of the most upsetting features and I suppose I p lace it on an equal level with 
the un ity crisis, the leverage that is being exerted there from the east is goi ng to be offset by the 
leverage from the west. The i rony of the situation is that on the one hand we have a - I don't know if I 
should call h im a gentleman but he is a F i rstmin ister - we have a gentleman saying that h is province 
hasn't got a fai r share and on the other hand, we have somebody who wants more than his fair share. 

I find it also exceedi ngly i nteresting, I th ink it was naive for my honourable friend, the M i nister of 
I ndustry and Commerce, to suggest that he wasn't concerned about this and he said that it was l ike 
Air Canada. He suggested that l i ke Air  Canada, PWA would serve the publ ic interest. It was another 
Crown corporation. He suggested that he couldn't d istinguish between the two. I suggest there's a 
very g reat d isti nction, a very great d ifference between PWA and Air  Canada. We do have a vested 
interest in Air  Canada. The people of this province do elect representatives who review the affai rs, 
assess and evaluate the affairs of Air  Canada's board. 

A M EM BER: And the City of Toronto elects more than all prairie provinces put together and . . .

MR. CORRIN: That's another inequity but we' l l  deal with that in the future and I agree with you, I 
th ink that is an i nequ ity. 

A M EMBER: : Especially when they have a Conservative government there. 

MR. CORRIN: I f  I can digress and return to my theme. I would . . .  

A M EM BER: : You can digress but we take you away from it. 

MR. CORRIN: You're not supposed to heckle me. 

A M EMBER: I'm suppose to heckle. 

A MEMBER: Yes, he's supposed to heckle you. 

MR.CORRIN: That's right. That's playing fair. The Member for St. Johns and I share an office in the 
basement so he has ample opportunity to heckle . . .  

A MEMBER: : I could change that for you. 

MR. CORRIN: Please, if you want, I wi l l  d igress and I wi l l  deal with the conditions found i n  our 
office. I 'm sure those conditions are very d ifferent from the cond itions experienced by you and 
honourablemembers on the other side. 

A MEM BER: You can fi le a complai nt about the offices. 

A MEMBER: Ask your neighbour. 

A MEM BER: I have no offices at al l .  

MR. CORRIN: So in conclusion, I th ink I concluded my remarks on one other occasion but in  
conclusion, M r. Speaker, I wou ld suggsst that there is a distinction. Air  Canada and PWA do not serve 
the samemasters and I would suggest that the threat is momentous. I would suggest that we do not 
want to be at the sufferance of Alberta and I would suggest that we should take immediate action to 
advise our counsel, whomever that counsel is and that's one thing I haven't fou nd out whether it's 
governmental counsel, or whether it's private counsel, but whomever that individual may be, I would 
suggest that we should advise he or she that the terms of reference of that i ntervention should be 
much broader than are normally perceived in these circumstances, that are normally conceived i n  
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these circumstances. I would suggest that we shouldn't just look at the mere techn icalities the 
impl ications involved in employment and schedu l ing and qual ity and all that sort of thing. Those just 
skim the surface. I , wou ld suggest, Mr.  Speaker, that we should look to the substance of the matter 
and we should consider the possibi l ity of asking the Canadian Transport Commission to adjourn 
their proceed ings, to adjourn their proceedings unti l Manitoba has had the opportun ity to confer 
with the Alberta government and to try and establish some formal recogn ition of Manitoba's rights 
within the framework and context of Pacific World Air l ines application. If we don't do that, M r. 
Speaker, I am concerned that there wi l l  be havoc. I 'm not going to say that there wi l l  be a price to pay 
because as I said, these remarks, these observations are made in a spirit of goodwi l l .  There's not 
going to be a price to pay but I suggest there may be a price to pay for the people of Man itoba if this 
advice isn't heeded . Thank you. 

MR. SPEAKER: O n  the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for Pembina, the Honourable 
Member for St. Johns. 

MR. CHERNIACK: Thank you, M r. Speaker. There are a few comments I would l i ke to make on a 
few matters. One is the statement made by the Honourable the Min ister without Portfol io, i n  charge 
of being House Leader, who gave the apt description when he talked about the concern or the 
attitude of government as it ought to be as being not how much government does for people but 
rather, in  his belief, it ought to be how much government al lows people to do for themselves. 

I 'm pleased with that statement. I th ink it is a good description of conservative phi losophy and I 'm 
always g lad that there are a few members opposite who do discuss phi losophy and the H ouse Leader 
and the Min ister of Publ ic Works, the Bobbsey Twi ns, sitting side by side there - I refer only to that i n  
the sense that they bob up and down more often than others do- d o  at least participate i n  the debate 
and discuss phi losophy. N ow that the Min ister of Publ ic Works yel led something which I didn't hear 
and I f inished my sentence, I 'm prepared to l isten to h im.  

MR. ENNS: I said that description of "these two Bobbsey Twins" is a l ittle kinder than the 
description of another set of twins that you used to refer to, "the Gold DustTwins," "the barefoot boys 
from River Heights," or " those kinds of people," you know, "that l ive on that side of the tracks." 

MR. CHERNIACK: I remember talking about "Twidd le-dum and Twiddle-dee" and we have many 
such twins and triumvi rates and other groupi ngs and categories. I'm sure the members I referred to 
don't one bit mind the reference that I made to them as the M i n ister of Publ ic Works does. It's kinder 
than other references made, I would say by them as well as by people on our side of the House. -
( I nterjection)- There's another contribution from the Member for St. James who used a term which I 
only know as being h igh ly repugnant but he may not have meant it that way. 

M r. Speaker, I wou ld l ike to comment that I bel ieve the basic difference that I have sensed between 
the two parties in this House is that we bel ieve that you cannot leave it just for government to let 
people do for themselves what they've done throughout the many many years in the past where I feel 
there has been a clear-cut separation between those who have and those who have not, those who 
aspi re to have and use the means that are given to them by what they call a free enterprise society to 
ach ieve what they want. I would say that it ismore important for government to make it possible for 
people to do for themselves both col lectively and individual ly tuose things which they are able to do 
because government makes it possible to do and I would say in the sense of creating a greater 
equal ity of opportun ity . It is something that is essential before people are al lowed to go into the 
mainstream of society with all the strikes that so many have against them and with all the advantages 
that so many have working for them. 

So I would rather say that it is important tor government to make it possible for people to attain or 
strive for those objectives that they have and in doing them col lectively they are able to accomplish a 
great deal . I bel ieve that it is only through the instrument of government that people can col lectively 
do what is in the common interest of a l l ,  therefore, of course there is a difference in our approach and 
I do bel ieve that we are much concerned in making sure that people have the opportunity, i n  
education, in  health, in  freedom o f  movement and in the opportun itz to develop their ful l  potential. 

Having said that, M r. Speaker, I move down to two people I referred to earlier today who were fired 
by the government of Man itoba without any cause being shown. I recogn ize - and I think I did a l l  
along - that government had the right to inform deputy min isters that they were not wanted any 
longer. I deplore and I think very bad ly of the manner in which it was done by this government, before 
it was even a government, to dismiss out of hand three deputy ministers but the right to dismiss them 
was there. The manner was reprehensible, it was inexcusable but that may be the hal lmark of the 
Progressive Conservative govjnment of Man itoba. 

I referred today to two civi l  servants,people who had been accepted into the civi l  service, who 
were career civil servants, people who, to the best of their knowledge, served wel l  and capably and to 
the satisfaction of thei r employers, to summarily get a notice, a two-week notice to be told their 
employment is terminated, not to be told that there is a reason, not to be given an opportun ity to 
d iscuss and not even to have any form of recommendation involved as saying you have served wel l  
but we no longer have a role for you or whatever. J ust cut  them off. To me that is inexcusable; that is  
not the way I would l i ke to  th ink  governments - or human beings - function with others and I do 
think that that kind of arrogance and that kind of cruelty is someth ing for which this government is 
responsible and a l l  the members opposite and two of the members on this side of the House who sit at 
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the centre aisle are inexcusably i nvolved in condoning that kind of activity. 

M r. Speaker, I want to comment just for a moment on the F inance Department. I am pleased that 
the M i nister of F inance, in h is discussion of tax reductions, indicated that it was not a decision of this 
government which affected the major reduction in income tax which wil l  take place in  1 978. 1 did not 
hear h im comment on the principle of i ndexing which is bu i lt into the federal income tax scheme 
whereby taxes are reduced or rather exemptions are i ncreased by the extent of the cost of l iving 
increase. And that, M r. Speaker, was a principle adopted by the federal government with which the 
former government of Man itoba took issue because just as the individual is affected by inflation, so 
i ndeed is the government or any large agency which has costs that are related to inflationund costs 
that are related to cost-prce increases and therefore which needs the additional revenue. Actually, it 

is a g reat loss to the government in that it is less able to cope with the responsibi l ities that are 
assigned to it. The Min ister of F inance did not refer to it; I 'm sorry we don't really know his reaction to 
the indexi ng at the national level but I do g ive h im credit for not trying to take credit for a reduction 
over which the government had no control. I would have l iked to have thought that he would have 
recogn ized the danger inherent in reduced income at a time of increasing price. 

I must point out that I am seriously concerned that the government's position in  reducing taxation 
is such as to i ndicate to the world that it is reducing income and creating a deficit at a time when it 
must go out and keep its credit standing at the h igh level which was left to it by the New Democratic 
government. I am concerned by the fact that the government has made no effort whatsoever to tel l  
the truth to its creditors about the good financial position i n  wh ich this government finds itself vis-a
vis so many other governments who are borrowers on the world market. I th ink it's damag ing and I 
th ink the government wi l l  have to catch up to its responsibi l ity. To hear Conservative members when 
they were in opposition en large and exaggerate the deficit position or any other attack on the 
financial structure is not surprising but nevertheless should be noted I was g lad to hear the M in ister 
of I ndustry and Commerce admit that the former statements by the Conservatives about say a $40 
mi l l ion loss on F lyer I ndustries, a statement repeated by the two newspapers of this province again 
and again, were f inal ly accepted by the Min ister of I ndustry and Commerce as being false and he 
defin itely after awhi le - it took some prompting - for him to admit that the loss could not be named 
at h igher than the $ 1 6  m i l l ion wh ich was recogn ized by the former government. 

I g ive him cred it for that but at the same token, I say he does damage to his own cause and to that 
of the government of the people of M an itoba when he talks in terms of all the b i l l ions of dol lars that 
were lost by the move out of Man itoba. I gather that he admitted that he had no substantiation for that 
f igure. That's the impression I have. At fi rst he talked as if there was some kind of a document wh ich 
was available to the former M i n ister of I ndustry and Commerce which wou ld support that statement 
but I gather now he's backed away from that and although he has sti l l ,  I bel ieve, fai led to produce the 
document he referred to and although I now have a feel ing that he is not going to produce that 
document either, yet he is on record as having made a statement about the monies which have left the 
province which he cannot substantiate and I bel ieve it is his responsib i l ity to do so. U nti l  he does, I 
th ink that that wi l l  fal l i nto the same category as that of the Honourable Member for Robl in  who made 
exaggerated and false statements at the last session and has not supported or been prepared to stand 
up andvive us the information, proof of either what he said or an apology for having m isled us. 

MR. J.  WALLY McKENZIE(Roblin): O n  a point of personal privi lege, I told the honourable member 
the other day when the M i n ister of Agricu lture tables my order for return , I ' l l  bring the Hydro Report. 

MR. CHERN IACK: M r. Speaker, do you notice how cutely the Member for Robl i n  is waff l ing on h is 
prom ise. He made a pledge to the legislature that he would do an act and now in  order not to do i t ,  he 
is blaming his seat mate who sits right in front of him in  the second row who te says is fai l i ng to do 
someth ing and unti l  that is done, he wi l l  . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder, order p lease. F i rst of a l l ,  I don't bel ieve the Member for Robl in had a point of 
privi lege at a l l .  Points of privi lege are very rare in this House and I th ink the debate between the 
Member for Robl in  and the Member for St. Johns could probably be solved better outside the House 
but let the Member for St. Johns proceed. 

MR. CHERNIACK: M r. Speaker, I don't want to challenge your decision or q uestion it, but I bel ieve 
the Honourable Member for Robl in  did have a point of privi lege, and every time I make the statement 
I'm going to, I th ink that he should rise and either make h is weak excuse or he should produceBut 
unti l  he does, if he feels offended by what I say - I th ink he's got a point of privi lege- I welcome h is 
contribution that he makes, because I 've g iven up hope of h is making the contribution that he 
undertook to make by honouring h is word and standing up in order to maintain h is integrity in  the 
eyes of the opposition .  M r. Speaker, I must say that this debate that you say we are having should be 
outside of the House. ndeed not, M r. Speaker, I think it belongs i n '  this House because h is pledge was 
made in this House as a result of the mistatement - which I bel ieve is a m istatement - he made in  
th is House with the intention of  m is leadi ng the peop le of  Man itoba, and therefore, M r. Speaker, I 
would deplore the debate that might take place out of this H ouse when the member should feel 
accountable to the members of this leg islature and to this honourable institution of parliament. I 
th ink he's abused it and that's why I have referred to it. He wi l l  probably do it again and again, Mr. 
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Speaker. - ( I nterjection) - Would you repeat that? 

MR. ENNS: Besides he's got th irty pounds on you Sau l. 

MR. CHERNIACK: Yes, that's true, he's m uch younger and bigger than I am and I recogn ize that. 
M r. Speaker, I'm glad the Attorney-General is in  the Chamber. I 've been watching to see if my 

select five are in the Chamber at any time when I might rise to speak, and I f inal ly gave up hope and 
stood to speak knowing that my select five were not here - select six I should say - and then the 
Honourable Attorney-General appeared and I welcome him gecause I want to direct myself to some 
specific remarks deal ing with the marital property laws which are being debated under b i l ls. 

M r. Speaker, the Attorney-General and his leader have been i nvolved in some d iscussions about 
marital property laws outside of this House, and have made statements, or have not made statements, 
have discussed, or have not discussed, but are reported as having d iscussed various aspects of the 
principles of the laws without giving an opportunity to members of this House to hear their opinions, 
l im ited as they may be. There are various comments attributed to both the Attorney-General and to 
the Premier of this province relating to their attitudes in various respects. The M i n ister the Attorney
General has made statements such as: "The government bel ieves in the sharing of property between 
spouses to a marriage," but yet he is reported outside of the House as having been less than prepared 
to extend that sharing principle to commercial assets. I don't know it that's true, but that's the way it 
was reported. The Prem ier the F i rst M i nister has said nothing within the House of any moment in 
regard to the principles i nvolved, but is reported out of the House to have made certain statements 
chal leng ing some basic concepts. And therefore, I th ink that it is moral ly incumbent on the 
Honourable the Attorney-General, on the F i rst M i n ister to become involved in  making some 
assurances of their concepts and principles and i ntent to the people of M an itoba. I don't suppose 
they owe us, on this side, any obl igation to tel l us what they bel ieve, but I th ink they owe the 
obl igation to the people of Man itoba, especial ly since these issues were never part of a provincial 
election campaig n. And I don't know that the Honourable the Attorney-General ever made a 
statement during the election campaign as to what wou ld be his intentions it he formed part of 
government's side. 

I don't bel ieve that the Honourable the F i rst M in ister made any statements on the election trai l ,  yet 
we find that they come rush ing in here, by way of a special session - so-cal led special session -
special only i n  that they don't have to pass the estimates, and to that extent they are m uch better off 
than we were when we formed the government, but they call a session with a l im ited number of b i l ls, 
and come rush ing in with this one in particular, in order to stop what al ready been passed. That's a 
very drastic action they're taking,  but having taken it they have the arrogance to refuse to say to the 
people of Man itoba: "We are delaying the proclamation of a law which was passed after much debate, 
we want to do some corrective features to the drattmanship, but they don't commit themselves on any 
of the principles involved . I th ink that's an affront to the House, but as I said, they're not really 
required to bring us i nto their confidence, but certain ly to the people of Man itoba. 

I wanted also to add ress myself now to the honourable members of the Conservative party who 
voted in favour  of the Marital Property Act. We know who they are, but let's j ust put it on record - the 
M i nister of Finance, the M i n ister of Health, the M i n ister without Portfol io responsible for staff and 
program reductions, the Member tor Crescentwood, and the Member tor Wolseley. Now they voted 
in favour  of this Act, and have we heard from them? Now, M r. Speaker, I 've been out of the H ouse 
from time to time but I 've been careful to find out who has spoken whi le I was out. I f ind the Min ister of 
F inance has been si lent, the Minister of Health has been si lent - oh, he said that he might l isten to 
some delegations but he's been si lent in the House on the issue - the Min ister without Portfol io to 
whom I referred to has been s i lent on this issue, the Member for Crescentwood and the Member for 
Wolseley have been equally si lent. 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, they never real ly made it clear why they voted in favour  of this Marital Property 
Act in the fi rst place. As a matter of tact, it you recal l ,  the Min ister of Health when he spoke as 
representing the Conservative party and attacked the b i l l  bitterly, that when I made comment that I 
was surprised because he seemed highly sympathetic to the b i l l ,  he rose i n  outraged d ig nity and said: 
"Wait for the vote." And sure enough when the vote came he voted with us, but he never explained 
what his problem was or why it was that he obviously accepted the princip les in  the bi l l .  Well, M r. 
Speaker, we have five members of the Conservative party who voted for the M arital Property Act, we 
have the entire New Democratic Party that voted in favour of it, we had the entire L iberal Party voting 
in favour  of it, and today we have the New Democratic Party, the Liberal caucus in support of 
continuing the Marital Property Act and the five members opposite who have been re-elected on their 
record and who voted tor it, have not said one word in this House about it. And the Attorney-General 
has said noth ing but a general statement: "We bel ieve in the principle of equal ity of sharing." Do you 
know, M r. Speaker, do you remember? Kenny Houston is in favour  of that too, he said. Do you 
remember, M r. Speaker, the suggestion was made that all that has to be done to take care of the 
Murdoch case, is to put into the Marital Property Act the statement that there shal l bea presumption 
of eq ual rights to share, And it that were done that's all that would have to happen. That was the 
comment that had been made during our extensive study of the Marital Property Act. l s  that what that 
government means when they say they believe in equal sharing? Are they so ashamed to state their 
objectives that they will leave it to the people of Manitoba to be concerned about what they really 
mean when all we've heard - I think the Honourable the F irst M inister made that kind of a statement 
- all you have to do is to tel l  the courts that we bel ieve there should be a presumption of equal 
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sharing and then let things happen. Because, M r. Speaker, one of the members opposite has said that 
after a l l ,  maybe the wife should get more than half and we have to make it possible for the wife to get 
more than half. 

M r. Speaker, we provided for jud icial d iscretion, but we knew from the long history of the law and 
the jurisprudence built up on the marital property sharing that the courts were not prepared to 
recognize work at home as being equal to work out in  the field, to recogn ize that the person who 
brings in the dol lars is no less entitled to share in the fami ly accumulation than the person who stays 
in the home - looks after the home, looks after the chi ldren, and looks after the maintenance of the 
entire fam ily. Now that's not the kind of statement that we've heard from the Honourable the 
Attorney-General .  I ndeed we've heard so l ittle from him that I want to encourage h im - no, I wantto 
beg him, I want to entreat h im, implore him to speak on behalf of his party and to tel l  us what they 
believe. M r. Speaker, he was right on one occasion to suggest that as a member of the Treasury 
Bench, he should not be g iving his own opinion because he was bound by the opinion of the 
Treasury. I recognize that, there's nothing wrong with stating his own opinion, but if it's so vastly 
d ifferent to that of the rest of the members of his Cabinet or caucus, I can understand his 
embarrassment in  not wanting to state his personal opinion. So, he is the Attorney-General, he is 
responsible for the bil l  that we wil l be debating in the next few days, and I bel ieve that he has a 
responsibil ity to the people of M an itoba to state precisely which of the principles that have been 
studied over the many years are those that he endorses, a which he is not prepared to endorse. So 
we' l l  find out, but he alone is not enough, M r. Speaker. His leader ought to get up and make some 
specific statements rather than tal k  about dog's breakfast and talk about unworkable laws, to talk 
about the principle. 

If  the people of Man itoba had reason to have faith in  the government's attitude on the principles, 
then the people of Man itoba could rest much easier to know that all they're doing is the patching that 
they think is necessary. And the Member for Fort Rouge made statements suggesting that he would 
feel better, and he bel ieves others i n  Manitoba would feel better if there was an undertaking that by -
1 think he said J uly 1 st next - there would be a proclamation of the Act, as amended, but sti l l  an 
undertaking to proclaim proclaim, someth ing that this government has not yet had the courtesy or 
the intel lectual integrity to do. I nstead they said, when we're good and ready we' l l  do it. And,  if I q uote 
the Attorney-General properly, I th ink he said "hopefu l ly" in 1 978. 

Well ,  M r. Speaker, there's a g reat difference between hopefu l ly and a committment to act, and I 
deplore that, because, M r. Speaker, d raftsmanship does not take m uch time if people are only 
correcting what they consider poor draftsmanship.  I wil l  go into that when I speak on the et itself. 

But let me use my time on the Throne Speech to not only plead with he Honourable the Attorney
General to deal with it, not only beg h im to do it, but beg h im to do it before the matter is closed on 
second reading.  It is very easy, and I 've been in that position, to sit back and wait t i l l  every person in  
the H ouse has had his say, and then you get up ,  and then you make the speech you want to make, 
whether you want to respond to what was said or not. That is a l ittle too easy, and I don't l ike the 
Attorney-General to have the opportunity to ignore what has been said to h im in this last week on the 
Marital Property Act, what will be said. There are ways whereby he cou ld state his opinion and make 
his commitments in advance of the closing of debate, so that what he says would sti l l  be subject to 
review and assessment by us on this side. He may yet speak today. He has the right, as he had in that 
pecul iar and I think, discred ible way, that was tried - was it last Thursday, or last Monday, a week 
ago - when they tried to get the Attorney-General ty opportunity den ied to h im by this House to 
introduce his b i l l .  And he knewvery wel l ,  he couldn't have been that much of a neophyte in this room 
not to know that he could have said a l l  he wanted to say, between the day the Throne Speech motion 
was moved and that Monday evening. He did not take advantage of the opporqn ity, but rather he and 
certain other members oppositie cried crovdi le tears that they didn't have the opportunity -
( I nterjection)- the Min ister of Publ ic Works is saying it again, do you see the crocodi le tears across 
the way, M r. Spaker? -(I nterjection)- Didn't g ive us a chance! They had the chance before, they 
have the chance since, and they have not taken advantage of it, so their efforts to speak on that one 
occasion was to me, farcical. And I urge, and I challenge, the Honourablehhe Attorney-General, to 
get up and speak and state his opin ion and state his commitment to one of the basic principles that 
have been announced here. 

M r. Speaker, I chal lenge him,  but I do not by any means, not equally chal lenge the five members 
who voted in favour of the M arital Property Act, and I eqal ly chal lenge the new members who never 
had an opportun ity to express tyi r  opin ions, their dedications, their bel iefs at a l l  on this question, to 
get up and speak on it, so we know where you stand so you know whether or not you bel ieve in some 
of the principles or not. And we don'tknow, and we may not know, unti l  you get orders from the 
Cabinet in the next session of the H ouse, if the government decides to bring it in. That, M r. Speaker, 
would be an awful pity. And, we do have a member of the Legislature who should feel that she is part 
of the large g roup of Man itoba citizens who have been at a disadvantage in our society throughout a l l  
theiryears. 

MR. EINARSON: You're jealous Sau l .  

M R .  CHERNIACK: I 'm not jealous, I 'm only jealous o f  those members opposite who have the 
opportunity to share a caucus room with a member of qat they call the fai r sex. To that extent, yes, but 
I wou ld say that I would l ike to hear from her, I would l i ke to hear what is her opinion on the vinciple of 
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the marital property law. You know, M r. Speaker, I havn't even heard from the M i n ister of Publ ic 
Works as to his bel iefs of these principles this time. Of course he makes many of h is . . .  no I was 
going to make a snide remark, but it's n ot true. I think that when he gets up and maks a speech on it's 
usually worth l isten ing to, and I would l ike to hear h im speak on this issue, but with a sense of 
accepting the chal lenge to speak on specifics. 

M r. Speaker, the Member for Fort Rouge suggested a dead l ine by which the government would 
comm it itself. The Honourable the Member for  Selk i rk suggested certain  concepts or principles 
wh ich he read from an article or a brief. I jotted down sme principles on which I would l i ke to know the 
comm itments of members opposite and I intend now to close my remarks by readi ng them, and it is an 
outright chal lenge to the Honourable the Attorney-General, to the mem bers of the backbench, to the 
members who voted for the Marital Property Act, to respond and g ive an indication of committment, 
and if I had a promise of commitment in favoucof some of these principles I would certa in ly th ink that 
there is a hope for so many of the people of Man itoba who have been ksadvantaged over so many 
years. M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to know whether the government or members of the Conservative 
caucus or the Attorney-General are prepared to commit themselves in the principle that property 
acqui red by either spouse during their marriage other than the exceptions al ready in the Act, are 
shareab le equal ly. I 'd l ike to know that. I 'd l i ke to know whether ptle to the fami ly home and fami ly 
assets, as defined in the Act, should vest immediately. Should they have equal rights to the ownership 
of those properties which are used as part of the marital arrangement, the furniture i n  the house, the 
fami ly automobile? 

I 'd l i ksto know - and I d i rect that specifical ly to the Honourable the Attorney-General - does he 
accept or does he not accept that the commercial assets as defined in  the Act shal l  be shareable 
equal ly on separation? Let me ind icate, Mr. Speaker. You may recal l  this in committee of debates, M r. 
Speaker. I bel ieve that assets accumulated for investment purposes for the fami ly ought to be 
considered fami ly assets. I th ink that if a fami ly over 20, 30 years has accumulated a bank account or 
real estate which is out for investment purposes, for rental purposes, should be owned by both 
members of the fami ly and both should haveu say in the d isposition of it. I real ly don't believe that 
they ought to be commercial assets but I accept it. The discussions we had - and you were part of 
them, M r. Speaker - that they should be considered commercial assets, but I cannot accept the 
thought that those l ife savings of a fami ly remain in the control of one of the members onlyand not of 
both. I would l ike to know whether the commercal assets of that kind should be recogn ized as being 
shareable equally. lwould l ike to know hether the Honourable the Attorney-General who is 
responsible for these b i l ls bel ieves that there should be this protection offered in the event of 
d issipation of assets as referred to in the Act. I 'd like to know whether he agrees that there should be 
variation in the right x ownership only by m utual consent or by discretion of the court. Those two, 
either mutual consent or the cou rt's discretion, but that there should be variation avai lablsonly i n  that 
way and not uni lateral ly. I 'd l ike to know - and I make the point- that not only does the Act provide 
for a mutual opting-out agreement, but it also g ives the cou rt the opportun ity to intervene and to 
create a d ifference from the principle, a variation from the principle of equal sharing. I that not 
enough? Must there be un i lateral rights? 

And I wou ld ask the Attorney-General if he recogn izes that the cou rt's discretion, which is bui lt 
right into the Act and is exerciseable by the court, should not continue to be exercised only under 
exceptional circumstances or does he real ly want to open up the jud icial d iscretion all the way back 
to the M id81e Ages. I th ink he ought to tel l  us what he thinks about that. 

And in relation to the Fami ly Maintenance Act, do the Progressive Conservatives bel ieve that the 
responsibi l ity of mutual support exists as it is set out in the Act and, if they do, why don't they say so? 
Do they bel ieve that a spouse should be entitled to i nformation of the other spouse's earnings and 
assets? Do they bel ieve that a husband should have the right to know what h is wife earns or the wife 
know what the husband earns? Do they bel ieve it wel l ,  if they do, why don't they say so? 

And, M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to know - and this is basic, basic - do they bel ieve in the principle 
of a couple being entitled to a separation order or a member of a fam ily to be entitled to a separation 
order without having to prove fault of he other? Is it necessary in  thei r minds to d rag the parties into 
court to lay accusing challenges against each other when it is clear that there is no future for that 
couple, that there is no way in which they are going to be able to continue to l ive together, is it real ly 
necessary in  the m inds of Progressive Conservatives that they do go into court and they do d rag the 
"d irty l inen" as the expression is made in  order to prove fault? 

And do they approve of the lawqhiv they are trying to reinstate, the Wives' and Ch i ldren's 
Maintenance Act, do they really bel ieve that a wife should only be entitled to support if her husband 
beats her or if her husband is gu i lty of persistent cruelty to her or if her huband refuses to support 
her? Is that the only occasion when she is entitled to support? Do they bel ieve that the husband 
should be entitled to commit adu ltery without the obl igation of support but that the wife is not entitled 
to support because of an act of adu ltery? Do they bel ieve in these archaic laws because, M r. Speaker, 
they are intend ing to reinstate them without a promise to remove them. I think members opposite 
::>ught to state their commitment on these principles and now1 M r. Speaker, do they bel ieve that 
spouses' support shal l be based on need in accordance with the principles set out in the Act? 
3ecause, M r. Speaker, we do. We don't bel ieve that a person should be able to just ride easily along 
)n the support of the other spouse without making some effort to become financialq i ndependent of 
:he other and, at the same time, should not be penal ized by some arbitrary way when there is a need 
or that kind of support. Do they believe - and there is judicial d iscretion in theact now - that the 
udicial d iscretion to vary fromthe principle of support based on need should be l i mited in some way 
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as inhhe Act and, if not ful ly as in the Act, then to what extent should it be l im ited? These are basic 
principles that have nothing whatsoever to do wph the d raftsmansh ip. The point I make, M r. Speaker, 
is that they have an excuse that the d raftsmanship is  poor and I say, if that's your excuse, stand up 
and say that you agree with the principles we have enumciated so that we know we are debating 
legiswtive draftsmanship and hot basic principles. I don't m ind debating basic principles but don't try 
to mislead the people of Manitoba that al l  you're concerned with was with cleaning up the Act. 

I conclke, M r. Speaker, by pointing out to them - and I wi l l  at g reater length on another occasion 
- that they are the ones who show l ittle faith in the j ud icial process. The jurisprudence deal ing with 
marital property law has continued over many years. The laws we know have been developed 
through the common-law process. The principle we all have accepted, thahthrough the development 
of consideration by the courts, by the judges, of the appl ication of laws, a complete jurisprudence 
has been bui lt upon how the law should be appl ied and they are the ones who are showing a compwte 
lack of confidence in the courts to bui ld up the jurisprudence based on new principles. The new 
principles are the ones that I have enunciated and I challenge any self-respecting member of the 
Progressive Conservative Party to make his stand clear before we vote on the backward step of 
pul l ing back on the b i l ls and before we revert to an archaic law. They owe it, I th ink  to themselves and 
to Man itobans, to know how they stand on the principles and if they are with us in  principle, we 
should be able to work out the legislative problems. 

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Honourable Member for Pembi na, the Honourable 
Member for Elmwood. 

MR. DOERN: M r. Speaker, I am prepared to start but I wonder if you would consider cal l ing it 5:30? 

MR. SPEAKER: Is it agreeable with the House to call it 5:30? (Ag reed) Therefore, I ' l l  be leaving the 
Chair to return to the H ouse at 8 o'clock tonight. 
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