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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER, Jerry T. Storie (Flin Flon): 
The Honou rable M i n ister of Health had 10 m i n u tes 
remain i n g .  

HON. LAURENT DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): Thank 
you, M r. Speaker. I 've always fou nd it  very difficult to 
break your speech d u ri n g  the d i nner hour, the half 
hour  that you have before or  so like I had earlier; you 
try to g o  a little too fast to cover too many things and 
then it  leaves you 10 m i nutes and it's q uite diff icult. 
But I 'll try to recap p retty well what I was try ing to say 
m ostly to my colleagues, especially the members of 
our caucus. 

Basically, M r. Speaker, I was tell ing them that they 
should be very careful from panick ing and be very 
patient. I th ink  that it was easier to prove that the 
members of the Opposition  are not g iv ing us a si ncere 
o pposition,  because if they were they would try to tell 
us what they feel is wrong and what is r ight and they 
wouldn't say that they don't agree with our promises, 
but  then try to egg us on to h u rry up and do a little 
m ore - I t h i n k  that this is one of the th ings that they 
would do.  And then I th ink  we saw that they who are 
g reat to p ull out this document and talk about the 
promises that we made, I th ink  that they saw that their 
promises weren't kept.  I f  I had a little more time I could 
have read the whole article that I referred to and then 
go back to what they were go ing  to d o  in Autopac; 
what they were going to do before they was to reduce 
the provincial debt, that was one thing. And i n  1977 
they were go ing  aro u n d  tell ing  the k ids, go and tell 
your parents h ow much you owe, even you and your 
little baby brother a n d  so o n  a n d  oh, that was q u ite 
melodramatic in those days. Then it came in that the 
provinc ial debt was increased and that we had the 
biggest deficit ever. That's done n ow all through the 
Conservative world. I t's not work i n g. I th ink  that it's 
obvious that the past government was a com plete 
failure a n d  i n  their way, they're admitti ng  it  because 
they didn't  follow on. They stopped their policy of 
restrai nt. 

They backed away from it a n d  I 'd l ike to q u ote some 
- of course, they're going to say that my remarks are 
partial - but let's read from the F ree Press of June 
2: " Fli mflam mery Defi nes the Reforms of the B u dget 
White Paper." That was in 1 980. " I t  def ines the 
attempts by Health M i n ister B u d  Sherman to squ are 
the circle on  h ospital fund ing; defines the i n itiatives i n  
day care; i t  def ines the i nteg ration o f  handicapped 
children i nto the p ublic school system .  I n  fact, it  is the 
hallmark of the government's effort to buy favou r  with 
the voters with the appearance but not the reality of 
sudden social concern and will u n dou btedly backfire 
it  it hasn't already. People are not so easily fooled as 
the gover n ment seems to th ink ;  they now look for the 
catch in each new announcement. The g overnment 
will end u p  worse off politically than before," and that 
was written in 1 980 a n d  we k now what happened. 

Then the same year again from the F ree P ress, 
"Read i n g  between the l ines of the new energy i n itia
tives, the emphasis on  health care, the concern about 

education funding, workplace safety and health, the 
N orton Com m un ity Development leaves the i mpres
sions of a g overn ment which is scared. But if the 
Throne S peech ind icates the government is worried it 
has also shown that it  really doesn't know what to do 
about it. They now realize that private sector alone 
isn't enough." 

M r. Speaker, it was a government that showed 
either that it  was a mistake but they wouldn 't admit it, 
that they were going in the wrong way because all of a 
sudden there was a complete change in all the poli
cies; no more freeze, it was throwing money away, it 
was big deficit, the largest deficit ever, and it  was all 
these social programs they had feared so much .  That 
happened, as I say, roughly around February 4, 1980, 
the B u dget Speech with the then Premier of the Prov
i nce said that he was one of the only ones that went 
alon g  with the C rosbie B u dget. But what did he say? 
"Premier Sterl ing Lyo n  said Saturday that if he had 
any crit icism of the proposed Federal Progressive 
Conservative Budget it  would be that it  is not toug h  
enough.  I have the impression the Liberals a n d  the 
Socialists are bank ing that Canadians are soft," the 
Premier said. This electio n  will give Canadians a 
chance to show what they're made of. 

M r .  Speaker, after this government that was sup
posed to be so tough changed completely and again, 
as I mentioned earlier, they came in a couple of weeks 
ago with that big flower, with that big smile - it  was the 
fi rst time they smiled since N ovember 17th and they 
were so happy to be able to say, we won. And it was a 
fact, there was a statement of a Conservative G ov
ernment that out-socialized the socialists and that's 
why they won. It wasn't a q uestion of balanced 
b u dget, it  was all go ing to blow the Heritage F u n d  in a 
year or so; it was taki n g  out the taxes, we were told 
that we needed these taxes in the days, the gas tax, but  
these people were all so happy. But I d id  not see the 
flowers the day that the Conservative B u dget came 
out in  O ntario. What do we hear, "We're here in  Mani
toba let's not talk about  Ontario, we don 't want  to talk 
about other provinces." It was a different  ball game. 
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So I say to my colleagues, d o n 't get fooled, don't  
panic a n d  let's take o u r  t ime with our programs and 
make it  work. I t 's  go ing to be very d i ff icult; make no 
bones about it  and you're not going to get any help, 
not constructive help at all. I th ink  this is  the th ing,  but 
you might say: "Well, if  it's going to be so diff icult that 
we can't do it  by ourselves, why should we f ight?" 
There are many reasons. I t h i n k  that the NOP i n  Sas
katchewan are responsi ble for some of the good pro
g rams that we have n ow, especially social programs 
and in the health field. I think that they were the con
science of this country; they were never i n  power 
federally. They gave us Medicare; they gave us Phar
macare; they gave us hospital programs a n d  they 
became u niversal and we probably are the envy. 
Although it's not perfect, we'll have to look at it; that's 
one of the th ings we should do is to make sure that we 
safeguard this program; we don't throw it down the 
sh ute; we don't let anybody destroy this program for 
us. Look in the States if you th ink  we're in d iff iculty 
and see what's happeni ng in the States w here the 
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people go without. So these are the things we do. 
And then,  a ray of hope for the people around  also 

a n d  to f ight for this thi n g. That's okay; we have a lot of 
people fighti n g  com m u n ism and we even have some 
people, as I said, this little Charlie McCarthy i n  the 
f ront, i nstead of m o u th i n g  Bergen 's  word he 's  
mouth ing Joe McCarthy's words these days and I 
don't  t h i n k  we should have that k i n d  of stuff i n  this 
House. I 've mentioned that before. I th ink  the i m por
tant  th i n g  that we have to do is fight for the g reedy, 
materialistic, capitalist system and that's the system 
that we've had to f ight for. 

There's a lot of people who are f ighting commu
n ism. C o m m u n ism, it's proven, has not been worki ng  
but let's not k i d  o urself that th is  system is that good. 
When we talk about crocodile tears and all that, let's 
remember that maybe there's not that much d iffer
ence between the two g ro ups. The only th ing we're 
sayin g  - j ust l ike if it  was a family - is we d on't say we'll 
abandon the youngest one or the sick or  the poor 
because we'll wait and if the old man is  successful, 
well then, it'll fall down and he can pick u p  the crumbs. 
We're say ing  we m ust rescue those that can't help 
themselves; we'll g ive them at least some security and 
some m i n i m u m  care. I th ink  that  th is  is the difference 
between the parties. It 's not a q u estion of crocodile 
tears at all and i f  it  is, and we have to wait -
( I nterjection ) - blew it, if anyone blew it's you people. 
You blew it, you've only had four years. You don't  
know where you're going;  you have n o  idea. On one 
hand you're talki n g  about free enterprise and then 
you're ask i n g - when it  comes to the farmers you don't 
call it welfare but that's what you're aski n g  for and it's 
never enough.  

We've talked about the plan to help people with the 
i nterest to buy a house. You r  leader dur ing the elec
tion, d u ri n g  the campaign laughed at o u r  $23 million  
but the  day before the  election lo  and behold he was 
announcin.g $20 million a n d  you're sayi n g  it's not 
enough now, and it 's $3 mill ion more than you said 
and these are the kind of programs. 

Jn fact, when you look at some of the reports, you've 
promised m ore in m oney than we did,  you promised 
because in the last few days you were goi n g  wild. You 
panicked, you were completely panicked and you're 
still l ike this. You're o n  the defensive, you're weak and 
you're afraid because there are a lot  of youn g  people, 
new members here, and you th ink  that they're goin g  to 
fall for that, but they're n ot go ing to fall for that. 

We're n ot go ing to pan ic, we're g o i ng to bri n g  in o u r  
p rograms. We don 't have t o  answer t o  y o u  a t  all. -
( I nterjection )- That's r ight. That's right. We're the 
govern ment  and you are not givi n g  us the kind of 
opposition that we feel we should have to be the gov
ernment because you are not sincere. - ( I nterjec
tion )- Yes, you are not sincere, that's what I said, you 
heard well. Because if you were sincere you wouldn't 
bri ng  this th ing  up and say, this is what you've p rom
ised, h u rry u p, you've had three months to d o  it .  You'd 
say for God's sake Manitoba's going to be h u rt by that, 
we k now you promised it, sure, don 't  do it but that's 
not what you're saying. You want m ore, you want 
more personal care homes, you want m ore of every
th i n g  but then you're talk ing about the tax n ow, you're 
so damned d isappoi nted that we didn't  brin g  the sales 
tax and you don't k now what you're doing ,  you're 

so disappointed. 
Like I said earlier, you had all your speeches ready 

agai nst sales tax so what do you do, you couldn't 
change your speech, you had no idea so you just 
crossed out sales tax and you made your same 
speech. That's exactly what you did. You k n ow it's a 
good tax. You k now that there's n o  tax that everybody 
will like it, that anybody will l ike but it certainly is a 
fairer tax than sales tax. All these q u estions that you're 
talk ing about to br ing it  . . . Thank you. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order please. The member's 
time has expired. 

The Honourable Mem ber  for Portage la Prairie. 

MR. LLOYD HYDE (Portage la Prairie): M r. Deputy 
Speaker, first of all, S i r, I want to break probably from 
a l ittle of the tradition and congratulate you on havi n g  
t o  take over the i mportant  position you're hold i n g  
here tonight a n d  these last few days. Let us trust that 
the regular Speaker, the appointed Speaker, will not 
be too long bei n g  back in his position, fit and well. But  
to you,  S i r, I want  to  say I d o  believe that you are 
mak ing a good job of your positio n  on a short notice. 

M r. Speaker, I'm pleased to be able to participate i n  
this Budget Debate ton i ght. The Honourable M i n ister 
of  F inance has spent many many h ou rs ponderin g  
over this document, try ing t o  come u p  with a B udget 
that would be acceptable by his Opposit ion and more 
important, M r. Speaker, the people that he serves, that 
bein g  of course, the general p ublic of M a nitoba a n d  
t h e  taxpayer. 
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M r. Speaker, h is B udget presented Tuesday of last 
week, d id  include a couple or so of good points, nam
ing one o r  two of them, the hydro freeze and the meals' 
exemption tax. M r. Speaker, no one will argue that 
point. The freeze on the hydro rates, had the M i n ister 
failed to i nclude that saving to the consumer at a t ime 
l ike we are facin g  today, would have been a disaster to 
him and to his government. 

The meals' exemption tax, we k now the M i n ister 
p icked that up from a resolution presented d u ri n g  this 
Session by a member  in Opposition who proposed an 
i ncrease from $4.00 to $5.00. True, the M i n ister chose 
to increase that exemption from $4.00 to $6.00 which 
is fi ne, M r. Speaker, but however the proposal came 
let u s  n ot forget this - the proposal came from the 
Opposit ion of this House. I t  came from the resolution 
proposed by the Honourable Member  for Sturgeon 
C reek. However, that's all r ight as long as it  becomes a 
saving to those who have to buy their meals i n  
restau rants. 

What I am sayin g  is, M r. Speaker, that this was 
n oth ing  orig i nal coming  from the Fi nance M i n ister. I t  
was n o t  orig inal. 

The taxation freeze on gasoline, noth i n g  but good 
can be said about this move on the part of  the g overn
ment u nless he could cut back on the tax that is levied 
across the board on  the pr ice of gasol ine.  M aybe he 
will take that suggestion from the Conservative G ov
ern ment of Saskatchewan. Time will tell. 

H owever, M r. S peaker, there is still n o  argument 
when it comes to the l iquor and the tobacco tax u nless 
it's from someone who has not been able to k ick that 
habit of smoking and I guess the same should apply, 
Mr .  Speaker, to the l iquor tax. If one can afford to buy 
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it, I say one should not com plai n about payi ng  the tax; 
8 percent tax increase on  the p rice of a case of beer, 7 
percent on the spirits and 1 5  percent on wi nes. 

I su ppose, Mr. S peaker, the M i n ister d idn ' t  take i nto 
consideration possibly the results of all this. He's 
going to affect the tou rist trade which is one of our big 
pluses i n  the Province of Manitoba. It's bound to affect 
the tou rist trade in the Province of M a nitoba. Possi bly 
he never thought of that. 

Mr. Speaker, I suppose one could go on and men
t ion the C ritical Home Repair P rogram but I want to 
refer back to that at a later time. 

Mr. S peaker, everyone in this H o use wants the right 
decisions to be made for the future of Manitoba. The 
decis ions m ade do not always t u rn out to be the best 
for the good of the people; history has p roven that 
both on the federal matters and on provincial issues. 

The Govern ment of  Manitoba today has chosen to 
i ncrease the m i n i m u m  wage. I suggest that an increase 
in m i n i m u m  wage cannot and will not stimulate the job  
creation that is needed at the same ti me, especially in  
today's economical strife, especially when job crea
t ion with the bus iness of the private sector bei ng  pun
ished by the payroll tax. The o nly jobs  that will be 
created may be govern ment ad min istration jobs; jobs 
to administer programs d rawn u p  to contradict each 
of the other's p urpose. 

M r. Speaker, the Budget of the M i n ister of Finance 
contin u ally refers to programs of our sister provi nces 
and that of the United States of A merica. Tell me, S i r, 
why m ust you follow, make responsi ble decisions and 
desig n  programs to redu ce the taxat ion o n  the people 
of Manitoba and help to decrease the provi ncial 
deficit? Mr .  Speaker, this B udget is almost a clever 
political m ove. Everythi ng  is hidden, hidden taxation 
to cover up for the need of dollars. If the average 
Manitoban was to stop and take a long loo k  at this 
B udget, Mr. Speaker, at the way it is going to affect 
hi m or her, they would probably be better off with a n  
addit ional 2 percent  tax o n  the i ncrease o n  the sales 
tax, somethin g  that may not i n it ially sou nd good but 
may be better i n  the long r u n, that is if  the g overnment 
is set on  i nc reasin g  our taxation base. 

E m ployers pay payroll 1 .5 percent tax on  all wages. 
Thin k  what that is going to do and what effect it is 
going to have o n  all of us .  I mentioned earlier about 
the hidden taxes, taxes that the average person will be 
faced with that up till now has not really had to thin k  
about. I 'm thi nk ing  about the food a n d  the children's 
clothing,  M r. Speaker. This payroll will raise the price 
on all of these goods and the services of Manitobans 
regardless of what the Government of Manitoba are 
saying today. 

The price of food and clothing will i nc rease - the 
i ncreased cost of p roduction - it'll all have to be paid 
for. It  will  be passed on  the consumer without a dou bt. 
Food up to date, M r. Speaker, has n ot been taxed but it 
will be now regardless, I say yes, u nder the socialist 
Government of Man itoba by this hidden tax levied o n  
the employers, the owners a n d  the operators o f  these 
large food processi ng  plants that we own in Manitoba. 
Children's clothing up to now have not been taxed but 
the payroll tax wil l  be collected by the government so 
I'm s u re the wages of the all em ployees will be 
i ncluded i n  the cost of production. 

M r. Speaker, the farmer is about the only one who 

will n ot be in the position to be able to cover up or pass 
on that additional cost of the 1 .5 percent on wages. 
How can he? He is not in that position to say what he 
needs to cover the costs of a b ushel of wheat he 
produces, that bushel of potatoes he produces or that 
pound of beef or pork that he produces. The govern
ment through government-control boards and the 
consumer has control, not the farmer, Mr .  Speaker. 

I was talk ing to a farmer from the Portage area over 
the weekend who told me why he q u it operat ing his 
small feedlot and why he sold his cow/calf operatio n .  
He was losing money, M r. Speaker. He went on  t o  tell 
me how he had 90 top q u ality Charolais-cross steers 
on feed. With the i ncreas ing costs of putt ing a pound 
of m eat o n  those steers he ended u p, S i r, by los ing  
$ 1 00 per  head o n  each of those steers. H is  cost of  
production kept on  i ncreas ing right u p  to the t ime he 
had to h ire a transfer to truck those a n imals to the 
market. At that t ime, M r. Speaker, it was 90 cents per 
h u n d red weight freight and that cost will be going u p  
with the added tax i mposed o n  d iesel fuel. 

No way, M r. Speaker, is that farmer in a position to 
add or  cover up his costs of the additio n al 1 .5 percent 
on  the payroll tax and stay in business and,  Mr .  
Speaker, the NOP Government saying that they are 
the friends of the farmer? -(Interjection)- The NOP 
party when campaig n i n g  last fall promised the people 
of M a n itoba many thi ngs.  One was, that no small bus
i n ess or farmer would lose their bus iness o n  accou nt 
of the high i nterest rates. Mr .  Speaker, this has proven 
to be one of the many lies, the u ntruths of that gov
ernment that they have not been able to live up to. 

One only has to read the daily papers to hear of the 
new bankruptcies declared each day. Tell me, where 
is the help that N . D. Party promised the people of the 
province? 

Well, Mr. Speaker, the Government of Manitoba's 
$ 1 7.5-mill ion Beef Stabilization Program is turn ing  
out to be a flop .  Beef producers f rom my area are 
strongly o pposed to this program. N o  way are they 
goi n g  to let themselves get t ied to a government pro
g ram for six years d u ratio n ,  that tells them that they 
have to f in ish each an i mal to market weight to q u alify. 
That's j u st pla in  ridiculous, M r. Speaker. Why doesn't 
this govern ment g o  ahead and pay the cattle producer 
the $50 per cow that they fi rst said they would d o  with 
no str ings attached and help the cattle producer over 
this critical period i n  the time of product ion? 

Mr .  Speaker, I want to read i nto the record a report 
from the Daily G raphic, our local paper in Portage. 
N ow this report came from a meet ing that was held 
April 30th, Mr. Speaker: "Beef Producers Oppose 
Stabilization Program. The Provincial Govern m ent's 
newly proposed Beef Stabilization Program is not 
receiving m uch praise or  approval from local beef 
p roducers. "The plan is somethin g  that someone has 
worked long a n d  hard to get the most pu blicity for the 
least amount of money," says Ken Rempel, a beef 
producer  27 miles southeast of Portage la Prairie. 
"The government says the $40-million plan is designed 
to put Manitoba cattle producers o n  a more equitable 
foot ing with those in other provinces. Under the plan, 
a prod ucer will receive up to $50 for each cow when 
they enrol in the plan later this spri n g .  H owever, once 
en roled," Mr .  Speaker, it goes o n  to say, "the produc
ers will be req u i red to remain  in the plan for six years 
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to maximize the program's i ncome stability features. 
The plan also includes low i nterest advances to pro
ducers and is designed to encourage and assist cow
calf producers to feed to slaughter weight." 

Mr. Rem pie has 250 head of cattle, does n ot q u alify 
for the program because he raises p urebred cattle. "I 
wouldn't join it a nyway," he says. "I 've done a s u rvey 
of a lot of people in the east part of the province and no 
one is going to jo in , "  sa id  Rem pie. "N ineteen percent 
of the farmers sell their cattle in the fall and if they d o  
that, they don't  qualify f o r  the program. Most farmers 
don't have the facility to f inish the calves and they're 
j ust not going to do it," he goes on to say. "I'll wait u ntil 
the details are f inalized, but it seems right now that 
bad points really outweigh the good ones." 

l n g u rd Sigu rdson, another well-known beef p ro
d ucer from the Lakeland area su m med up the feeli ngs 
of many producers. "I 'd be very surprised i f  they get 
m uch response to that plan.  I wouldn't touch it with a 
stick . , "  M r. Speaker. Another produ cer who is well
known,  Bob S mith, a beef producer from the MacG re
gor area. He says, "There are three basic problems 
with that plan .  F i rst, the plan includes a central desk 
market ing agency. We would have to put all o u r  cattle 
through it. We're afraid it could mean a market board 
sneak ing  through the back d oor. Secondly, the plan 
calls for the f in ishin g  of cattle and most farmers are 
n ot set up for that." That is something,  M r. Speaker, 
that the M i n ister d id  not take i nto consideration. 

Farmers are also worried because the same g ov
ernment is r u n n i n g  this program that ran the 1 976 
program. The 1 976 program proved to be badly disor
ganized. Smith says he attended a local meeting of the 
Central Cattle Producers' Association and most pro
ducers there were not plan nin g  to jo in .  M r. Speaker, 
that is the feelin g  of the people, the cattle producers in 
the Portage area. I believe, S i r, that speaks for most of 
them in the Province of Manitoba. 

M r. Speaker, this govern ment j ust have not been 
able to g ive the farmers the a nswers to q uestions they 
need to k now, answers to q u estions they are asking 
a n d  m ust know in order to make up the i r  own 
decisions. 

M r. Speaker, the announcement that the provi ncial 
share of capital gains tax on family farms will be 
removed is g ood news. Any rebate on taxes collected 
will be appreciated. However, on a large sale of farm 
land exceedi n g  the $200,000 mark at the rate of 1 5  
percent t o  1 6  percent rebate o n  the first $ 1 00,000 is 
fin e, but as I u n derstan d  not too many will l ikely 
benefit from this. 

M r. Speaker. the 1 5-percent hike on  d iesel fuel 
might easily be what could put some of the transfers 
out of busi ness. It will be highly u nlikely, S i r, that any 
new big trucki ng  firms would look to joining the large 
n u m ber  of firms that today have their headquarters i n  
Man itoba and when they could operate with a greater 
margin of profit worki ng out of the Provi nce of Sas
katchewan .  It will be very i nteresti ng  to see what will 
happen there. The added costs of d iesel fuel to those 
in the busi ness will j ust be passed on to the consu mer. 
There is no  doubt about that, Mr .  Speaker. The many 
hidden taxes that will come out of this Budget that will 
affect the average Man itoban are not go ing to be real
ized for a considerable t ime. 

Mr .  Speaker, the Member for ln kster, when he spoke 

last week i n  su pport of his government's B udget, he 
raved on  and on and on  about the way the previous 
government mismanaged the affairs of the p rovince. 
You k now, Mr .  Speaker, the honourable member  
remi nds me of  the soapbox speakers that operated in  
Hyde Park  d ur ing the war. Yes, a lot  of  us  have heard 
them. We stood there in awe watching  these people u p  
on  their soapbox i n  Hyde Park a n d  wavin g  their arms 
and try ing to convi nce the people that they had all the 
a nswers. Well, I can assu re you the Member for l n k
ster has n ot got all the answers and nor  do I, S ir .  He 
spoke o n  how the p revious government dragged its 
feet on the C rit ical Home Program. I want to suggest 
to hi m - he said how his government  is going to 
expand and revitalize this program. I only hope, Sir, 
for the sake of the taxpayers of the provi nce that when 
they revitalize that program, as he says they are going 
to d o  that they'll watch over that program better than 
they did in 1 976. 

I recall, M r. Speaker, when I was out campai g n i n g  
f o r  the 1 977 election I came across this little home 
where a carpenter actually had cut out practically the 
whole s ide of this home to i nstall windows; one was a 
lovely big picture window. M r. Speaker, that picture 
window itself, that u n it, was worth m ore than that 
entire home. Yet, that government at that t ime, let 
these programs ramble on .  They went on and rambled 
on. They j ust had no control over them and I'm afraid,  
Sir, that the same will  happen again. 

So many of the p rograms the NOP Government 
supports are u n reasonable. They get carried away; 
they can't keep control of them and have little regard, 
if  any, for the dollars they are spend ing .  M r. Speaker, I 
fi n d  it very alarming that the Government of Manitoba 
who in s ix short months has put the people of Man i
toba i n  the position of fac ing  the largest deficit i n  the 
history of this province, a n d  has stated that it will be 
borrowin g  $750 mill ion o n  the world money market in  
i ts  first year of office. Yes,  they laugh, the brag about it 
almost. Well, Mr .  Speaker, I don't believe the voters of 
Manitoba ever thought last N ovember that the NOP 
Government would be doing that -(lnterjection)
no, that's right, there was n o  word mentioned that they 
would be spend ing  m oney to that degree. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my op in ion  that this province is 
head ing  to the point of far too m uch government 
involvement, i nstead of c uttin g  back. I wonder j ust 
what the province's economic position will be after 
another three year's of socialist g overnment. I do sup
port my leader, the Leader of the Opposition's 
amendment  on  this B udget. 

Thank you ve�much. 
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber 
for Brandon East. 

HON. LEONARD S. EVANS (Brandon East): Than k  
you very m uch, M r. Speaker. This i s  a very i nterest ing 
su bject, a very i nterest ing debate -(lnterjection)
well, I'll have to thi n k  about it 

I want to say that I rather enjoyed some of the 
remarks made by the preceding speaker, the Member  
for  Portage la  Prairie. Although he's n ot given to  the 
colo u rful  phrases and the superlative adjectives 
expected of the Mem ber for Fort Garry, nevertheless 
he talks like a true Conservative; i ndeed, the Member  



Monday, 17 May, 1982 

for Portage is a true Conservative and at least he 
doesn't talk out of two sides of his mouth as some 
other mem bers opposite happen to do from t ime to 
time. 

M r. Speaker, the Member for Portage said among 
other thi ngs, that the problem with our  party i n  g ov
ernment is that we might have, or words to this affect, 
too m u ch govern ment a n d  he, indeed, was concerned 
about too m uch government. And that is a legit imate 
Conservative posit ion;  it's a neo-Conservative posi
tion, I m ight add, Mr. Speaker, a modern-day Conser
vative, some people use the term neo-Conservative 
posit ion,  where they follow the philosophy that the 
least gover n ment is the best government and that is a 
legiti mate position. There are other legit imate posi
t ions, M r. Speaker. I don't happen to agree with the 
positio n  of the Mem ber for Portage but he's entitled to 
it and I would rather hear someone sou ndly say: "This 
is where I stand a n d  I would really l ike to see taxes cut 
and programs cut," because I think ,  really, this is what 
the Member  for Portage does believe in and he d oes 
state it and he's true to his pri nci ples. But so often we 
get a lot of huffery and puffery from mem bers oppo
site and we go on talk ing ad i nf in i tum and perhaps ad 
n auseam about philosophical posit ions and policy 
positions and so on  and it really leaves me rather 
confused as to where the mem bers stand,  because 
we're critic ized on  the one hand for rais ing taxes and 
on  the other hand,  we're criticized for  not spend ing  
enough money o n  certai n  programs so I really get 
confused by some mem bers opposite. 

I think ,  Mr. Speaker, that we have to recogn ize i n  
this Legislature, as i n deed the people o f  Manitoba 
recognize, that the role of the Prov ince of Man itoba to 
hold is a very tough role; that to develop the provi nce 
i n  a meani n gful economic way is a very difficult chal
lenge. It's a challenge that may be almost insurmoun
table to any Provincial Govern ment. We indeed have a 
l im ited resource base. We have some very g ood 
resources but let's face it we, u nfortunately, do not 
have the plentiful oil  and gas, the various petroleu m  
supplies o f  the Provin ce o f  Alberta, indeed, w e  d on't  
have the modern resource assets of the Provi n ce of 
Saskatchewan.  While we have some excellent m iner
als, base metals and so on, while we have a very rich 
but rather small agricultu ral base compared to the two 
western provinces, to the two p rovinces to the west of 
us, relatively speak i n g  o u r  resource base is l im ited. 
Unfort u n ately we are distant from major  markets so it 
makes it rather difficult for some of o u r  manufacturers 
to compete and the local market is rather s mall. Our  
domestic market is relatively small because we have a 
vast geography but we have barely m ore than a mill ion 
souls i nhabiti ng  this g reat province of o u rs so it is ,  
i ndeed, very diff icult at any t ime to see s ign ificant 
economic g rowth occurr ing i n  our secondary i n dus
try i n  particular. 

In this day and age, M r. Speaker, I thi n k  we m ust 
become aware, m ore than at any other t i me, that 
indeed we're n ot an economic islan d  u nto ourselves. 
That phrase I had used for many years while in Oppo
sition, a n d  previously when in government, that we 
have to recog n ize, as sometimes we don't wish to 
recogn ize perhaps i n  this House to the extent that we 
should do, that we a re, i ndeed, affected by the 
nation al economic situation. Indeed, we are affected 

very m uch by the economic policies that come out of 
Washi ngton and if the Federal US Government insists 
u pon having a high i nterest rate policy for whatever 
reason ,  there is going to be a negative i mpact on the 
American economy which i ndeed spills over, u n fortu
nately, i nto the Canadian economy. 

There's no  doubt, M r. Speaker, that we are livin g  i n  
very tough ti mes and some o f  the most solid, large 
corporations that we see amidst us in the United 
States and Canada are suffering very d rastically at 
this t ime. Companies that have had a very, very solid 
and long record of economic g rowth, of industrial 
g rowth, who have paid their shareholders good 
retu rns, good dividends, are now sufferin g  and they're 
shouting loud and clear why they are suffer ing .  I'll j ust 
use a cou ple of examples that appeared in recent 
newspaper articles. One article I have which was 
reported i n  the F ree Press of today but comes out of 
the N ew York Ti mes News Service is of the John 
Deere Company of Moline, Illinois and it is a good 
com pany, it's a company that has had an excellent 
record of growth, an excellent record of paying  d ivi
dends, an excellent record of j ust sheer i ncreas ing 
productivity through the years. But here the economic 
recession is becoming so bad that John Deere is now 
bei n g  affected. I'll j ust q uote a couple of sentences 
here from this art icle: "But spr ing has come late to the 
mid-west this year and a slacken ing i n  the demand for 
agricultural equi pment has been one result of that 
delay. Consequently Deere and Company, the farm 
i m plement i ndustry's largest and most profitable 
company, is cutting back in the t ime when it would 
n ormally be expanding."  

Then it talks about "Deere predicti ng  a serious 
decli ne i n  earn i ngs this year and announced that it 
would slash productions schedules by a n  addit ional 5 
percent, dropping the level of output to 1 5  percent 
below its last year rate. At Deere, a well-disciplined 
and conservative organizat ion where management 
decisions are made by consensus, the predomi nant 
feel ing is that i nterest rates will stay high enough to 
keep demand for farm equip ment, its mai n product 
l ine, below the anemic levels of last year. Company 
officials complained bitterly about the B udget impasse 
in Washington an said it was ru in ing  business pros
pects and wreck ing havoc with its plans." Then the 
article goes on to say how Deere has earned a spar
kli ng  rep utation for its plan n i n g  and execution over 
many decades and how it has had a n  enviable dealer 
network and where it's engaged in heavy i nvestment 
in new plant and equipment over the years. I'll q u ote 
and this is the last two sentences: "But the recession 
in the farm economy, the worst s ince the 1 930s," that's 
the period of the g reat depression ,  "is blemishin g  
Deere's remarkable performance, 1 4  percent o f  its 
50,000 workers are already unemployed with m ore 
layoffs on  the horizon." 
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M r. Speaker, I thought it was useful to relate to one 
very successful well-k nown large American company 
and the difficulties it is having in the United States and 
there are many reasons that effect the g rowth of any 
company and it 's sales, obviously. Certainly one 
major reason is the American recession ,  cou pled with 
very high i nterest rates. Looking at this country, to use 
an example, where else should we look  but at the 
Canadian Pacific Company, C P  is one of the largest 
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corporat ions in Canada, and it too is bein g  h it  by the 
recession that we're now experiencing and if anyone 
has any skepticism that we are, i ndeed, in a serious 
recession all you have to d o  is look at  the evidence 
presented or the data presented to the a n nual share
holders meeting earlier this month of the Canadian 
Pacif ic Ltd. That company is Canada's biggest com
pany, by v irtue of its $ 1 2  bill ion a year Consolidated 
Revenues in 1 98 1 .  It reported, M r. Speaker, a decl ine 
of 65 percent i n  first q uarter profits and C P  Chairman,  
Frederick B urbidge said there could be more bad 
news later this year. That develop ment certainly m i r
rors the depressed state of the Canadian economy, i n  
general, a n d  I would say, M r. Speaker, a n d  this drives 
the point  home, is that no large or  s mall company can 
claim i m m u n ity from the c urrent economic recession 
that North A merican, that Canada is experiencing.  

So we, not bei ng  a economic island u nto ourselves, 
are participat ing ,  u nfortunately, in this general eco
nomic d ownturn wavin g  over the North American 
economy. I suppose you could make a n  argument that 
whatever we do i n  a B u dget i n  Man itoba won't have 
that much affect on  our economy but, Mr. Speaker, I 
t h i n k  you could make a case that it does have some 
margi nal affect one way or the other. Therefore, it's 
i ncumbent upon any Provincial Govern ment in Mani
toba to do whatever it can to offset the tide of reces
sion,  to do whatever it can to hold back the economic 
decline that is pressur ing us.  

M r. Speaker, many people talked about a balanced 
B u dget and I su ppose we could have had a balanced 
B u dget. How do we get a balanced B u d get anyway? 
Well, there's no magic about it, you could raise taxes 
even. more than we've raised taxes; we could have 
added even more to the Health and Education levy; we 
could have added some to the sales tax; we could have 
i ncreased personal and corporat ion i ncome tax, cer
tainly we could have raised m ore taxes, that is a possi
bility, we could have offered that avenue, we could 
have pu rsued that avenue;  certainly, we could have 
cut programs, that's a nother way of coming to gr ips 
with the so-called balanced Budget. We could have 
s imply said, well even though i nflatio n  is r u n n i n g  a 
fai rly steady pace still with us we won't worry about 
that, we will n ot i nc rease the fund ing for thse different 
programs whatever they maybe, in Education, i n  
Health, i n  Hig hways or  Agriculture, wherever, w e  
won't i ncrease these because w e  don't have the 
money so the increase will be less than i nflation.  Of 
cou rse, either zero increase o r  perhaps an increase 
less than the rate of i nflation and if it is less than the 
rate of i nflation, Mr .  Speaker, it means that there is de 
facto cutback and that is, of course, what we expe
rienced in Man itoba for several years u n der the p re
vious Lyon ad m i nistraton w here, particularly the first 
two years of acute protracted restraint, where the 
rates of increase were way below the level of i nflat ion 
with j ust a fraction of i nflation rates and,  as a result i n  a 
real sense, p rograms were cut back across the board 
in Man itoba, whether you look at our social welfare 
field, that is health programs for the mentally retarded 
or what have you, or  whether you looked at education,  
or  whether you look at any of the governmental 
departments and g overn mental programs. There was 
a real red uction in those services. 

It seems to me, M r. Speaker, that in the N ovember 
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1 98 1  election the people for M an itoba told us loudly 
and clearly that they d id n't like the acute protracted 
restra int approach of the Lyon Government; that they 
did not want their  Provincial Government to cut back 
severely i n  help for the handicapped, i n  help for the 
aged, in help for the poor, i n  help for o u r  ed ucational 
systems. They said they wanted a government that 
was caring ,  a govern ment that was going to take a 
more prudent approach to social programming ,  a 
party that could brin g  in a g overnment that would, 
i ndeed, be concerned about h u man develop ment, 
soc ial d evelo p m e n t, in a d d i t i o n  to eco n o m i c  
development. 

I ask, Mr. Speaker, there's a g reat amount of debate 
about whether we should have a deficit or whether the 
deficit is too big or  what k i n d  of deficit we s hould have. 
I don't k now what's so magical about this matter of a 
deficit or a surplus in some ways, there's been so 
much  talk about the need to balance the B udget. I say 
i f  we balance the B u dget per year why don 't we bal
ance the B ud get every quarter or, better still, why 
don't  we balance the B u dget every month,  or  maybe 
we should balance it every week, or  how about every 
day or h ow about every hour? Then of course, it gets 
r idiculous. The point bei ng ,  M r. Speaker, there is 
nothi n g  magical about balancing the B udget over the 
year, year by year.  Certainly what is more important is 
to look at the budgeti ng ,  the spend ing  and the taxing 
by government over a period of the business cycle. 
S u rely what we want to do is to use to the extent that 
we can, is to use govern ment spend ing  and tax ing  
power to offset the busi ness cycle and, t herefore, M r. 
Speaker, it is most appropriate that o u r  M i n ister of 
F inan ce and that this govern ment brought i n  a deficit 
Budget at this time. It is most appropriate to have a 
B u dget deficit of the size that we d id  because th is  
B udget with the s ize of deficit we have I'd say, is 
stimulative of our economic situation .  If it  was bal
anced, it would be less stimulative. 

I would suggest, M r. Speaker, that the degree of 
stim ulat ion is i ndeed m odest and is n ot out of line. In 
fact, some people could argue maybe we s hould have 
had a bigger deficit to have a little bit more stim ulus. 
But we want -(Interject ion)- well, the mem ber asks 
me a q uestion from his seat, under what c ircumstan
ces I would see it being balanced. ! say, as I said 
before, I 'd see it being  balanced over a period of years, 
over a period of a business cycle. 

We h ave to pay o u r  way, I know that, we have to pay 
o u r  pay, but I would rem i n d  the honourable mem ber if 
he wants to do a little bit of study of the h istory of 
economies of a lot of the western nations, that some 
countries have had deficits for 30, 40 years and they're 
still operati n g .  The major th ing is to see whether 
there's a deficit i n  terms of employment. S u rely o u r  
objective is t o  get t h e  max imum amount o f  employ
ment. S u rely o u r  objective is to get the max i m u m  
production of goods and services. That's what w e  
want, real goods a n d  services. That's t h e  objective. I f  it 
takes deficits at some time by the provin ce to help 
achieve that, we won't reach that goal ou rselves, but 
we can d o  someth i n g .  Therefore I say if we can do 
something ,  i ndeed we should and i n deed we have. 

But havi ng recog n ized that we have a stim ulative 
deficit Budget, I want to rem i n d  mem bers that if we 
compare ourselves with what's happened so far across 



Canada this year, look ing at the Budgets that have 
been brought down by other provincial M i n isters of 
F inance, you'll see that Man itoba is in a very i nterme
diate position. As a matter of fact, M r. Speaker, every 
provi n ce except Quebec and Newfoundland have 
brought down their  Budgets for the '82/83 year, so we 
can compare ourselves with the other seven provinces 
and you'll f ind that lo and behold the expenditure side, 
the two provinces that have had very very sharp 
increases in spending,  are the Conservative provin
coe of Alberta a n d  the Conservative province of New 
Brunswick. 

The Provin ce of Alberta had a n  expenditure rise this 
year, M r. S peaker, of 27.3 percent .  Please note, our  
increase is 1 6. 4  percent. -(Interject ion)- Well, the 
Mem ber for Pem bina should keep his cool. If he can't 
keep his cool, I tell hi m to shut u p. I tell him to be q uiet 
for a moment.  I am q uoting  the com parative fig u res 
that have been provided for us in the Globe and M ail 
Report on B u s i n ess -(Interject i o n ) - a n d, M r. 
Speaker, us ing the comparative statistics that we've 
had, we have a 27.3 percent in Tory Alberta as I said 
and a 22.3 percent in Conservative New Brunswick. 

It's rather i nterest i n g  that there are some provinces 
that have had a smaller rise in expenditu res than o u r
selves. I' m n ot sug gest ing  we had the lowest rise. In  
fact, I wouldn't want  us to  have the lowest i ncrease, 
but there are provinces, the two most Conservative 
spen d i n g  i ncreases, the smallest spend ing  i ncreases 
were in B ritish Col u m bia 8. 1 percent, in Nova Scotia 
6.6 percent. But the point I 'm mak ing, Mr. Speaker, is 
that our i ncrease i n  spend ing  is i ntermediate, it 's 
somewhere i n  the middle. 

If you look at what happens to the deficits, Mr .  
Speaker, you'll see we're i n  plenty of company. M r. 
Speaker, the o nly provi n ce that budgeted a su rplus 
this year was the NOP government of Saskatchewan.  
That was the only province and they budgeted for a 
$210  mill ion su rplus for '82/83 and they k icked them 
out of office. But every other province in Canada had a 
deficit a n d  I thi n k  if you look  at the list ing,  they all had 
an increase over last year except N ova Scotia and 
Saskatchewan.  The Saskatchewan budget is n ot 
passed. There will be a new budget brought in by the 
new Conservative Fi nance Min ister and I daresay, 
with the c uts in their gasoli ne tax, I wouldn't be s u r
prised if they're i nto a deficit as well. 

But here's Alberta, in 1 98 1 /82 they had a deficit of 
$260 million .  This year, their budget deficit is pro
jected to be $2.45 bill ion, $2.450 billion  deficit com
pared to a $260 million deficit last year. Do you k n ow 
why it's so big, M r. Speaker? In a way you have to 
u nderstand there is the Heritage F u n d  and so on, but 
I'm comparing their budget situation this year to last 
year on the same basis and there's been a sharp 
increase in their deficit f inancing and for good reason, 
because the Provi ncial Treasu rer of Alberta wanted to 
help sti mulate the Alberta economy because it too, is 
feel ing the downward effects of the national eco
nomic recession .  -(Interject ion)- Well, there may 
be political reasons. 

B ritish Columbia's deficit last year was $280 million, 
this year projected to be $360 mill ion.  New Brunswick, 
last year was $200 million deficit; this year it's esti
mated to be $420 mill ion, more than dou ble. 

Incidentally, M r. S peaker, New Brunswick is smaller 
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than Man itoba and when they have a $420 mill ion 
deficit with a population of about 200,000 or  250,000 
less than Manitoba, I say that they are i nto a deficit 
program i n  a far more serious way than we a re.  They 
have a Conservative government as well. 

lf you look at the Conservative G overn ment i n  N ova 
Scotia, what's their budget project ion this year? $390 
mill ion deficit. Pr ince Edward Island, they also have a 
deficit relatively small, but  they're a small p rovi nce, a 
$ 1 0  mill ion deficit. As I say, the last provin ce I have o n  
the list i s  Saskatchewan a n d  i t  had a s urplus of 
$21 0,000.00. 

But the fact is that there are provinces who are 
adopting, if you'd like to say this, a Keynesian approach 
in the belief that major increases in government 
expenditures a re a n  effective m ethod for cou nteract
ing the economic recession that we have. 

So, M r. Speaker, the lesson to be learned from this is 
that with o u r  defic it is we are in an i ntermed iate posi
t ion i n  terms of deficits. There are many provinces that 
have bigger deficits than us.  There a re one or two, l ike 
Saskatchewan, which has a s urplus, P EI which is very 
small, which is smaller than o urs. So what's happen
i ng in M an itoba is n ot out of line with what's been 
happen ing  across Canada. -(lnterject ion)-

1 say, M r. Speaker, as I've sa id  before, the reason in  
terms of  deficits, governments almost automatically 
go i nto a deficit position with a downturn in the econ
omy. Why? Because the reven ue g rowth doesn't 
occur that normally occurs when you have a more 
positive rate of expansion and at the same t ime 
govern ments are  req u i red to mai ntai n certain servi
ces. As a matter of fact some expenditures rise. Var
ious social welfare expenditu res rise in t imes of reces
sion because m ore people are u nemployed. 
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M r .  Speaker, I say that on balance, it's good.  On 
balance we have a good B ud get as I said in the begin
ning and it 's sti mulative, i t 's a good deficit, i t 's a sti
m ulative deficit .  As I said earlier we could have had n o  
deficit - before the Member  for Pembina g ot i nto his 
seat - I said earl ier we could have had no deficit if we 
wanted to raise taxes o r  if we wanted to c ut g overn
ment programs, cut government expenditures, but 
our decision was that it 's necessary to mainta in  gov
ern ment programs and in certain areas, bri n g  about 
certain expansions that were requ i red. At the same 
t ime we recogn ized we needed more m oney but we 
d idn 't want to raise the amount of money that would 
have balanced the Budget because if we did that we 
wouldn't have been able to be in a sti mulative positio n  
a s  w e  are a t  the present t ime. Having said that, I 
repeat, this is a rather m odest effort compared to 
what's going o n  i n  some of the other provinces. 

Mr. Speaker, there's no q uestion in my mind  that o u r  
AA c redit rat ing will be mainta ined, it's a very g ood 
rati ng. We obtained it d u ri ng the Schreyer administra
t ion .  It went from A-plus to AA. I say that o u r  rat ing 
will, even though we have a slightly larger deficit than 
before, o u r  rati n g  will be mai ntained and the reason 
for that, M r. Speaker, is that o u r  tax ing  capacity is 
g ood com pared to other p rovi nces. In  other words, if 
you compare the tax struct u re of M a nitoba with the 
tax struct u re in other provinces, you'll see that we're 
nowhere near as high as many of the other p rovi nces 
i n  this country. In  fact, i n  some i nstances we have the 
lowest rate of tax. 
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If you look at personal i ncome tax, it's relatively 
high but it's not the highest. O u r  personal inco me, this 
is as a percentage of federal basic tax, is 54 percent i n  
Man itoba but compare that with 5 8  percent i n  New
fou n dland, 56.5  percent in Nova Scotia, or 55.5 per
cent in New Brunswick. As I said, there are some 
provi n ces a bit lower than us  but the fact is that we are 
not at the highest level. 

Look at o u r  sales tax. We all k n ow i n  this House that 
at 5 percent, exclud ing Alberta which doesn't have a 
sales tax, at 5 percent we remain the lowest i n  Canada 
of all of the n i ne provinces and com pare this with what 
we see to the east of us: Newfoundland, 1 1  percnt; P E I  
has a 1 O percent sales tax; N ova Scotia has a 1 O per
cent sales tax. They're all Tories. New Brunwick Tory 
Govern ment, 8 percent sales tax: the Levesque G ov
ernment of Quebec, 8 percent; the Ontario Conserva
tive Govern ment, 7 percent and British Colu m bia, 
which is the same thi ng  as a Conservative Govern
ment is 6 percent sales tax. So the credit rat ing  com
panies k now full well that we have lots of capacity i n  
this province for addit ional tax i f  that ever i s  necessary 
and that's taken i nto consideration when you look at 
the tax structures. 

If you look at our corporation i ncome tax on small 
business we're well in l ine, we're agai n around  the 
middle and, i ndeed, with large corporations we're 
secon d  from the top other than B .C .  

Of  course, the other thi ng,  M r. Speaker, that I m ust 
point out  to my fr iends who l ike to tell us how g ood 
thi ngs are i n  Alberta, British Columbia  and Ontario, 
that they have that invidious flat rate p re m i u m  tax for 
health care where now, i n  Ontario, if  you were a family 
in Ontario you'd be paying over $60 a m onth premi
ums towards health care. As you might recall, Mr. 
Speaker, the NOP Government i n  1 969, reduced the 
Medicare prem i u ms by half and I believe it was in 1 970 
we eli m i n ated the other half and went on  to a general 
taxat ion method of paying for o u r  health care i n  this 
province. That's a step that I'm sure the people of 
Manitoba welcomed and I'm pleased that we are still i n  
that position .  B u t  let's face it, a Medicare premium 
levy is a form of tax  and it's a very very regressive tax. 
I t's even m ore regressive than the sales tax. So the 
point is, that we have an excellent credit rat ing and i n  
m y  view, that rati ng  can a n d  will hold. 

The other point I would l ike to make, M r. Speaker, 
which members opposite seem to wish to i g nore or 
certainly don't want to talk about and that is the value 
and the i nherent good that is coming about from some 
of the many programs that we have put i n  place as a 
Provincial Government. Some of these p rograms, or 
all of these programs have been i n  existence, I sup
pose, for some years now and they may have been c ut 
back and so on,  but they were maintai ned and I thin k  
it's a recogn ition by all parties that there's some basic 
services, basic programs, that are essential. I thi n k  
maybe it's a matter o f  degree t o  which extent you want 
to f inance them.  There may be a difference of deg ree 
but I can say without hesitat ion that I am pleased that 
we are provid ing  more money for health care i n  
Man itoba. 

When they c riticize the Budget, whey they crit icize 
the deficit, I say, are you going to cut back on  health 
care? Should you cut back on health care? We have 
probably one of the most sophisticated health care 
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systems anywhere i n  the world and I believe that it's 
our job to ensure that the excellent health care system 
be mai ntained and if, i ndeed, not maintai ned, even 
improved. I thin k  o u r  M i n ister of Health, in his Esti
mates, has shown that there are ways a n d  means that 
we can indeed i mprove o u r  health delivery system and 
we have, i n  connect ion with that, a five-year program 
of construction of n u rsing homes and hospital facili
ties around the province. 

So I'd li ke the mem bers to tell us if they thi n k  there 
shouldn't be a deficit and that should be accom p
lished by means of c utback in expenditures. I ask 
them, would they cut back the expenditures in the 
field of Health or would they have the expenditu res 
such that we couldn't  keep up with the rate of infla
t ion? Similarly, in the area of social services, I contin
u ally am amazed at the vast array of social service 
agencies that are funded by the taxpayers of Mani
toba. I thi n k  that is to the credit  of the people of  
Manitoba that they are p repared to help those less 
fortunate than themselves, that they are p repared to 
help the elderly, that they are prepared to help the 
handicapped, the mentally retarded people a n d  those 
that are generally disadvantaged. 

The Department of Com m u n ity Services has a vast 
array of programs to help people who are handi
capped, who are mentally retarded and, as members 
k now, we are n ow developing a more sophisticated 
day care program and I believe that this is worthwhile 
and the expenditures in that area are most worthwhile 
a n d  are productive in o u r  economy.  I n  the area of 
housing we have i n dicated a major thrust in housing 
construction a n d  housing repair  and this is something  
that will be welcomed by the people of M a nitoba. This 
is somethin g  that is sorely needed, particularly when 
high i nterest rates are thwarti ng the private sector, 
when high i nterest rates are mak ing it v irtually i mpos
si ble for young families to be able to afford housing, 
where it 's making it v i rtually i mpossible for consu
mers generally to put their funds i nto housing because 
they si m ply can't make the payments, at least this is 
what a lot of young couples tell me. 

The field of education, we take it so m uch for 
g ranted. We have an excellent education system in the 
Province of Manitoba and I thin k  we take it for 
g ranted. We have somethi n g  really good going for us 
here; we have excellent teachers, we have a n  excellent 
system, we have a system that maybe envied by many 
places i n  Canada, i ndeed, maybe envied by the people 
all over the world. But there are monies that are 
req u i red to susta in  and mainta in  a n d  develop educa
tion in this province and I ' m  pleased that those pro
posed expenditures have been put forward to this 
Legislature for approval. So there are many, many 
areas that we have i ncreased our spend i ng, there are 
many areas that I haven't mentioned b ut, generally 
speaki ng, it's my belief that the people of Manitoba are 
approvi ng  of these i n itiatives, are approvin g  of the 
Health Care system that we have, of the system that 
we have to help those that are less advantaged than 
ourselves. 

So I say, M r. Speaker, for all the crit icisms I hear 
from the other si de, exactly what would the Conserva
tives have done, what do they propose, they don't tell 
us really what they thi n k  should be done? Should we 
cut expenditu res, should we cut the programs that we 
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have, should we have reduced the fund ing for Health 
Care, tell m e? We have the answers and we s u bmitted 
the answers by v irtue of our Est imates, those are o u r  
answers. that is where w e  stand,  Mr .  Speaker, b u t  I say 
all the critics on the other side, for all their huffery a n d  
puffery, have n o t  told us  j ust what programs they 
want. Let them stand up here and be specific, let the 
Member  for Pem bina stand up and be specific, where 
would he c ut, tell us? He's afraid to tell the people of 
Manitoba -(Interjection)- Well I'd eli m i nate the 
Member for Pembi na, I'd eli m i nate his r id ing, because 
the Member  for Pembina said he'd eli m inate the MLA 
for Brandon East so this is a tit for tat i nterjection . 

The fact is, M r. Speaker, the Member for Pem bina  
and other mem bers opposite are  afraid, where is the 
Member for Roblin, will he tell us where to cut the 
B ud get, where will the Member for Roblin c ut the 
Budget. If he'd tell me I'd be glad to hear specifically 
what part of the Health Budget would he cut, what part 
of Education would he c ut? 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order please. The Honour
able Member for Roblin-Russell on a point of order. 

MR. J. WALLY McKENZIE (Roblin-Russell): The 
Honourable Mem ber for Brandon asked me where I've 
been, if  he will g ive me the privilege floor I'd be more 
than pleased to tell hi m where I've been s ince this 
government took office. M r. Speaker, I d on't thi n k  I've 
e v e r  s e e n  a m o re w e a k  g o ve r n m e n t , m o r e  
u nq ualified . .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order please. I do not 
believe the hon o u rable member's remarks constitute 
a point of order. The Honourable M i n ister of Com
m u n ity Services has two minutes remai n ing .  

MR. EVANS: So I say, apart f rom the vagu e  generali
ties they i ncluded in the i nterjection by the Member  
for Roblin,  I would l i ke  the hon o u rable mem bers to 
specify to the people of Manitoba precisely and 
exactly what they would cut.  There's these spending 
Est imates i n  front of them a n d  they can read it as well 
as anybody else, or alternatively would they raise 
taxes, where would they get the tax money? They 
don't want to c ut, what taxes are they going to raise, 
would the please tell us? Are they going to raise per
sonal taxes, are they going to raise corporation 
i ncome taxes or  are they going to i ncrease sales 
taxes? They don 't seem to l ike o u r  Health and Educa
tion levy; o u r  Health and Education levy is a fair tax, it 
is m uch m ore equitable, as the M i n ister of F inance 
explained,  than a sales tax. So, M r. Speaker. I would 
l ike the members opposite to tell us  j ust where would 
they raise taxes. 

I suggest, M r. Speaker, that the people of Man itoba 
on  N ovem ber 1 7, 1 981 ind icated that they don't want 
the k ind  of govern ment they had before u nder the 
previous Premier of this province, the Leader of the 
Conservative Party; they d on't want acute protracted 
restraint; they do not believe the philosophy of 
members opposite that the least government is the 
best g overn ment, they s imply d on't believe that, they 
rejected that. They do appreciate that the govern ment 
can maintain a good Health Care system, they don't 
want to see that cut back. They do appreciate the fact 

that we have a f ine education system a n d  that should 
not be allowed to deteriorate. 

M r. Speaker, we have presented a good B ud get, it's 
a Budget for o u r  ti mes; it's a Budget n ot out of l ine with 
some of the other provinces, as I've explai ned; it's a 
Budget that the people of M an itoba accept. We're 
go ing to have to pay more attention to economic 
thrusts i n  years ahead and,  i ndeed, this govern ment 
will do. We will, as we p roceed, M r. Speaker, follow 
o u r  pri nc iples of humanity first a n d  social j ustice. 
These pr inciples will p revail and it will i nclude o u r  
concern f o r  provid ing  jobs f o r  the people o f  Man itoba 
as well as our concern for social secu rity. We s imply 
don't believe in the Tory economic philosophy, oth
erwise known as the trickle-down theory; some peo
ple call it  the horse and sparrow theory - you feed the 
horses and ult imately you'll have a little left to feed the 
sparrows. I say, Mr. Speaker, that k i n d  of philosophy, 
that trickle-down theory as is espoused ult imately by 
people of the economic right, will s i m ply not work a n d  
will n o t  be accepted. 

Our B udget is a Budget for the ti mes, o u r  B udget is 
a Budget that I k n ow, talk i n g  to my constituents for 
three days last week, is well accepted by the people of 
my r id ing  and I thin k  they're typical. I spent three days 
in the City of Brandon i nclu d i ng talk i n g  to a busdriver 
and a busd river is someone who comes in contact 
with h u n d reds of people every day and, M r. Speaker, I 
can tell you that the people of Man itoba thi n k  that the 
fi rst Budget brought d own by the N ew Democratic 
Party Government is a good B udget, a soun d  B u d get 
and it's well received by the people. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member  
for N iakwa. 
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MR. ABE KOVNATS (Niakwa): Tha n k  you very m u ch, 
Mr. Speaker. It gets to a point where I almost don't  
know how to handle the situation. There's people up 
i n  the gallery and there's people u p  i n  the press gallery 
to take down all the words of wisdom that is go ing  to 
be espoused by myself in the next short time. There 
m ust be one door open in the gallery because I see m y  
wife a n d  a cou ple of neighbours u p  there so they are 
able to get i n .  

F i rst of all, M r. Speaker, I congratulate you on  the 
position that you've taken as being the Deputy Speaker 
and tak ing over in place of the Speaker who is not well 
at this t i me. I would much rather see the health of the 
Speaker m uch improved and be sitting in the Chair in 
you place, S i r, but  at this time I respect the positio n  
that y o u  are n ow taki ng over a n d  I c a n  always say that 
you've done a good job and I have no complaints 
concerning the Speaker and the thi ngs  that you have 
done up u ntil now. 

F i rst of all, I would j ust like to make a cou ple of 
remarks concerni n g  the Honourable Member for 
B randon East, the M i n ister of Com m u n ity Services, I 
believe where he said it was all right to have a modest 
deficit. The M i n ister considers $400 mill ion a modest 
deficit. Does he consider m u rder a m inor misdemea
n o r? I n otice that on page 221 9, June 25, 1 97 1 ,  the 
Min ister made a remark in Hansard, "And another 
exam ple is Sau n ders Ai rcraft, a company that but for 
the grace of a few people, myself and my department 
could have gone to Quebec." Thank  God the M i n ister 



was able to save it for M anitoba. 
I also notice that he has lowered hi mself to talk ing to 

busd rivers i n  B randon.  If that's how he gets his i nfor
mation ,  I thi n k  that busdrivers are on the same level as 
a nybody else and actually, you k now, it sou nded l ike 
he said, I've even talked to a busdriver. G od help the 
busdrivers for bei n g  able to talk to the Honourable 
M i n ister. 

I don't thin k  that I've got 40 m i nutes to speak, M r. 
Speaker, but oh, I'll probably carry on for a little bit 
longer anyway. 

You k now this afternoon I was listen ing  to the 
Attorney-General making his remarks about protracted 
restrai nt and to stimulate the economy and I thin k  the 
Attorney-General is yell ing that you've got to spend 
money that you d on 't have. You can always get the 
money or owe it in the future. But he was talk ing about 
r u n n i ng on  the spot,  where are you going. I guess the 
Attorney-General is still run n i n g  on the spot. He 
doesn't know where he's go ing ;  he doesn't know 
whether he's advancing or  go ing back. But  he made 
some remarks and he took  offense to havi ng  been 
associated with jackboots. Well, I don't  k now where 
the offense takes place, but I was associated with 
seaboots dur ing  my n avy time and my neighbou r  up i n  
the gallery also was i nvolved with the navy a n d  I don't 
take any offense at all with being associated with 
seaboots or  jackboots or  whatever. I thin k  it 's j ust a 
ploy to gai n some sympathy and he's not going to get 
any sympathy from me. 

If he's talk i ng about the taxi ng  -(lnterjection)
we'll get to the drunken sailors in a m i n ute too 
because that's my backgrou nd. It m ight sound a little 
bit hum ou rous at this t ime because -(lnterjection)
no,  I have some remarks to make and I've been 
through it both. I've been k n ow n  to take a dr ink  and 
I've been known to be a sailor, but we'll get  back to that 
j ust very shortly. I'm still criticiz i n g  the Attorney
General for the remarks he made about taxi ng the 
candy in O ntario. Who gives a damn what they're 
doing in O ntario? We're in Man itoba. This is where we 
should be considering the thi ngs that are happening 
here. 

We're talk ing about Man itoba, the Premier of Mani
toba who sits there and yells - I was watching him this 
afternoon and you k now, I thi n k  that if the people of 
Man itoba could o nly watch him on  television the way 
that he pounds on the desk and, you k now, I'm bei n g  
critical o f  hi m ,  b u t  it's r idiculous. I remember a s  a k i d  
w e  had these little boards that y o u  would sit o n  a n d  
you had these little tap dancers a n d  y o u  bang the 
board and they would be flipp ing all over the place -
there's my Honourable Premier of the P rovi nce of 
Man itoba. And I recall at a Hydro hearing last year 
where the Honourable Premier of the P rovince of 
Man itoba who was the Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition at the t ime, couldn't q uite accept what was 
going on and what d id  he do? He took his group out of 
the Hydro heari n g ,  he walked out, he got mad and he 
walked out of the Hydro hearing and he took his ball 
and went home. I hope now that he's got the responsi
bility -(Interject ion)- when I ask you a q uestion 
then you talk.  But I hope n ow that he's the Premier of 
the Province of Manitoba that he'll have a little bit 
more responsibility and will stick a round  even if it gets 
a little hot in the kitchen ,  that he sticks aro u n d  
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because he is the Premier of the Provi nce of Man itoba 
and the people of the Province of Man itoba elected 
him as the Premier and I respect hi m for that and I wish 
him every good success on bei n g  the Premier  of the 
Province of Man itoba and I hope he has good success 
for the next fou r years and then o ut. I've j ust got to get 
my n otes together -(Interjection)- well, so far. 

You k now, and I hear from the government side the 
term "selective am nesia" and keep play ing on  "selec
tive amnesia" l ike what they're i nferri ng  is that we 
forget what we don't want to know and we remem ber 
what we do want to k now. Here it is,  selective am nesia. 
I would rather be associated with selective amnesia 
that selective stup idity. 

You k now I've g ot to tell a little story, M r. Speaker, 
concerni ng my neighbou r  d own the street. When you 
talk about selective stu pidity, I thi n k  that he's been 
associated with the New Democratic Party because 
the front yard of his house, right i n  the front of his 
house, it  was a little low and he decided that he would 
get some fill for the front of the house. So he spoke to 
his neighbour  who was p uttin g  in a d riveway and he 
said, "Look, when it comes t ime and you're going to be 
putting  i n  the d riveway and you've got some extra 
earth," he says, ''I'll take a truckful. J ust put in the low 
spot on  the front of the lawn." When he got home 
about 4 o'clock that afternoon,  there was a mou ntai n 
of earth about the size of his house and he says, "What 
happened?" And the fellow who was putt ing the earth 
there j ust kept bri n g i ng it a n d  br ing ing it a n d  n obody 
told hi m to stop. This is what happens with the New 
Democratic Government. N obody's told them when to 
stop. They're n ot smart enough to know that you can 
only go so far without h u rt ing the people of the Prov
i nce of Man itoba and they keep going on  and on  and 
on .  For goodness sakes, stop already. 

I've got a couple of remarks for the Honourable 
M i n ister of Health. You k now, the Honourable M i n is
ter of Health is q u ite a humorist. I'm q uite disap
pointed i n  the Honourable M i n ister of Health because 
it's the first t ime that I've really seen hi m in a vicious 
natu re. I've never k n own hi m to be as vicious as he was 
earlier on this even ing .  He's a k ind  and a gentle person 
and he k nows the benefits of bei ng  a socialist because 
he's been a cou ple of other different parties but he 
k n ows the benefits of bei n g  a socialist. He got to be 
the M i n ister of Health and he's a senior member  i n  this 
Cabi net and I'm sure one of the prime members to 
take over when the Honourable Premier is no longer 
there. I can see everybod) vyi n g  for posit ions to take 
over from the Honou rable Premier and I thi n k  the 
M i n ister of Health will be right in l ine there. 

I was wondering what the M i n ister of Health had to 
give u p ,  really, to become a member  of this party and 
to become a M i n ister of the C rown. A little bit of self 
respect, but  not enough, but a little bit of self respect, 
yes. -(Interjection)- He was talk i n g  about the pay
roll tax and he said,  you k n ow, this tax is n ot goi n g  to 
affect the retired people and the people on welfare, 
those were his exact words. "The payroll tax will n ot 
affect the people on welfare and the retired people." 
That's a bu nch of baloney; it's got to affect them. You 
make reference to crocodile tears; that's a bu nch of 
crock, and that's short for crocodile tears. 

The Honou rable M in ister knows we supported some 
of the same thi ngs. We've supported the French cul-
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ture and the F rench language and thi ngs of that 
n at u re a n d  we have supported aid to private schools.  
-(Interjection)- I said we have supported aid to pri
vate schools. I say that the M i n ister has supported aid 
to private schools. But I asked the M i n ister of Ed u ca
tion a l i ttle earlier on, prior to the Esti mates, whether 
the private schools were going to be getting the same 
type of i nc rease fund ing  as pu bl ic schools. The 
answer came back :  "No."  As a senior member  of this 
Cabinet I would hope that the Honou rable M i n ister of 
Health, who has the same i nterests as I have concern
i ng aid to private schools, wil l  speak to the M i n ister of 
Educatio n  so that we can, i n  effect, get this extra 
mon ies and aid to private schools that they so richly 
deserve. 

I d on't thi n k  the M i n ister of Health can sit back any 
longer. He has got to come r ight out  i n  open su pport 
of aid to private schools -(Interjection)- yes, he 
does a n d  he's got to tel l  the M i n ister of Education, of 
which he has some i nf luence, that aid to private 
schools m ust be kept on the same basis as the extra 
tax money to publ ic  schools. 

I also remember hi m sayi ng  some remarks concern
ing, a l itt le earl ier, when they were tal k i n g  about the 
two M i n ister's of Health, about how the previous 
ad min istration had c ut back a l l  the way along the l i ne  
when i t  came to hospital fund ing  and that hospital 
fund ing was on ly  increased by 2.8 percent one year, 
which was r id icu l ous, a n d  how - I thi n k  it was either 
for hospitals or n u rsing care homes - a n d  how the 
previous Conservative Government had cut back on  
the n u m ber  of  rashers of bacon, was three rashers of  
bacon cut back  to two rashers of bacon, but now since 
the New Democratic Government has gotten in,  
everybody gets three rashers of bacon .  -(Inter
ject ion)- Well,  that was part of the story that was 
going around .  Everybody now u nder the New Demo
cratic Party Government gets three rashers of bacon, 
inc lud ing this l ittle  o ld  Jewish lady in the hospital who 
doesn't want it. -(l nterjection)-

Before I leave the Min ister of Education, I've received 
a bunch of letters here concern ing the Baccalaureate 
Prog ram for n u rsing and I'm j ust going to read one of 
the letters so it w i l l  be on f i le so that the people who 
have sent me these letters as their representative wi l l  
k now that I've spoken to the M i n ister and I woul d  hope 
that somethin g  wi l l  come about in the next short t ime. 
It's add ressed to M r. Kovnats and they're all signed in 
case I have to table them. It says: 

"Cu rrent trends in health services requ ire g reater 
expertise for better patient care. A Baccalaureate 
Program in n u rs ing especial ly desig ned for registered 
n u rses with previous d i ploma preparat ion has been 
approved by the Un iversities G rants Com mission. 
The University of Manitoba, the University of Win
n i peg and the Un iversity of B randon are co-operat ing 
developi ng  this program. I ask  you,  as  my elected 
representive, to actively support our appeal to the 
Min ister of Education for fund ing of this program. I am 
actively appea l ing  to the M i n ister of Ed ucation for 
funding of this program."  Thank you. 

Now to get back to the bacon issue. I l ook  across the 
Cham ber  and I see Moses with his f inger u p  in the air 
again because I have made reference to him before. I 
keep talk ing  about Moses, and I hope that withi n three 
or four years I can be over on that side and keep 
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making reference to Solan on this side, but I'm 
rem i n ded that Moses l ed the Jews out of bondage 
across the desert to the prom ised land.  Because of the 
dietary laws, the eat ing of pork was forbidden because 
it was causing sicknesses and because it wasn't being 
properly cooked. You can fry bacon, you can bar
becue spareribs, you can roast a pork lo in,  you can eat 
a ham sandwich and no matter what you cal l  it, it's sti l l  
a pork p roduct. A payrol l  tax b y  a n y  other name i s  sti l l  
a sa les tax; a h i d d e n  sales tax, o n l y  worse. 
-(Interjection)- Yes, I got up to speak j ust for those 
people who l i ke to eat pork. 

1. This payrol l  tax wi l l  affect and h u rt all of the 
people of the Province of Manitoba by i n creas ing 
costs for  g oods, products and services. 

2.  In the case of employee wages, there wi l l  be less 
i ncreases or, i n  fact, some red uctions. 

3. F ina l ly  go broke. That's the other third alternative 
of a person i n  business with this payrol l  tax. They can 
c lose the doors, q u it trying ;  it's no use. The N D P  
Govern ment doesn't care. 

F i rst of all, all products, g oods and services coming 
from o utside the provi nce wi l l  have a decided advan
tage; no 1 .5 percent payrol l  tax. All products, goods 
and services coming from within Manitoba wil l  have 
1 .5 percent added to costs inc luded in the produ cts 
that have never been taxed before; chi ldren's clothing,  
food,  services of the C lergy and benevolent organiza
tion services. 

The Clergy, the backbone of the comm u n ity, aren 't 
happy with this regressive tax. It wi l l  have to be 
charged or deducted from the M i n ister's salary, the 
secretary, the caretaker and a l l  of the other people 
who work aro u n d  the churches. Is it the i ntention of 
the government to force the churches out of busi
ness? -(Interject ion)- If y"ou don't l i ke  it j ust sit on  it 
and you can speak you r piece when you get your turn .  
Does this  government consider  a l l  of the free services 
performed by the chu rch and not compensated, the 
bookwork for marriages and deaths and births, coun
sel l i ng  for the people i n  trouble who could be a b u rden 
o n  the Man itoba taxpayer. Wi l l  the g overnment send 
in  their i nspectors to check the records of the churches 
d u ri n g  reg u lar  business hours? Wou l d  1 1  :00 a.m.  o n  
the Sabbath b e  convenient, would the $ 1  m i l l ion  i t  
woul d  cost the govern ment  t o  admin ister increases 
because of overt ime on Sat u rdays and S u ndays? 
Does the Member for St. Johns, I g uess he's not here 
so I g u ess this remark is j ust go ing  to go u n heeded, 
support the tax that puts some chu rches i nto f inancial  
problems also causing dissension? 

I remember when rent controls were bei n g  changed. 
The labour u n ions represented, advised that wage 
i ncreases were inevitable because of the higher cost 
of l iving .  These same u n ions m ust n ow accept 
decreases and lower i ncreases in their negotiations or 
suffer the consequences. As you keep going to the 
welfare water the government is rapid ly  d ry ing out the 
well and there wi l l  be n o  water left. In the u nion case 
no money left for increases. Let somebody else pay 
but somehow it boi ls d own to the people of the P rov
i nce of Manitoba. There are no free rides. 

Large businesses and f inancial successfu l  smal ler 
busi nesses wi l l  write out a cheque a n d  deduct from 
their corporation tax this new payrol l  tax, n o  sweat, no  
p roblems, no  costs. Smal l  businesses and those busi-
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nesses in f inancial  trou ble don't pay corporation tax, 
so they m ust absorb this 1 .5-percent provincial tax, or  
negotiate smal ler wage i ncreases for  the i r  staff, or lay 
off some of the staff or  pass it onto their customers - or 
a l l  th ree. There wi l l  be more closing in the category of 
small busi ness u n less the govern ment he lps farm 
implement dealers and farm i m plement manufactur
ers. The farm i mp lement dealers are hanging on  by a 
thread and the Provincial Government are coming i n  
with their scissors to c u t  that thread. They don't care, 
stop a lready, g ive those farm i m plement dealers a 
chance. 

I ' m  told this B udget is to help us  throug h  the tough 
economic ti mes d i rectly q uoted by the M in ister of 
F inance. The people of M an itoba don't want the help 
that causes h ig her rates on  produ cts that i ncrease 
i nflation and put people out of work and everyone 
from the N D P  sittin g  there g loat ing .  See, we d idn 't 
raise the sales tax and you sit there and you g loat 
about it. It's l i ke  hitting  yourself over the head with a 
hammer, it feels so good when you stop.  Do you th ink ,  
we the people of the  Provi nce of  Manitoba, are 
deceived? You election promises deceived the peo
ple; this Budget wi l l  not. The deficit wi l l  be $340 m i l
l ion  as q uoted. I am told that the fi na l  f igure wi l l  be i n  
excess o f  $400 mi l l ion  o r  thereabouts. 

My wife is up there and I'm just going to make a 
remark because I had written this before and not 
knowing that she was going to be here l isten ing ,  but  
my fami ly of Donna and the th ree kids at  $400 per 
person comes to $2,000 and that is what each person's 
share of the deficit w i l l  be for one year. My family -
$2,000 - and I t h i n k  t hat I am an average family.  The 
N DP. wi l l  be borrowi ng $900 m i l l ion  for a l l  p urposes if 
they can sti l l  g et it ;  it  breaks down to $900 for every 
Manitoban. My neighbours Dorothy and Larry u p  
there have four ch i ldren;  it  means that on  their  behalf 
the Provi nce of Man itoba wil l  be borrowi ng $5,400.00. 
This is the fi rst B udget and look at the huge debt; three 
or fou r more years to go. Boy, have we a l ot of good 
th ings to l ook  forward to and, oh yes, one day the 
heritage of our  ch i ldren to pay back these debts. 

My leader made some remarks about how the N D P  
were spending m oney l i k e  d r u n ken sailors. I 've been 
thro u g h  it, I was a sailor, and I 've been k nown to take a 
d ri n k  and I know how irresponsible a d r u n ken sai lor 
can be and the song says, " P ut him in the long boat 
unt i l  he's sober." If we could o n ly put the N D P  G ov
ernment i n  a long boat and send them out to sea. The 
song also g oes, " P u l l  out the plug and wet him al l  
over." Put the plug in the government spending and 
help save some of the money that we d on 't have. 
Cease the stop-gap approach .  When a man is d rown
ing and he's at the bottom of a n  eight-foot swi m m i n g  
poo l ,  what g ood is i t  t o  bri n g  h i m  u p  t o  t h e  fou r foot 
level? He's sti l l  going to drown. 

I t  seems that the i ntention of the New Democratic 
Government is to take smal l  business and turn  them 
u pside down i n  my swimming  pool or any swi mming  
poo l  and hold the i r  head at  the four  foot level and 
d rown them.  They need help.  I was tal k i n g  to a mi n is
ter in my area, but I ' l l  tell you the m i n isters in my area 
are not supporters of the New Democrats. There is 
one who supports t he policy of govern ment insurance 
and Autopac - ( I n terject ion)- I have j ust had a 
remark and I g uess it's because I d idn 't run  in Radis-

son, I ran in N iakwa. I d idn 't change constituencies, I 
l ive in the same h ouse but that house is now located i n  
N iakwa. I ' m  al most sorry that I d idn 't r u n  i n  Radisson 
because if I had run  i n  Radisson, that member would n't 
be here. I hope that mem ber is enjoy ing h i mself 
because he won't be here after the next elect ion.  

I had a question for the M i n ister of Natu ral Resour
ces about sk inks  but he d oesn't k n ow what a sk ink  is 
so I wi l l  give him a chance to f ind out so that when I ask 
him the q uestion on sk inks he'l l  know tomorrow or  the 
next day. This  c lergy that I was tal k i n g  to, he was 
tel l i n g  me he feels sorry for some of the people that 
are go ing to be taxed to having a real problem. O n e  of 
the people that he feels sorry for are the people with 
dr ink ing  problems who are bein g  taxed to the degree 
where it's go ing to force them i nto do ing someth ing 
desperate. He says, I hope that these people wi l l  be  
g iven some help f rom the Provi ncial  Government, 
rather than j ust see that they are extra taxed because 
they're the o nes that can't afford to pay the extra tax. 
The ones who have the extra dol lars, who can afford 
the extra money, s u re tax them but I t h i n k  you've got 
to do someth ing for the people with the dr ink ing  prob
lems as requested by the clergy i n  my area. Do some
th ing for them, don 't j ust s lough them off and say, a l l  
r ight, le t  them fend for themselves. For those people 
who are sti l l  smoking,  God b less you , keep smoking 
we need the tax money, tax them al l  you want  I 've been 
off cigarettes for over a year. But it seems a shame that 
this govern ment must rely o n  the weaknesses of oth
ers by taxing some of those weaknesses to run the 
provin ce. 

I 've j ust got one more point that I'd like to br ing up .  
M ost of the reference was made to  the  Budget, that 
I 've spoken o n  today, i n  some way which is m ore than 
real ly the Honourable M i n ister of Health the M i n ister 
of Natural Resources, the M i n ister of C o m m u n ity Ser
vices, a l l  they did was k nock the previous ad m i n istra
tion and the opposition party. Some very, very sn ide 
and v ic ious remarks which were u ncal led for and 
u nwarranted. I 've j ust got to talk about  the M i n ister of  
M u n icipal  Affairs concern ing some of  the problems 
that we're having  with the cheese. Yes, it was Wally's 
area but there is 1 ,200,000 pounds of cheese that 
comes from Rossburn and Pi lot Mound that is just i n  
storage. I would hope t h e  M i n ister of Education is 
going to l isten because there was a p rogram thro u g h  
t h e  schools where ch i ldren  were supplied w i t h  m i l k .  
Cou ld  we not, and a lso  he lp  the industries i n  the Prov
i nce of Manitoba, suppl)' some of this cheese to the 
students in the schools, i t 's n utrit ious, i t 's a mi lk p ro
d uct, h igh  protei n ,  why n ot supply the ch i ldren  of the 
schools? We could get rid of some of this 1 .2 mi l l ion  
pounds of cheese and do a service to  the i nd u stry that 
needs the help. But I g ive the responsi b i l ity to the 
M i n ister of Ed ucation because the M i n ister of M u n ici
pal Affairs has n ot accepted the responsib i l ity. As a 
matter of fact, the M i n ister of M un icipal  Affairs has 
s loug hed it off to the A & W Restaurant because the 
other day I went i nto the A & W Restaurant and I said I 
wanted a Papa B u rger to take out; she said, "with 
cheese" and I said,  "yes." So, they're sel l i n g  m ore 
cheese than the M i n ister of M u n icipal  Affairs has ever 
tho u g ht of  sel l ing .  
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I 've got one m ore l etter that I ' m  j ust go ing to read 
and this is to the M i n ister of Health.  I brought it u p  
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dur ing his Est imates but I d idn 't have the letter with 
me. I t's from 22 Conifer C rescent in St. Boniface and 
it's to M r. Abe Kovnats, I 've mentioned it to  the M i n is
ter of Health,  it says: Dear Mr .  Kovnats: I 've learned 
with dismay of the proposal for an abortion c l in ic  i n  
Winn ipeg." I tel l  you I 've mentioned this before. " I  
would l i ke  to let y o u  k n o w  that I am against abort ion 
and agai nst any k i nd of c l in ic which wou ld favour 
abort ion p roced u res. H u man l ife exists from the 
moment of conception and possesses a l l  the rights to 
l i fe of a h u m a n  being .  May I respectfu l ly request you 
to i ntervene i n  this matter so that h uman l ife wi l l  be 
respected and n ot destroyed here i n  Man itoba. 
Respectfu l ly  yours,  Sister Evangel i ne" - who is a n u n  
l ivin g  at this address. I read this i nto the record 
because I d i d  mention it to you before. I ' m  not criticiz
i ng the M i n ister because he gave me the r ight answer. 
He told me, at that time, that there was no such c l in ic  
but she had heard a n d  we dispel led that fear. I h ope 
we've dispelled that fear, I hope the Honourable M i n is
ter of Health isn 't j ust sayi n g  that there wi l l  n ot be a n  
abortion c l i n ic a n d ,  through t h e  back door throug h  
some other fund ing ,  make sure that there i s  one 
because we don't want one.  

N ow, about the b lueberry farm, t here's no  b lueberry 
farm tonight ,  the M in ister of Culture,  yes, he's go ing to 
get h is b l ueberry pie. I made some very casual 
remarks concerni n g  the B lueberry Festival at P iney 
and the M i n ister said that he enjoys b lueberry pie a n d  
I th ink  we h a d  m a d e  a commitment to one a n other, at 
least me to h im ,  concerni n g  the b l ueberry pie. Wel l ,  
a l l  o f  a sudden,  i n  the Cari l lon  News, r ight o n  the front 
page; "Abe Kovnats promises the M i n ister of C ul ture a 
b l ueberry pie,"  so I can't get out of it, you're go ing  to 
get your b lueberry pie. A nyway I want to thank you for 
your kind attent ion,  M r. S peaker, am I c lose to the 
forty m i nutes because I said I wasn't  going to . . .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The honourable mem ber 
has approxi mately eight minutes left. 

MR. KOVNATS: I n  the next eight m i nutes you're not 
going to l isten to me j ust spouting d ribble,  you've 
heard noth ing but i mportant i nformation up to now 
and I ' m  j ust going to make one prediction - being a 
clairvoyant a n d  I 've got my crystal bal l  with me - four  
m ore years of New Democratic Party Government 
because you're go ing to g o  the fu l l  length because 
you k n ow you're go ing  to l ose the next elect ion:  
you've got to g o  the fu l l  t ime if you want to get your  
pensions. I mentioned it to you once before, good luck  
to you a n d  I hope a l l  the  l u c k  is bad ;  we're go ing to w i n  
the next election a n d  you're g o i n g  t o  h e a r  it every t i m e  
that I g e t  u p  because I have nothing better to say 
about the New Democ ratic Party. I 've heard noth ing  
but i l l  w i l l  and really harsh  remarks and I ' m  sorry that I 
was here to l isten to the Honourable M i n ister of 
Health.  I a l most wasn't go ing to turn  u p  to n ig ht ,  I was 
so u pset with the H o n o u rable M i n ister of Health,  my 
associates - a mem ber in my office, not M r. Hyde who I 
g ot r id of, I g ot M r. M cKenzie. M r. M cKenzie p leaded 
with me. He said: "Abe, you've got tb go i nto that 
House and you've got to tel l  them the way it is. Don't 
let them u pset you. "  I said: "Well I am u pset, Wal ly." 
He said: " Don't let them u pset you.  Go on  in there and 
tel l  them the way it is ,"  and I think that I have. 

Thank you very much,  M r. Speaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Member  
for  Dauphin .  The Honourable Mi n ister of  Health. 

MR. DESJARDINS: M r. Speaker, I wonder if the 
House woul d  be ready to cal l  it 10 o'clock? 

MR. PLOHMAN: I move, seconded by the Honour
able Member for Radisson that debate be adjourned.  

MOTION presented and carried and t h e  House 
adjourned and wi l l  stand adjourned unt i l  2:00 p .m .  
tomorrow (Tuesday) 
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