
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Thursday, 1 0  June, 1 982 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: P resenting Peti
t ions Read i n g  and Receiv ing Petit ions . . .  
Present ing Reports by Standing and Special Commit-
tees . M i n isterial Statements and Tabl ing of 
Reports . Notices of M otion . . .  I ntroduction of 
Bi l ls  . 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: Before we reach O ral Questions, may 
I d irect the attention of honourable members to the 
gal lery where we have 1 8  students of G rade 9 standi ng 
from the B i rch R iver School, u nder the d i rection of Mr .  
Warkenti n .  This school is  i n  the constituency of the 
Honourable Member  for Swan R iver. 

There are 26 students from the Ethelbert Col leg iate 
School, u nder the d i rection of Mr. Kozer, M rs.  Hykawy 
and M rs.  Sud. The students are in the constituency of 
the Honourable Member  for Dauph in .  

O n  beha l f  of a l l  of the mem bers I welcome you here 
this afternoon. 

A lso, before we reach Oral Questions, I have a short 
procedural statement to make to the members. 

PROCEDURAL STATEMENT 

MR. SPEAKER: On Thursday, J u ne 3rd, d u ri n g  O ral 
Question period, a d isagreement occurred between 
the Honourable M in ister of Natural Resources and the 
Honou rable Member for T u rtle Mountain concerni n g  
the length o f  an answer g iven b y  the Honourable M i n
ister, and whether the q uestion had been asked at O ral 
Question period or at Com m ittee of Supply .  

I took the matter u nder advisement i n  order to check 
the actua l  words in Hansard and to consider the 
remarks of the honou rable members on  the issue. I 
f ind that there was i n deed a difference of opin ion 
between the members as to when the matter was 
raised. Whi le  it is probably i rrelevant to research 
Hansard to f ind out exactly when the q uestion was 
f i rst raised, the very fact that i t  was brought to the 
attention of the House does provide the opportunity to 
clarify the situation with regard to q uestions raised 
dur ing Committee of Supply and at O ral Question 
period. 

F i rstly, with regard to q u estions asked of the M i n is
ter at Committee of Supply ,  there is clearly the oppor
tunity for considerable abuse of q uestion period i f  
M i n isters should use th is t ime for lengthy answers to 
q uestions asked dur ing Committee. I t  has been the 
practice of the House that q uestions posed to a M i n is
ter at C o m mittee should be answered in written form 
at a subsequent date and the answer communicated 
to the Member asking the q uestion. S ince th is long
stand ing  p ractice has succeeded so adm i rably, it 
should be cont inued. 

Secondly, where q uest ions have been taken as 
notice by a M i n ister dur ing q uestion period, it has 
been our p ractice for the M i n ister to g ive an oral reply 

at a subsequent q uestion period. This constitutes no 
diff iculty where the answer is brief, but the same 
opportunity arises for abuse i f  the answer should be 
lengthy or detailed. In such cases, the matter should 
be handled i n  the same manner as an Order For 
Return  with the M i n ister announcing to the House that 
he is  provid i ng a written reply to the honourable 
member's q uest ion.  S ince it is  i m possible to define 
what is  a reasonable length for an oral answer, M in is
ters m ust use their  best judgment in this regard. Any 
M i n ister wishi n g  to avoid the opprobriu m  of the 
H ouse w i l l  surely tend toward a written rather than an 
oral  answer to a question. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

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

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, my q uestion is  to the 
Honourable Attorney-General, the M i n ister responsi
ble for the Manitoba Liquor Control Comm ission. M r. 
S peaker,  can the Attorney-Ge neral conf i r m  that 
Manitoba's l i q uor prices, part icularly with respect to 
spi rits, are now second or th i rd h ighest in the country 
as a resu lt of the B udget that the N O P  G overn ment 
has broug ht in? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  
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HON. R. PENNER: The Member  for St. Norbert asked 
that q u estion in Est imates in Committee, was in fact 
g iven a written reply by me in writ ing - I took the 
courtesy of doing that - and with respect, is  now abus
i n g  the pr iv i lege of the House in rais ing as a q u estion 
someth ing with respect to which he's had a written 
reply. If I u nderstood your ru l ing ,  he's asking me to do 
that which I should not be doing and, in fact, rather 
than take up the time in q uestion period, I gave h i m  the 
i nformation with in two days. 

N ow, who's abusing the privi leges of the House? I f  
he wants the answer, he has it. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, the Attorney-General 
doesn't wish to confirm what I bel ieve is  the case, that 
they are the second or th i rd h i ghest prices i n  Canada 
as a result of the NOP Budget. 

My supplementary q uestion,  Mr. Speaker, is  to the 
M i n ister of Labour. I n  view of the fact that 35 workers 
in G i m l i  at Seagram Disti l lers Plant have been laid off 
as a result of s l u m ping sales due to government taxes 
- ( I nterjection)- the i n formation, Mr .  Speaker, is  
sales have been s l u m pi n g  as a result  of an increase i n  
govern ment taxes. My q uestion is  t o  t h e  M i n ister of 
F inance and Labour. Is he prepared to take any act ion 
or withdraw any port ion of h is  B udget, M r. Speaker, 
which requ i red the L iquor Contro l  Commission to 
raise an additional $20 m i l l ion over and above their  
i ncreases at the beg i n n i n g  of May and which now are 
result ing in the layoff of some 35 workers i n  G i ml i ,  
w h i c h  no doubt are also affected by the i mposition of 
his payro l l  tax. 



Thursday, 1 0  June, 1 982 

HON. R. PENNER: O ne aspect of that question, the 
announcement was very clear that the shutdown has 
to do with changing dr ink ing habits. namely, a switch 
in  the consu m ption of rye. Now for the honourable 
member to come i nto this House and add a bit  of 
i nformation which is  not, in fact, official i nformation at 
a l l ,  in order to make a point is, with respect, in the real 
sense of the word, in my view, an abuse of the privi lege 
of the House. -( I nterjection)- I just did. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, my q uestion is to the 
M i n ister of Labour. In view of the fact that a Seagram 
Disti l lers Plant i n  G i m l i, Manitoba, has laid off 35 pro
duction workers as a result  of s lumping sales due to 
an i ncrease in taxes, which the M i n ister i ncreased i n  
h i s  B udget t h i s  year b y  asking t h e  Liquor Control 
Comm ission to raise an additional $20 m i l l ion over 
and above their  i ncrease at the beg i n n i ng of May, 
what action is  the M i n i ster of Labour going to take to 
ensure that these people wi l l  retai n their  jobs? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of F inance. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Mr. Speaker, I ' m  sure the 
mem ber is being facetious. I ' m  sure not even the 
Member for St. Norbert bel ieves the k ind of nonsense 
that he's stat ing.  

He k nows fu l l  wel l  I am sure, that the particular 
layoff he is referri ng to does have something to do 
with the dr ink ing habits, not only of Man itobans, but 
of other Canadians who are also making use of that 
particular product and not i n  as great q uantities as 
they did i n  previous years. I f ,  i n  fact, the member had a 
point then I would presume that the breweries and 
other operations in th is  province would also be sh ut
t ing down for the sum mer and we certainly have no 
ind ication of that 

What has happened agai n ,  is that there is  a change 
in people's dr ink ing  habits. There may wel l  be some
what of a reduction in q uantities being consumed by 
Man itobans and,  qu i te frankly,  I ' m  not sure that we 
would be extremely u pset on this side of the House if, 
i n  fact, that was occurring. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for A rthur .  

MR. J.  DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, to the M i n ister of  
Agriculture. In  v iew of  the fact that the Budget 
brought down by the M i n ister of Finance with the 
i ncrease of l i quor taxes and a payrol l  tax i mposed on 
the people who are i n  the busi ness of using agricultu
ral commodit ies, could the M i n ister of Agriculture 
assure those people, who would have been delivering 
corn during that period of t ime, that they are not i n  any 
way being affected or put i n  jeopardy, or their  i ncomes 
affected because of the i m position of excess taxes on 
the com modity that is produced from the agricultural 
com modity? 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i st e r  of 
Agriculture. 

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, the Mem ber for Arthur  
shou ld  be ,  and I hope that he's well aware that the 
market for corn  i n  Manitoba has been depressed as 
the result  of an oversupply of corn on the market. in 
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fact, there has been great d iff iculties suffered by a 
co-operative in the Carman area where they have now 
been forced to set up another company to refinance 
because of the very problem of the price of corn i n  
Western Canada and i f  w e  were to, with respect t o  the 
specifics of the q uestion i nto G i m l i  - the corn supply 
to G i m l i  - I 'm sure that the corn suppl ies i n  terms of the 
G imli Dist i l lery are on a regu lar basis and are handled 
normally.  The shutdown, as I understand, is  an overall 
s lump in the consumption of alcohol which, M r. 
Speaker, I would say for the health of our  citizens of 
th is  cou ntry, is probably a very good th ing .  Whi le  it 
does affect the industry in terms of the production of 
alcohol but for the health of our citizens, it's probably 
one of the best th i ngs that we can see, is a decrease in 
the consu mption of alcohol products. 

MR. J. DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, to the M i n ister of 
Agriculture, I th ink  it's a decision of each and every 
Manitoban whether or not they use that particular 
comm odity which comes from the agricultural com
mun i ty. For those members of the government back
bench that suggest that they wi l l  be using that corn at 
home to use or make i nto alcohol, I wonder i f  they've 
cleared that with the Attorney-General, i f  he is  now 
going to al low that type of process to take place 
legally in Manitoba. 

To the M i n ister of Agriculture then, how can he as 
the M i nister of Agricu l ture, M r. Speaker, j ustify the 
reimposition of a tax on  the product that is  being 
produced from g ra in  produced com m od ities i n  the 
gasohol production? Mr.  S peaker, he's now addi ng a 
tax to that part icular industry which is, in fact, us ing i t  
to extend the nonrenewable resources and he's now 
tax ing that as well as the i ncreased tax on h u man 
consu med alcohol or product that is  coming from the 
corn i ndustry. Mr .  Speaker, how can he j ustify sup
port ing the rei m position of taxation on alcohol that 
would be used for motor power fuel i n  gasohol? 

HON. B. URUSKI: M r. Speaker, the B udget was very 
clear in deal i n g  with the matter of alcohol .  If the 
member recalls, whi le the announcements were made 
when the gasohol  plant was opened i n  Manitoba and 
there was assistance, i n  fact, c lear su bsid ies to that 
plant by the decrease of the tax on alcohol products 
whi le  - ( I nterjection)- wel l ,  it was a clear subsidy, 
M r. Speaker. O bviously i t  was a clear subsidy to the 
industry when the alcohol was comi ng from the U n i
ted States when we were told that we were producing 
the alcohol i n  the Province of Manitoba, Mr.  Speaker 
-(Interjection) - M r. Speaker, the Leader of the 
Opposition indicates from h is seat that a su bsidy is  
when you pay something .  M r. Speaker, there is a 
payment if everyone else is paying someth ing and you 
don't charge someone for someth ing ,  you are in fact 
giving them a payment. You may not be giv ing it 
d irectly but you're g iv ing it ind irectly, M r. Speaker. 

M r. Speaker, clearly with respect to the plant there 
should be no greater i ncentive i n  terms of the produc
tion of alcohol than there is  for other industry. There 
should be no g reater i ncentive. The use of the plant 
certain ly  should be encouraged and i f  it can be on a 
feasib le basis it should be done, but the use of the feed 
and the g rains,  if they can be put to use and a price 
received on the world market that will equal or better 



that price, that's where that g ra in  should go and not 
strictly for the fuel .  The best use of that com modity 
should be made, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. J. DOWNEY: M r. Speaker, a final supplementary 
to the M i n i ster of A g riculture. With his own admission 
that the corn sales are lagging and that there is d iffi
culty with i n  the market ing of corn at this particular 
time, M r. Speaker, would he then conf irm that u nder 
h is  government's pol icies and taxation pol icies that 
are overburdening on the farm com m u nity that there 
are some 400,000 bushels of lost sales of corn for 
those corn producers probably in excess of $ 1 .5 mi l 
l ion worth of  corn sales, M r. Speaker, can he conf irm 
those f igu res? I s  he going to sit  and al low h is M i n ister 
of F i nance to lay people off, to remove markets which 
have been traditional and bu i lt in th is  provi nce u nder 
good sound policies previous to h is  ad m i nistrat ion,  
M r. Speaker? 

HON. B. URUSKI: M r. Speaker, I can't conf irm those 
f igures and I ' m  sure the honourable member h imself 
can't conf irm them either. We w i l l  attempt to check 
them out but I can't conf irm those f igures. 

B ut,  M r. S peaker, clearly, part of the problems that 
farmers do have are as a resu l t  of the laissez-faire 
pol icies and the do-noth ing pol icies of Tory admi n is
trations. I nstead of try ing to br ing about market 
opportun ities, i ncome security to farmers, they want 
to th row them out to the wolves i nstead of al lowing 
them some i ncome security and that's why many of 
the farmers in th is  cou ntry are i n  trouble, because of 
the laissez-faire pol icies of former Tory adm i n istra
tions and his is one of them, M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u rable Leader of the 
O pposition. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, I have a q u estion for the 
F i rst M i n ister after the l ecture we've had from the 
M i n ister of Agriculture on  how alcohol should be p ro
duced presu mably u nder the control system that he 
favours i n  other countries. 

M r. Speaker, my q u estion to the F i rst M in i ster is 
this: News reports have i t  that the F irst M i n ister has 
now joi ned his voice to that of the Premier  of A l berta 
cal l i ng  for a renewed Federal-Provi ncial Conference 
on the Economy, cou ld the Fi rst M i n ister indicate to 
the House, (a)  i f  that is the case because we have had 
no announcement of i t  in the House and, ( b) i f  that is 
the case, would it be h is i ntention to suspend the 
i m position of the payro l l  tax in Manitoba, which is  and 
wil l  be act ing as a contributor to unemployment in 
Manitoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable F i rst M in ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, I have cal led for an 
early meeti ng of the F i rst M i n isters of this country. 
O bviously, the Versai l les Conference has not achieved 
anyth ing of a positive natu re. O bviously, despite the 
predictions at the Federal-Prov i ncial Conference of 
February 2nd to 4th, there has been no i mprovement 
to the economy. I ndeed there has been a further dete
r iorat ion i nsofar as the economy is  concerned 
throug hout Canada. 

At the same t ime we are heari ng remarks from 
Ottawa that there is some change in stance on their  
position from what they were i ndeed tel l i ng us on 
February 2nd to February 4th.  There has also been 
some specu lation that the Federal G overnment is  on 
the verge of br inging in  some new in i tiatives. It is  my 
view, that pr ior  to  the i r  u ndertak ing new i n it iatives, 
that there should be consu ltation discussion with the 
F i rst M i n isters of this cou ntry so that we can work 
together in the framework of co-operative federal ism 
i n  order to resolve those very crucia l ,  very diff icult 
cond itions that are faci ng a l l  Canadians. 
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HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, I ' m  s u re that the F i rst 
M i n ister would f ind l ittle objection on this side of the 
H ouse to the proposition that i f  Ottawa is  going to 
fundamentally change the economic d i rection of the 
country with respect to new proposals and new pro
g rams, that it would be advisable for the Prime M i n is
ter to meet with the Pre m iers before that takes place. 

That being the case, would i t  not be equal ly logical 
and advisable for this government, which has i mposed 
a payrol l  tax upon all of the employers in Manitoba, to 
suspend the i m position of that tax unt i l  such time as 
the govern ment is  able to ascertai n  the new d i rections 
that the Federal Government is  i ntendi ng to take the 
economy, because there can be no q u estion that the 
i m position of th is  tax wi l l  act as someth ing that wi l l  
i ncrease unemployment i n  Manitoba, and we're al l  
tryi ng to decrease unemployment, except apparently 
the mem bers of this frontbench,  who are trying to 
raise $ 1 30 mi l l ion  without try ing to save any m oney for 
the taxpayers? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, o u r  record of taxa
tion changes in the past two or three m onths com
pares m ost favourably w i th  that wh ich  has  been com
pel led u pon the residents i n  other provinces. M r. 
Speaker, I need only refer you to the Province of 
O ntario, the Province of Quebec, the Province of Nova 
Scotia, the Province of Newfoundland, ad inf in i tum 
i nsofar as the Provinces of  Canada are concerned. 

M r. S peaker, one of the very reasons i ndeed, that a 
Federal-Provincial Conference is requ ired is so that 
we can again examine the q uest ion of the f i nancing of 
health and post-secondary educat ion;  so that again 
we can exa m i ne measures i n  order to ensure a g reater 
payment of monies throughout Canada to ensure 
g reater equal ization by way of the equal ization for
m u la, and I ' m  sure that i f  we can hopefu l ly  persuade 
the Federal Government to undo some of the mea
sures that they have u ndertaken by way of financial 
payment to the p rovinces over the past year, that each 
and every province in Canada would be re-exami n i ng 
the tax measures that they have been compel led to 
i m plement because of cutbacks from Ottawa by way 
of g rants. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the Govern ment of Manitoba cou ld forego the i m posi
tion of the payroll tax i n  Manitoba merely by cutt ing its 
Estimates of Expenditure,  which are going to be u p  
somewhere between 1 4  and 2 0  percent th is  year, 
g iven that fact and g iven the fact, M r. Speaker, as I 've 
said before, that Manitoba is the only province i n  Can
ada i m posi ng a new tax, a payrol l  tax, does the F irst 
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M i n ister not th ink  that it would be better for the econ
omy and for the people of Manitoba to suspend the 
i m posit ion of that i nvidious tax unt i l  such t ime as he 
and his col leagues are able to ascertain from the 
Prime Min ister what new d i rections, i f  any, the Federal 
Government i ntends to take our economy, in a m one
tary sense and in a fiscal sense? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, it is somewhat pecul
iar, some comments com i n g  from the Leader of the 
O pposition referring to expenditure, when it is practi
cally dur ing the Estimate review of every department 
that we hear calls across the way for this govern ment 
to participate i n  additional spending ,  that we're not 
spending adequately. We heard a com ment indeed 
from the former M i n ister of Economic Development 
that we should open u p  our I nterest Rate Rel ief Pro
gram to permit more companies to qual i fy i nsofar as 
i nterest rate relief was concerned even yesterday, so 
that does strike a somewhat pecul iar  note. 

Mr. Speaker, the fundamental q uestion that we are 
posed with in Canada is  runaway i nterest rates that I 
u nderstand have been increased th is morning again 
by one-th i rd of one percent, again causing an addi
tional crush ing burden u pon Canadians; that is  the 
essential issue that is  confronting Canadians. I would 
hope, M r. Speaker, that we would gain some support 
from members across the way so that we could reflect 
to the Federal Government t hat Manitoba stands u n i
ted, regardless of party stripe, i n  opposition to the 
kind of h igh  i nterest rate pol icies that are being 
pursued at the present time in Ottawa, copied from 
those that are being pursued in Washington. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, as is  becoming al most a 
k nee-jerk custom of the Premier, we're now hearing 
about the problems in Washin gton and the problems 
in Ottawa. If I may, Sir,  I would l i k e  to draw the atten
t ion of the F i rst M in ister to the problems in Manitoba, 
and in this Legis lature, most of which reside on that 
side of the House. 

The F i rst M i n ister said that this s ide of the House is  
advocat ing expenditures a l l  the t ime. Mr .  Speaker, we 
are advocating that this government conduct . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. The Honourable Gov
ernment House Leader on a Point of O rder. 

POINT OF ORDER 

HON. R. PENNER: The Leader of the O p position is 
clearly doing nothi n g  but making a speech that does 
not even p urport to be a preamble to a q uestion.  I ask 
that you call h i m  to order and what the purpose of 
Question Period is, is to el ic it  i nformation by short 
q uestions. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. I would hope that all 
i ntroductions to q uestions should be of a brief nature 
and Beauchesne suggests that they can be ade
quately provided for within one question ,  with in one 
statement. 

The H onourable Leader of the O p posit ion.  

ORAL QUESTIONS (Cont'd) 

HON. S. LYON: Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. I n  view of 

the fact that the problems reside on th is side of the 
House,  and with respect to i l l-conceived programs 
that !his government is br ing ing in, would the F i rst 
M i n ister not admit that i f  he were to re-exami ne the 
Est imates of Expenditure of this government that he 
could  put to one s ide - and one would hope forever -
such r idiculous expenditures as $20 m i l l ion for a new 
govern ment o i l  company,  M a n O i l ,  and there by 
accompl ish the desire, M r. Speaker -( I nterject ion)-

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. The Honourable Gov
ernment House Leader. 

POINT OF ORDER 

HON. R. PENNER: Beauchesne clearly states that a 
question asking a member of the Treasury Bench to 
make some admission of opin ion of that k ind ,  merely 
to adopt a fully stated opin ion of a member opposite, 
is  out of order. I ask that you d raw that to the attention 
of the Leader of the O pposition. 

MR. SPEAKER: I wou ld  hope the H o n o u rab le  
Attorney-General has  done just that th ing i n  d rawing 
i t  to the attention of members opposite. 

The Honourable Leader of the O pposition.  

HON. S. LYON: Mr.  Speaker, thank you, Sir ,  for your 
u nderstanding of the rule. 

O n  the point of order which was raised by the 
Attorney-General, may I make th is one com ment that 
you, Sir, have an equal responsib i l ity of which I k now 
you are fu l ly  aware that points of order should not be 
used as methods of harassment in a parl iamentary 
democracy. They may be rules that can be used i n  
other Legis latures i n  other coun tries but, M r. Speaker, 
the use of a point of order as harassment in th is  Legis
lature is not part of the tradit ion of this House even 
though the Attorney-General might  l ike to make it so. 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable G overnment House 
Leader to the same point of order. 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, it is clearly i mproper to 
i m p ute motives to anyone in the House. I'm not say ing 
that ifs because I 'm the Government House Leader. I 
have raised, bona fide, a point of order. I 've referred to 
Beauchesne and for the Leader of the O p position to 
say that I ' m  r is in g  to harass h i m  - much  as anyone i n  
their  r ight m i nd would love t o  do i t  - i s  i mproperly to 
i m p ute motives and that is  c learly out of order and 
clearly, when we are address ing a q u estion of order, it 
shows a lamentable lack of any understand i ng of the 
parliamentary system on the part of  that man.  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. I f  there is  no other 
member  wishing to speak to the same point of order, 
may we proceed with Oral Question period? 

ORAL QUESTIONS Cont'd 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the 
O pposition. 

HON. S. LYON: Thank you, M r. Speaker. M r. Speaker, 
wou ld the F i rst M i n ister then not admit that expendi-
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lu res of such a d u bious nature as $20 m i l l ion for 
ManOi l  could be put to one side in order that th is  
government can forestall the i m position of the inv i
d ious payroll tax i n  Manitoba and thereby contribute 
in some smal l  way to an i mprovement in the economic 
outlook for Manitoba rather than prejudicing it as this 
tax wi l l? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable F i rst M i n ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. S peaker, we have indeed 
noticed how desperate the Leader of the O p position 
is ,  how frantic the Leader of the O pposition is  to try to 
find some expenditure that he can point to that ought 
not to be expended, though I wish i ndeed that we were 
spending $20 mi l l ion this year in respect to ManOi l .  
The fact is  that we have o mitted to put the $20 mi l l ion 
i nto expenditures for  th is  forthcom i n g  year. There are 
no $20 mi l l ion in the expenditures. 

M r. Speaker, I say to you this, that if the O pposition 
Mem bers, after bombard ing  us for weeks and months 
to add additional expenditures, now make up expen
ditures that aren't in the book of expenditures, i ndeed, 
I don't k now where they are. I t h i n k  it's time the O p po
sition got their act together. 

HON. S. L VON: Mr. Speaker, I am heartened by what 
the F i rst M i n ister says. M r. Speaker, i f  the expendi
tures are not in the cu rrent Est imates and are not i n  
the Supplementary Supply,  which w e  haven't yet 
seen,  and they're not i n  the Capital Supply, which we 
have yet to see; well then, Mr .  Speaker, we're pleased 
on th is side of the House. 

Can we then have the further assu rance from the 
F i rst M i n ister that the m i n ute this H ouse prorogues, 
he won't duck i nto the Cabinet Chamber and pass a 
Special Warrant for $1 O m i l l ion or whatever to fund h is  
socialist plaything,  ManOi l, which this province doesn't 
need? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. S peaker, let me assure th is 
House,  i t  may be diff icult  consider ing the hard eco
nomic t i mes that we're confronted with,  but we'l l  do a l l  
that is possib le to avoid the precedent that  was estab
l ished by the Conservative Government last year i n  
that they d i d  duck i nto the Cabinet room after they 
concluded the Session, in an election year, to call for 
Special Warrants to the extent of some $80-some m i l
l ion.  We'l l  try to avoid that precedent, surely, M r .  
Speaker. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, then can we have an 
answer to the or ig inal  q uestion which the Fi rst M i n is
ter has conveniently avoided? Putt ing aside h is  own 
ideological requ i rements, wi l l  he not in the interests of 
all Manitobans suspend the i m position of the payroll 
tax to hel p the economy in Man itoba before he goes to 
any conference that he is  ask i n g  for with the Prime 
M i n ister of Canada? Wi l l  he come to the negotiatin g  
table for t h e  economy o f  Canada with clean hands? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, I would assume that 
Q uebec would reduce its sales tax; that Nova Scotia 
would reduce its sales tax; that Newfoundland would 
make decreases respect ing their  i ncome and i ncorpo
ration tax i ncreases they just i m posed; that O ntario 

would be able again to enjoy some sanity i nsofar as 
the extension of exemptions that they had to extend i n  
their  recent B udget perta in ing t o  sales tax. I ' m  sure 
that the Province of Manitoba would  look at some tax 
reductions i f  we, col lectively, as p rovincial govern
ments in this cou ntry, could  persuade Ottawa to 
return to the or ig i nal level of f inancing re health, post
secondary education and equal izat ion levies that. 
i ndeed were enjoyed by the four years of Conservative 
adm i nistration in the Province of Man itoba, but they 
d idn't use them very wel l .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister o f  Economic 
Development. 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr.  Speaker, yesterday I took as 
notice the q uestion about the boxes at the Downs and 
who paid for the boxes that the Commission members 
were entit led to occu py. I wish to table a letter which 
g ives the response. I t's a letter written by Marshal l  
Gobuty, Executive Vice-President and General Man
ager, to the Editor of the Winn ipg Free Press. This 
letter is i n  regard to an article which appeared i n  the 
Winn ipeg Free Press on  Wednesday . 

POINT OF ORDER 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Leader 
of the O pposition to a point of order. 

HON. S. LYON: I ' m  sure the House would love to have 
the i nformation, S i r, but in the l ight of your recent 
ru l i ng ,  I would t h i n k  that i f  a letter is  avai lable,  and the 
letter not addressed to th is  House, it could be distri b
uted and, thereby, not abuse q uestion period. 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr.  Speaker, I ' l l  g ive the g ist of the 
letter. Mr .  Gobuty . . .  
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MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Leader 
of the O pposit ion to a point of order. 

HON. S. LYON: Yes, Mr. Speaker, j ust to reiterate the 
point that was made earl ier in your ru l ing ,  S i r, if the 
Honourable F i rst M i n ister has obtai ned written i n for
mation in answer to a q uest ion,  that is  very satisfac
tory. We'd be q u ite happy to have her table it rather 
than read in extenso and thereby take up time of the 
q u estion period on some i nformation that she can 
table and hand around.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader to the same point of order. 

HON. R. PENNER: On the same point of order, M r. 
S peaker, the Honourable M i n ister for Economic 
Development took a q uestion as notice and now 
with i n  one day is  reply ing.  Whether or not i t  is  i n  
extenso - G od, how much of the debate has t o  take 
place in Lat in  - cannot be determined unt i l  you, as the 
Speaker who has charge of this Assem bly, has heard 
whether or not the M i n ister is  abusing the time of the 
House. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M em ber for V i rden 
to the same point of order. 
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MR. H. GRAHAM: Thank you, M r. Speaker, speaking 
to the same point  of  order and offer ing you probably 
some assistance. I th ink  i f  you would choose to peruse 
Beauchesne you would f ind that the readi ng of letters 
to a newspaper or letters to an editor in th is  Chamber 
is material that is  clearly out of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: Any other mem bers wishing to speak 
to the same point of order? 

The Honourable M i n ister of F inance on the same 
point of order. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Yes, M r. Speaker, to the same 
point of order. I t  seems to me that after the O pposition 
has wasted practically a whole q uestion period on this 
matter yesterday they can surely wait several m i nutes 
to hear the response this afternoon. 

MR. SPEAKER: May I suggest to the Honourable Min
ister of Econom ic Development that she make the 
annou ncement that she is  supplyi ng the answer to the 
q uestion and perhaps send a written copy across to 
members on  the other s ide to satisfy their  curiosity on 
the matter. 

The Honourable Member lor E l mwood. 

MR. R. OOERN: I 'd l ike to ask a q u estion of the M i n is
ter of Economic Development . . . 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please, can we just d ispose of 
the previous point before that. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Economic 
Development. 

HON. M. SMITH: For clarif icat ion,  Mr. Speaker, I ' m  
u nclear a t  this point whether you wish me t o  send the 
letter without g iv ing the contents or whether I may 
read the very short few paragraphs that g ive a suc
cinct answer to yesterday's q uest ion or whether I can 
summarize it and g ive i t  on my behalf.  I wish some 
gu idance, please. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease, i f  the letter itself is self
explanatory, may I request that the Honourable M i n is
ter send it across to members on the other side. 

ORAL QUESTIONS Cont'd 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  for  
E l mwood. 

MR. R. OOERN: Mr. Speaker, I 'd l i ke to ask a q uestion 
of the M in ister of Economic Development. Yesterday 
there were some charges made that were critical of 
the Commissioner of Horse Raci ng in Man itoba and 
h is  conduct. Can the M i n ister shed any l ight on the 
matter? 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I ' m  happy to answer 
that q uest ion.  I d id speak both to M r. Keen berg and to 
people at the track. I fou nd that the q uestion of the box 
was that the pr ior practice was for the Downs to make 
avai lable two courtesy boxes to the Commission. The 
Commission itself vol u ntari ly agreed to one box 
which has a value of $ 1 ,500 but for w h ich no money 

was paid, p lus the access to a table in the d i n i ng room, 
not the corner on  it but the r ight to use i t  i f  they chose. 

I also found out from the operators at the Downs 
that the q uest ion of the jeans was not, in their eyes, an 
i mportant q uestion.  In fact, i t  was a new rule put i n  for 
the T u rf C l u b  and many h u ndreds of patrons had 
made the same error, that they d idn't consider the 
i nterchange as reported in the paper at a l l  accurate 
and I am happy to table a letter to the Free Press. A 
copy was sent to us by Marshal l  Gobuty, by which I 
assume he wanted me to share th is i nformation with 
the House, and I am happy to table it for the members 
of the House. 

MR SPEAKER: The Honourable Member  for Stu r
geon C reek. 

MR. F. JOHNSTON: Thank you, Mr.  Speaker, I ' l l  try to 
ask th is  q uest ion without the s i l ly i nterruptions from 
the Premier. M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to ask the M in is
ter of Economic Development why the hearings that 
are being held yesterday and today, w h ich the M i n is
ter herself said were being held - yesterday she 
referred to them i n  the House and she referred to them 
outside the House and has sa id i t  on television i nter
views - why those hearings are not open to the pub l ic, 
Mr. Speaker? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Economic 
Development. 
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HON. M. SMITH: M r. Speaker, I ' m  happy to respond 
on that. The Commission does have authority to hold 
such hearings and u nder The Manitoba Evidence Act 
they're not req u i red to be open but they are requ ired, 
i f  requested, to g ive reason for holding them i n  
camera. M r .  Speaker, the reason for them bein g  held 
in camera was at the request of the witnesses who felt 
they would be d ivu lg ing private business i nformation 
and they preferred it to be dealt with in a pr ivate 
manner. 

MR. F. JOHNSTON: M r. Speaker, the Min ister yes
terday made some statements regardi n g  the articles 
in the paper that I had referred to, and I ' m  referring to 
the one of Apr i l  22nd in the Winni peg Free Press and 
it's in q uotes, M r. Speaker, " M r. Keenberg said the 
Commission was g iven pertinent i nformation as to 
what to expect in the year end audit ." And i n  quotes 
again, "We do not have any concern that rac ing wi l l  be 
other than normal at Assi n i boia Downs." 

Mr. Speaker, after the q uestion period yesterday, 
the M i n ister was in the hal l  making an announcement 
and I would l ike to ask the M i n ister regardi n g  her 
comments that the track would operate possi bly from 
day -to-day but may not be viable i n  the long term; 
could I ask the M i n ister why she has to make that 
statement at the present time after her Comm issioner 
stated to the people of Manitoba and to the creditors 
of the Ass in iboia Downs, who sel l products to them, 
had gone ahead and done business for two months 
and now we f ind that it m i g ht not be viable for the long 
term? 

HON. M. SMITH: M r. Speaker, to set the record r ight I 
wasn't making statements or annou ncements in the 
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hal l I was responding to q uestions in the Press in as 
open and candid a manner as I felt I could. I was 
i ncorrectly q uoted i n  the Press as ind icat ing that one 
choice we were look ing at was the closing of the track 
this year. Mr. S peaker, I e l i m i nated that as one of the 
options.  I said that the government are committed to 
protecti ng and developing the racing industry as a 
valuable industry; that we are satisfy ing ourselves on 
the day-to-day operation;  we're com mitted to m i n i mal 
d isrupt ion i n  the track operation i f  there has to be 
some change. 

I at no time, M r. S peaker, said that the racing season 
for th is  season would not cont inue.  M r. Speaker, I d id  
say that we were acqu i r ing the i nformation we needed 
in order to make the best choice i f  we found i t  neces
sary to take action to ensure the long-term security of 
the track. 

MR. F. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, I'd l ike to ask the 
M i n ister of Economic Development and Tourism if 
she has been in contact with the Red R iver Exhib it ion 
who were one of the two people that made proposals 
to purchase the track last year. The owner of the track 
made his choice as to who to sell  it to. I ' m  wondering ,  
wi th  the M i n ister g iv ing us the poss ib i l ity that the 
government might  operate the track, i f  they have gone 
to the nonprofit organization Red R iver Exh i bit ion, 
who were i nterested i n  the ownersh ip  and operation 
of the track, if she has consulted with them at this ti me. 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr.  Speaker, I thank the member 
opposite for reco m mend i ng to us one l ine of act ion .  
I t's premature at  th is  point  for  us to i n it iate that  k ind  of 
d iscussion,  but I can assure the member opposite that 
we're w i l l i ng to look at any possi ble option and weigh 
it in good ti me. But  before we can make an assess
ment, M r. Speaker, we have to have access to the 
basic i nformation and that was the reason why the 
heari ngs were called. 

MR. F. JOHNSTON: Does the M i n ister not bel ieve 
that the hearings held about the race track causes 
concern with the publ ic  and in the long haul  and in the 
s hort term, as a matter of fact, creates a great hole i n  
t h e  bett ing a n d  attendance i n  t h e  race track? Does the 
M i n ister not bel ieve that the hearings, i f  they were 
p ubl ic,  people would have more confidence that 
everyth ing  is  going to be all r ight at the track? 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, it would be naive of us 
if we thought that having hear ings was not going to 
have some i mpact on confidence in the track. M r. 
Speaker, that is an u nfortunate aspect of the situation. 

B ut, the u nderlyi ng problem, M r. Speaker, was the 
p roblem we i nherited from the previous government 
where there was no thorough record of the kind of 
i nformation that, i n  our  opin ion,  is req u i red to run the 
track, to carry out the work of the Commission i n  a 
responsib le  and thorough way. 

Mr. Speaker, we're moving as q u ickly and as 
responsib ly as we can to make up for that defect but 
we can not force the speed u n d u ly. We have g iven 
every assurance with in  our power to the people 
i nvolved i n  the track that we are com mitted to the 
industry; that we do value i t  and that we do i ntend to 
take responsible action to ensure that industry con-

t inue here in Manitoba. 

MR. F. JOHNSTON: M r. S peaker, I wonder i f  the M i n
ister would express to the House whether she read the 
extensive report that was done on the racing com mis
sioned by the previous government. I would like the 
M in ister to explain to the House,  or tel l  the House, i f  
she was real ly  d issatisfied with the long,  hard work 
that Mr.  Sid Halter, as Commissioner, did for rac ing i n  
th is  province? 

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, we had been operating 
on  the basis of recom m endations that came from the 
previous Commission and from the report but ,  Mr .  
Speaker, as we've moved closer i nto the industry and 
particularly as we've had to see the effect of the gen
eral d ifficu lty that the track is  encountering - I pre
sume because of the general economic conditions -
we've had new situations to deal with. 

M r. Speaker, I have no desire to evaluate at th is  t ime 
the work done by the previous Comm issioner or 
Commission. What I do know is that there are serious 
gaps in the i nformation that we have avai lable on 
w h ich to make sound judgments. Mr .  Speaker, the 
member opposite I th ink ,  k nows as wel l  as I do what 
some of the u nderlying diff icult ies have been.  At a 
later t ime it m i g ht be more appropriate to discuss 
those, but I th ink  at this point i n  time our efforts should 
be devoted to trying to mainta in  the track and make 
the k ind of wise choices to keep i t  on  a safe and secure 
foot ing .  

MR. F.  JOHNSTON: Mr.  Speaker, I would be pleased 
to debate that at any t ime,  anywhere with the M in ister 
as to whether she had all the i nformation she requ ired 
or not. 

I wou ld only ask the M i n i ster then and by f inal q u es
t ion,  i f  she felt there were s incere problems at the 
track, why didn't  the F irst M in i ster who had corres
pondence plead i n g  with h i m  to put experienced peo
ple on  the Racin g  C o m m ission, why wasn't that done 
and why d idn't the M i n ister take i nto consideration the 
advice that she received, which strongly recom mended 
that they would be in problems if they put i n expe
rienced people on the Racing Commission and yet the 
government went ahead and did so? 

HON. M. SMITH: M r. Speaker, the problems we are 
encounter ing are due to fol lowin g  the recom menda
tions of the previous group and not to the personnel 
on the new Comm ission. 

3216 

I 've been extremely p leased with the extensive t ime 
put i n  and the careful analysis being g iven by the new 
Commission. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. The time for Oral Ques
tion Period has expired. 

COMMITTEE CHANGES 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La 
Verendrye. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Yes, M r. Speaker, before the Orders 
of the Day, I 'd l i ke  to make some changes on the 
Statutory Regulations and O rders Committee. I 'd  l ike 
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to substitute the Member for Tuxedo for the Member 
for V i rden; The Member for Kirkfie ld Park for the 
Mem ber for Roblin-Russel l ;  and the Member for Stur
geon Creek for the Member for G ladstone. 

MR. SPEAKER: Agreed? (Agreed). The Honourable 
Govern ment House Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. Speaker, I'd l i ke  to as well 
announce some Committee changes i n  Statutory 
Reg ulations and Orders. The Honourable M i n ister of 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs wi l l  substitute for 
the Honourable Member for G i ml i; the Member for 
E l l ice substituti ng for the M em ber for Rupertsland; 
but j ust for Monday morning,  the Member for River 
East substituting for the Member  for Brandon West. 

I n  addition, -( I nterjection)- I'm g iv ing advance 
notice but I ' l l  do it again M onday afternoon. 

A further change for Tuesday for I ndustrial Rela
t ions, the Member for River East for the M i n ister of 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs. 

MR. SPEAKER: Is that agreed? (Agreed). 
The Honourable G overnment House Leader. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 
ADJOURNED DEBATES ON 

SECOND READING 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. Speaker, would you please 
call the adjourned debate on B i l l  No. 21? 

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Hon
ourable M i n ister of Comm u n ity Services and Correc
t ions, t he adjou rned debate of B i l l  No. 21 stand ing  i n  
the name o f  the Honourable Memberfor L a  Verendrye. 

MR. R. BANMAN: Stand, M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Stand. The Honourable Government 
House Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, would you p lease call the 
adjourned debate on Bi l l  No. 30? 

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Hon
ourable the Attorney-General, B i l l  No. 30, standi n g  i n  
t h e  name o f  t h e  Honourable Member for M i nnedosa. 

MR. D. BLAKE: Stand, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Stand. The Honourable Govern ment 
House Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: W o u l d  you p l ease c a l l  t h e  
adjourned debate on B i l l  N o .  40? 

BILL 40 - AN ACT TO AMEND 
THE LABOUR RELATIONS ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Hon
ourable M i n i ster of Labour, B i l l  No. 40, standing in the 
name of the Honourable Member for Tuxedo. Stand.  

MR. R.  BANMAN: Stand. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Honourable Member for 
Thompson wish to speak to the motion? 

MR. S. ASHTON: On B i l l  No. 40, M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  for  
Thompson. 

MR. S. ASHTON: Thank you, Mr.  Speaker, I find i t  
somewhat strange today that Members of the O pposi
tion are not tak ing  up this opport u nity to again debate 
th is b i l l .  Perhaps the com ments from the Attorney
General smartened them up somewhat. 

I would hope they would read his comments, Mr.  
Speaker, because I th ink  he pointed out the fallacies 
in a n u m ber  of the argu ments that members opposite 
made; fallacies in regard to the source of this kind of 
legi slation, because as the Attorney-General pointed 
out it has also been i ntroduced in such provinces as 
Quebec and Brit ish Col u mbia and a good source of 
th is  part icu lar  legislation was O ntario, that g reat Tory 
province. But of course, I suppose members opposite 
there seem to have b l inker vision when i t  comes to 
various pieces of legislation. If we i ntroduce it, it's 
bad; if  the i r  col leagu es introduce it, the Tory col
leagues in other provinces, wel l  then that's okay. I 
wish they would try and attach some standard of 
consistency. 

I th ink  I would l ike to add a few comments of my 
own, too, at th is  part icular t ime, M r. Speaker, in regard 
to some of the arg u ments put forward by M e mbers of 
the O pposition, particularly in regard to their  sugges
t ion that we somehow not pass th is part icu lar  p iece of 
legislation. 

This is  someth ing of a fi rst, M r. Speaker. They have 
been arg u i ng in th is  Legislature for the last couple of 
months that we haven't been keeping our  promises 
and when we have kept them, they've said we haven't 
been keepi n g  them fast enough. B ut in this part icular 
case, they want us to break those promises. They want 
us to break a promise that was made not just d u ri ng 
the election, Mr.  Speaker, but several months prior to 
it, that we would  i ntroduce what is presently i n  the 
form of B i l l  No. 40. There's someth ing of an i nconsis
tency there and I th ink  I f ind it rather i nteresti n g  that if  
one looks at the major promises we made, the major 
promises that we've kept, that they haven't real ly 
objected to too many of them; the I nterest Rate Relief 
P lan or the Rent Control Plan - I don't th ink  I ' l l  name a l l  
12 of  them,  Mr.  Speaker - but I f ind it rather i nterest ing 
that the one they have objected to,  the one promise 
that we've kept rather qu ick ly, is  th is  part icular prom
ise, the one relat ing to labour legislation. 
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I think that's a sad comment on the state of the 
members opposite that when it comes to promises, 
they only want promises kept which don't affect the 
working people of this province; when one does affect 
it, they don't want us to keep it. We made no bones, M r. 
Speaker, about the fact that we would i ntroduce this.  
As said,  we announced it well i n  advance of the 
election. We made no bones about the i mpact we saw 
com ing from th is legislation .  We felt that i t  would hel p 
not just working people, but generally t he w hole 
labour relations c l i mate here, but it would specifically 
help working people i n  this province because it would 
help stab l i l ize the col lective bargai n ing  process in 



what is one of the most difficult stages, that bei n g  i n  
the stage o f  t h e  fi rst contract. 

I wou ld  say, Mr. Speaker, there wasn't much objec
t ion to that in th is  province and I f ind it strange that 
they are object ing to it ,  because if they would speak to 
the average person on the street, I th ink they would 
f ind that they real ly don't have too much concern 
about this particu lar legislat ion.  That's not what we 
heard from the mem bers opposite yesterday. To 
them, it was as i f  the sky was fall i ng, M r. Speaker; this 
was the end of the earth; this was going to i n h ibit  new 
busi ness coming  to the province; it was going to 
create i nd ustrial i nstabi l ity. That is  not true what
soever. This  part icular b i l l  w i l l  do nothi n g  of the sort 
and the members opposite k now it .  

This part icular bi l l  would help stabl i l ize labour rela
tions in this province. It would help prevent strikes; it 
would not hel p start strikes. And i f  that is  going to stop 
new businesses from comi ng to this province. M r. 
Speaker, I really don't k now what logic they're attri
but ing to potential new businesses because that 
argument is totally i l logical. 

They also suggested yesterday, M r. Speaker. that 
this was somehow a payoff for l abour  support in the 
elect ion.  The New Democratic Party has a close asso
ciation with the labour movement; we've had a close 
association with them for many years; we make no 
bones about it. I n  my part icular constituency, many 
members of the NDP are also active i n  the Jabour 
movement and vice versa. though I can tel l  you, Mr .  
S peaker. if you speak to them, i f  you speak to 
members of Local 6 1 66 of the U nited Steelworkers i n  
Thom pson, t h e  largest u nion there, i f  y o u  talk t o  them 
and ask them about their  relat ionshi p  to the party, 
they w i l l  say that they view it as a two-stage process. I f  
you talk t o  executive officers they w i l l  say their  com
mitment, first and foremost, is  to represent their  
members, to be part of the labour movement and that 
their connection with the N D P  is  because there is  a 
certain aff in ity between the l abour movement and the 
N D P .  I t's not because there's any d irect connection, 
because th is u n ion is  not aff i l iated with the N D P, M r. 
Speaker. I n  fact, of the vot ing delegates at N D P  con
ventions, only 13 percent are d irect affi l iates. 

Most members of the labour movement. who are 
also mem bers of the N D P. are members as any other 
m embers of a pol it ical party are; they are i ndividuals 
fi rst and foremost. They join a part icular pol it ical 
party because they see a certa in  affin ity with the goals 
that they propose. So to suggest. M r. Speaker. that 
somehow the N D P  and the labour movement are i n  
cahoots o r  anyth ing o f  the sort I th ink  is  a n  insu l t  not 
just to the N DP.  which I would take perhaps in a 
partisan sp i ri t  of exchange, but it's an insult  to the 
entire labour movement and it shows a complete and 
utter misunderstandi n g  of what the l abour movement 
seeks to obtain here in Canada. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, i f  one looked at the b rief of 
the M F L, for example, we have disagreements at t imes 
in terms of the speed in which we enact th ings and i n  
terms o f  particular  th ings that w e  enact - disagree
ments between the N DP, disagreements between the 
labour movement - as i ndeed we have with other such 
g roups in our  society; as i ndeed I would hope that 
members opposite would  have with their  more tradi
tional supporters i n  the corporate business com m u n-
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i ty.  We are not tak i n g  o u r  di rections from any one 
part icular g roup, M r. Speaker, and to suggest th is  i n  
debate o n  this part icular resolution that somehow B i l l  
No.  40 is  here o n l y  because labour backed t h e  N D P  i n  
the election and w e  somehow owe i t  to them a s  a 
payoff is absolutely r idiculous. 

The pr inciples behind  this part icular bil l were d is
cussed by the N D P  at an open convention. The partic
u lar  pr inciples in th is  were supported and are s u p
ported by the vast majority of New Democrats and as I 
said, there was very l ittle object ion to these p ri nc iples 
in the election;  so it's as democratic as you can get, 
M r. Speaker. There are no h idden strings, there are no 
h idden agendas. It's something we've discussed openly 
in publ ic  and something the publ ic  has no g reat objec
t ion to. As I said, M r. Speaker, to suggest otherwise is, 
I t h i nk. to show a complete and utter misunderstand
i ng of the N D P  as a party which I can expect from the 
members opposite, but also of the labour movement 
which I would expect they would have at least some 
k nowledge about. 

I had not i ntended to speak at g reat length on th is 
part icu lar  b i l l ,  Mr .  Speaker, but on ly to reply to some 
of the comments yesterday and to suggest that some 
of the members talk to people in the labour movement 
someti me about polit ics, about their i nvolvement i n  
pol itics. I th ink  i f  those honourable members opposite 
did speak to them they would  find that this s in ister 
h idden agenda, t hese strings, th is  payoff talk is  com
plete and utter nonsense. 

I m ust say, M r. Speaker, i f  they did have a better 
understanding,  they might  do wel l  or much better at 
l east in certain constituencies in which there are a 
large n u m ber of working people who are active in the 
Jabour movement. I m ust say personal l y, M r. S peaker. 
that being in one of those constituencies where th is  i s  
t h e  case, I ' m  perhaps thankful  that t h e  honourable 
members opposite are so i gnorant of the facts of the 
Jabour movement, the way they operate and the way 
the N D P  operates. 

I n  conclusion, M r. Speaker, th is  part icular legisla
t ion is a cam paig n  promise, another one that is going 
to be fulf i l led. Pretty soon I th ink we are going to be 
r u n n i n g  out of them. I t's a campaign promise that was 
made publ ic  dur ing the campaign on a n u m ber of 
occasions, made publ ic  well before that; it's been dis
cussed by the N D P; it's been discussed by the labour 
movement; it 's been discussed by the people of Mani
toba. So to suggest now that there's a l l  th is  h idden 
agenda going on. there's a l l  these terrib le  th ings 
behind this, is  an insult, Mr .  Speaker, to the i ntel l i
gence of the people of this province. 

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Honourable M i nister of 
Labour wish to speak to the motion? 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Yes, I do, Mr.  S peaker. and 
that would close debate. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. 
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I t  is  my u nderstanding that the adjournment w i l l  
stand i n  the  name of  the  the Honourable Member for 
Tuxedo and that the Mem ber for Thompson spoke 
during that t i me. I t  is our  practice to permit a bi l l  to 
remain  u nder the name of the member  who takes the 
adjourn ment on the prior day. 
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The Honourable Govern ment House Leader on a 
point of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Govern ment House 
Leader on a point of order? 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, on a point of order. That, 
however, is not the situation. The situation is that the 
Mem ber for Tuxedo had begu n  his speech. I t  wasn't a 
question that he had adjourned. It was not standing i n  
h i s  name. He h a d  begu n  h is  speech a n d  he was i n  the 
House today and if he chose not to be here to f in ish h is 
speech, he has lost h is  r ight to speak u nder the Rules. 
-( I nterject ion)- No, no, that is r ight. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
The Honourable Member for St. Norbert on the 

same point of order. 

MR. G. MERCIER: On the same point of order, M r. 
Speaker. As the Attorney-General is well aware, the 
Member for Tuxedo rose at about 5:28 p.m. yesterday, 
because I recollect that you indicated at the end of 
yesterday's Session that the Member for Tuxedo had 
38 m i n utes left to speak. He merely offered a few 
com ments i n  order to spin out the few m i nutes remain
ing in yesterday's t ime.  The bi l l  is  stand ing  i n  his 
name. 

Yesterday, M r. Speaker, I remind  the Attorney
General,  that we cleared eight or n ine b i l ls  off the 
Order Paper. We waived Private Members' Hour i n  
order t o  al low t h e  government t o  proceed with its 
business. 

M r. Speaker, if the Attorney-General is suggesting 
now that he doesn't have the courtesy to al low th is b i l l  
to stand today i n  the name of  the Member for  Tuxedo, 
then I am shocked, M r. Speaker, at his behaviour. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry to the same point of order. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Yes, M r. Speaker. Could I add one 
word on the same point of order? 

I don't k now what Hansard w i l l  say or what i t  w i l l  
show, and u nfortunately because of  the point  at  which 
we've arrived i n  the Session and the heavy workload 
it's understandably runn ing  two or three days late, but 
it was my very clear u nderstandi ng that the Progres
sive Conservative Party Whip, the Honourable Member 
for La Verendrye said, "Stand," at the t ime B i l l  40 was 
cal led and I heard h i m  dist inctly, M r. Speaker. I w i l l  
not g uarantee that was picked u p  by the m i crop hones 
and heard by Hansard. At that point the Member for 
Thompson stood up and it was certain ly our clear 
understanding that he was being accommodated with 
an opportun ity to speak whi le the b i l l  was standing i n  
the Member for Tuxedo's name. 

MR. SPEAKER: On the same point of order. 
The Honourable Attorney-General. 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes, the Member for Fort Garry 
misunderstands. The Member for La Verendrye said, 
"Stand," when I cal led B i l l  No. 21  and i t  was al ready 

standing in h is  name and there was no objection taken 
to that. 

Secondly,  with the point which I 've just made with 
respect to the Rules,  in my understanding it is  not a 
d iscretionary q uestion. It 's not as if it's up to me as to 
what should happen. The Ru les are q u ite clear as I 
u nderstand them; namely, that the Member for Tuxedo, 
having al ready begu n  h is  speech,  it was not standing 
i n  h is  name,  standing i n  a member's name and he d id  
not  adjourn and therefore, he has had h is  speech .  
That is the  Ru les. It's not  as  if I am attempting or have a 
discretion to operate, I do not have a d iscret ion to 
operate. The Rules, I th ink, are mandatory i n  th is  
respect. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Fort 
Garry to the same point of order. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Yes, the same point of order, M r. 
Speaker. The Honourable Attorney-General is abso
l utely correct that when he cal led B i l l  21 , the Member 
for La Verendrye, the official O pposition Whip said, 
"Stand"; and when he cal led B i l l  23, the Honourable 
Member for St. Norbert. Deputy House Leader of the 
Opposition, said, "Stand"; and when he called B i l l  30, 
the Honourable Member for M i nnedosa, the Chair
man of the O pposit ion, said, "Stand"; and when he 
called B i l l  40,  the Whip again said, "Stand," and i t  
certain ly was our  i mpression that the b i l l  was standing 
and that accommodation was be ing accorded the 
Member for  Thompson. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Agricul
ture to the same point of order. 

HON. B. URUSKI: M r. Speaker, as I u nderstand it ,  
yesterday when the Honourable Member for Tuxedo 
rose to speak - I was here in the House - to speak just 
before the adjourn ment hour ,  i t  was suggested to h i m  
i n  fact by, I believe, the Honou rable Member for 
Spr ingfield for h i m  to call it 5:30 and adjourn debate i n  
his name. 
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He chose not to do so, to adjourn the b i l l ,  but he 
started to speak. M r. Speaker, as I u nderstand the 
Rules that once you start speaki n g  when the bi l l  next 
appears on the O rder Paper, it is  your turn to speak. I f  
another member rises i n  h i s  place t o  speak t o  the b i l l ,  
then you have i n  fact spoken and I bel ieve mem bers 
on this side counselled the Member  for Tuxedo to cal l  
it 5:30 and adjourn debate in his name. 

He decided and began to speak on the m otion 
yesterday. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable Member for Robl in
Russell to the same point of order. 

MR. W. McKENZIE: Mr.  Speaker, to sort of solve the 
p roblem, I move, seconded by the rhe Honou rable 
Member for K i rkfield Park, that debate be adjou rned. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please, there is  a matter of 
order before the House which has not yet been 
resolved. 

The Honourable Member for St. Norbert to the same 
point of order. 



MR. G. MERCIER: Wel l ,  Mr .  Speaker, I just wanted to 
ind icate that when we on this side ind icated the b i l l  
shou ld  stand - stand i n  the name of  the Member for 
Tuxedo - the Member  for Thompson rose and I believe 
you clearly i nd icated to him that debate was open and 
he could speak. There was no suggestion that the 
Member for Tuxedo was losing his right to conti nue to 
debate the subject. 

I n  any event, M r. Speaker, I want to reiterate my 
earl ier com ments. We al lowed the government to pro
ceed through Private Mem bers' Hour yesterday, once 
again i n  order to conduct government business. We 
al lowed eight or nine b i l ls to go to Committee yester
day and,  M r. Speaker, there's some other business 
that the government could attend to if they have the 
courage to. I suggest that they use the same courtesy 
that we extended to them yesterday in al lowing gov
ernment business to proceed through Question Period 
and that they a l low the b i l l  to stand in the name of the 
Member  for Tuxedo. I th ink  that would be clearly, M r. 
Speaker, i n  keeping with the practices and proce
dures of this House. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Radis
son to the same point of order. 

The Honourable M in ister of F inance to the same 
point of order. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Well ,  M r. S peaker, last n ight 
as members have indicated to you, the Member  for 
Tuxedo rose, spoke for several m i n utes and then it 
was 5:30 p . m. 

This afternoon, I ind icated to the Member for St. 
Norbert, I asked him where the Member  for Tuxedo 
was. He knew fu l l  wel l  and I 'm sure that everyone on 
that side k new ful l  well the bi l l  was going to be cal led. 
The mem bers of the O pposition k now ful l  well that we 
wish to have th is matter proceeded with th is  comi ng 
Tuesday morning or Monday morning.  We have 
al ready announced the debate of the I n d ustrial Rela
tions Committee. 

When th is b i l l  was an nou nced, I do not recal l  you, 
M r. Speaker, recogniz ing anyone from that side. The 
fi rst th ing  that you said as I reca l l ,  M r. Speaker, was 
that you recognized the Member  for Thompson and 
then the speak ing went on.  I f  that isn't what happened 
then I would suggest that possi bly there's some way of 
determi n i n g  from the Hansard tapes exactly what was 
said. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Spr ing
field to the same point of o rder. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Yes, M r. Speaker, the rules provide 
that when a member is  speaking at the appointed hour  
of  adjourn ment that a b i l l  w i l l  stand i n  that member"s 
name, and that member  wi l l  then conti nue to speak 
the next time the b i l l  is cal led. If the member does not 
speak - there's no d iscret ion on th is matter - and other 
mem bers wish to speak - I th ink  that's the key - and 
another member rose to speak i n  this instance, then 
that mem ber is  considered to have concluded his 
remarks. That's what the ru les have provided. That is  
the precedent u nder which we have operated. 

Now I real ize that in th is  situation the Member for 
Tuxedo, who may have stepped out briefly because he 

had been here for question period, may have u nfortu
nately lost his r ight to conti nue his address. M r. 
Speaker, that could have been accom modated by 
mem bers on the other side recogniz ing that problem. I 
can recal l  many instances in th is  H ouse where a sim
i lar  situation has prevailed and the members on the 
side of the member who was about to lose h is  r ight to 
speak have asked the indu lgence of the House for a 
few brief moments whi le  they found the member who 
was to speak, recogniz ing - and that's why they d id  it 
that if they d id  not f ind the mem ber and have that 
member come i n ,  he would lose h is  r ight to speak. 

So, M r. Speaker, I don't t h i n k  there's any q uestion 
here that s i nce the Mem ber for Thom pson has 
addressed the motion that there can be neither an 
adjourn ment nor a cont inuation of a speech which 
has been i nterrupted by another member. Certainly, 
the motion of the Member  for Roblin-Russell would be 
in order and the adjournment would stand in his name 
i f  he wishes to move that motion again but certain ly, 
M r. Speaker, to leave the O rder Paper notation on  B i l l  
40  i n  the  name of  the  Member  for  Tuxedo would be out 
of order. 
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I have a suggestion though,  Mr .  S peaker, that if the 
O pposition feels and I certa in ly  would be opposed to 
us doing it any other way because of the precedent i t  
would set ,  but i f  the O p position feels there is  some 
real concern about the member - I th ink  it was 38 
m i nutes which certa in ly represents a substantial por
t ion of his speech - being a l lowed to speak, it takes 
only a substantive motion on their  part with regard to 
the b i l l  to obta in  for h i m  speak ing r ights a second 
t ime. Thank you, Mr.  Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member  for St. Nor
bert to the same point of order. 

MR. G. MERCIER: To the same point of order, Mr .  
Speaker, I beg to differ with  the M e m ber for  Spring
f ie ld .  My clear u nderstanding of what was happen ing 
when the Member for Thompson rose is  that  the b i l l  
was standing i n  the  name of  the Mem ber for Tuxedo, i t  
was open for  debate and the Member  for  Thompson 
was leavi ng it standing in the name of the Member for 
Tuxedo. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member  for S p ri ng
field to the same point of order. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: M r. Speaker, very briefly. A b i l l  
wh ich has  been adjourned may stand i n  the  name of 
the member who has adjourned it. A b i l l  which is i n  the 
name of a member who was cont inu ing a speech may 
not be stood. Such b i l ls ,  i f  called, m u st be spoken to. 

MR. SPEAKER: One moment p lease. Order please. It 
was my u nderstand ing when this b i l l  was called th is  
afternoon that it was adjourned and standing i n  the 
name of  the Honourable Member for  Tuxedo and i t  is  
o u r  usual  practice for the House to exercise sufficient 
reasonableness as to enable a member to complete 
h is  remarks; especial ly since in th is  case the part icular 
member had spoken for only two m i nutes. I t  was my 
impression he was just speaking unt i l  the t ime of 
adjournment. 

However, the points raised by honourable members 
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as to the strict legal ity of this issue are q uite correct. 
The b i l l  was cal led and it was up to the member who 
was i nterrupted to either cont inue to make h is  remarks 
or to lose his right to speak on it. It would  then seem 
that it is up to the House if they so wish to g rant leave 
to have this matter stand in the name of the Honou r
able Member for Tuxedo, which would seem a rea
sonable way of cont inu ing; otherwise, I w i l l  recogn ize 
the motion of the Honourable Member for Robl in
Russel l and put the vote on the adjournment. 

Order p lease. I s  it the w i l l  of the members to have 
the matter stand i n  the name of the Honourable 
Member for Tuxedo? 

The Honourable Member for Spri ngfield. 

MR. A. ANSTETT: Mr.  Speaker, we are certainly pre
pared to grant leave on the understanding th is is 
why I rise to speak on i t - th is  does not set a precedent 
for th is  to occur  in the future and that members when 
speaking are expected to speak the next t ime the bi l l  is 
cal led. We're more than happy to g rant leave to allow 
the Member for Tuxedo to finish his remarks. 

MR. SPEAKER: By leave, B i l l  No. 40 w i l l  stand 
adjourned i n  the name of the Honourable Member for 
Tuxedo and he w i l l  be expected to speak on i t  next 
time the motion is called to the House. 

The Honourable Government House Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: I move, seconded by the M i n i ster 
for Health, that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair  
and the House resolve itself i nto a Committee to con
sider of the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty. 

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

MR. G. MERCIER: Thank you, M r. Speaker. Mr .  
Speaker, I r ise to speak to this mot ion and I had 
i ntended to do so prior to the last l ittle debate that 
went on, but that has certain ly further encouraged me. 

The Honourable Attorney-General, the Government 
House Leader at one stage dur ing the proceedi ngs 
today when he i nd icated to one of our members who 
stood debate d id  not prepare to debate, Mr .  Speaker, I 
want to point out to h i m  as I just d id  i n  speaki ng to the 
point of order that we, on th is  side, yesterday cleared 
some e ight or n ine  b i l l s  off the O rder Paper. I th ink  we 
were q u ite co-operative in the manner in which t hose 
b i l ls  were handled. O nce again - ( I nterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease, order please. Si nce the 
matter of order has been dealt with,  i t  would not real ly 
be proper for the honourable member to discuss the 
matter again .  

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, I ' m  s imply pointing 
out and I 'm not speaking again to the point of order; 
I ' m  speaking to the manner in which the House Leader 
has handled the House. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable G overnment H ouse 
Leader to a point of order. 

HON. R. PENNER: Yes. the honourable member has 
not stated that he rises to speak on a grievance. If he is 
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doing that, then let h i m  say so and then, of course, he 
has the right to do so for 40 m i nutes i f  he wishes; but i f  
he's addressing the point  of order once the situation 
was cleared and we established the point and said that 
we didn't want i t  to set a precedent and made the 
point. We agreed that B i l l  No. 40 may stand i n  the 
name of the Member  for Tuxedo. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. The manner of order 
has been dealt with; there is  noth ing proper for any 
mem ber to br ing before the House at this stage other 
than a g rievance. 

The Honourable Member for St. Norbert on a Matter 
of G rievance. 

MATTER OF GRIEVANCE 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. Speaker, I want to speak at th is  
part icular t ime, perhaps not for 40 m i nutes, but for 
some t ime with respect to - on my s ingle occasion that 
a member is  a l lowed to speak - on a matter of g rie
vance. M r. Speaker, I was encouraged to do so when I 
heard the Attorney-General, dur ing q uestion period 
from his seat, i n  response to a q uestion from the 
Member for Arth u r  who was asking about and 
express ing his concern about the fact that some 
400,000 bushels of g rai n would now not be sold to the 
Seagram D isti l lers Plant in G i m l i  as a result  of the 
layoffs which have taken place at that part icular plant. 
The Attorney-General's response was, "Let them use 
the corn at home." Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, that's indicative 
I ' m  afraid of the reaction and the concern that th is  
government is showi ng for many people i n  our  society 
in Manitoba today. 

M r. Speaker, a few weeks ago I read a report about 
the Premier who said he was amazed t hat h is  govern
ment had done so well in their  f i rst six months i n  
office. I f ind i t  s i mply i nconceivable that the Premier 
could make a statement l ike that,  M r. Speaker. We 
have a situat ion and I 've spoken on a n u m ber  of occa
sions before, but it doesn't seem to penetrate the 
m inds and actions of this govern ment. But people 
throughout this city, particularly at this time of year as 
the Ju ly  1 st dead l i ne for payment of their real property 
taxes approaches, are sick over the i ncreases that 
they've been requ i red to pay in this m u nici pal fiscal 
year, Mr. Speaker. I poi nted out before the fact that an 
average home assessed at $7,000 i n  the City of Win
n ipeg over the fou r  years u nder our  Prog ressive Con
servative Govern ment, M r. Speaker, the net taxes on 
that particular home were increased by only $78, and 
this year the taxes on that same home have been 
i ncreased by $ 1 80-and-some-cents. Well over double, 
Mr .  Speaker, the i ncrease that took place over fou r  
years a n d  at a t i m e  i n  o u r  economic l i fe when people 
are finding i t  extremely difficult to make ends meet. 

Meanwhi le, the Premier  says, "I f ind i t  amaz ing  how 
wel l our government has done." M r. Speaker, an 
i nconceivable, u n believable statement for him to make, 
he m ust be l iv ing in another world, because he's not 
tal k ing  to the homeowners in  the City of Winn ipeg and 
throughout the provi nce who are being requ ired to 
pay these fantastic increases in m u nic ipal taxes that 
are tak ing place u nder this New Democratic Party 
Government in the f i rst year of their  operation when 
he prom ised to ease the property tax burden in the 
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province. Mr. Speaker, he has been tested on that 
part icular promise and he's been found wanting. I n  
fact, i f  h e  wants to compare to what took place over 
the last four years, M r. S peaker, i f  he wants to l ive u p  
t o  that promise, there should be no more i ncreases i n  
real property taxation for t h e  next three years dur ing 
the term of their  government i f  he wants to do as wel l  
as our  government did whi le  i n  office. 

M r. Speaker, he makes these statements when we 
see layoffs occurr ing in th is  provi nce in m in ing ,  in the 
railways and elsewhere, in a l l  i ndustries of this prov
i nce to an extent that has been u nseen si nce the years 
of the Depression and he f inds that his govern ment is 
doing amazingly wel l  in their fi rst six m onths in office. 
We see layoffs every day in the newspaper, and I 
raised one today and members opposite laugh.  M r. 
Speaker, the M i n ister of F inance raises the price of 
spirits, wine and beer to a level second or th i rd h ighest 
in the country. Nobody these days expects those pr i
ces not to i ncrease, but why should prices i n  M an itoba 
in this particular  area be the second or th i rd h i ghest in 
t he country? 

Mr. Speaker, they laugh at these 35 people who 
were laid off. The report clearly says that sales are 
laggi n g  as a resu l t  of the recession and govern ment 
taxes. They ask, M r. Speaker, the Manitoba Liquor 
Control Commission to raise an  addit ional  $20 m i l l ion 
after the p rice i ncrease i n  the begi n n i n g  of M ay and 
th is ,  no  doubt, is  contribut ing to this lack of sales, to 
this layoff of  35 workers. 

M r. Speaker, they've i mposed a payrol l  tax not only 
on the Liquor Control Commission, they've i mposed it 
on this plant in M a nitoba; a plant which was, I bel ieve, 
attracted to the P rovince of M a nitoba in G i m l i  in the 
l ate 1 960s by former P rogressi ve Conservative 
Governm ent; a plant which is a definite asset for this 
part icular area of the province. I t  has created i n  that 
area some very good jobs for the people of that partic
u la r  area but what has this government done, M r. 
Speaker? It has increased taxes to an u ncompetitive 
level and we're seei n g  some effect. I don't suggest it's 
responsib le for the layoff of all 35 workers because 
this plant produces for other than Manitoba. We are 
fortunate to have the plant in M an itoba but, no doubt, 
the layoff of the 35 workers has been affected by the 
taxation pol icies of this part icular government. The 
Attorney-General's response to the farmers who, last 
year, I bel ieve, supp l ied 1 00 percent of the corn for 
this plant for the first or second year, Mr. Speaker, for 
the f i rst t ime farmers in Manitoba suppl ied all of the 
corn for this part icular p lant. We k now now that 
farmers wil l  not be able to sell  some 400,000 bushels, 
they w i l l  be affected by that reduction in demand and,  
M r. Speaker, the Attorney-General's response is  words 
to the effect of " let them use their  corn at home." Wel l ,  
M r. Speaker, that's not satisfactory. We see i n  Mani
toba an  economy that is  i n  a d isastrous situation and 
meanwhi le  the Premier of the province says, '' I 'm 
amazed at how well our  govern ment is doing ." 

M r. Speaker, he talks a lot about going out and 
speaking to people.  Wel l ,  I have to wonder who he is 
speak ing to, because he's not speaki ng to the people 
who are expressi n g  concerns every day and they're 
everywhere throughout this provi nce expressi n g  
concerns about the state o f  the economy. What is  the 
govern ment's response? I t's been to i ntroduce the 1 .5 

payroll tax, M r. Speaker, at a t ime when bankruptcies 
are occurring in record n u mbers; when layoffs are 
occurring in record n u mbers; when unemployment is 
up to the Depression year levels. They i mpose an 
addit ional 1 .5 payro l l  tax which can only affect the 
employees in the reduction of jobs or in the reduction 
of salaries or wages or i n  the i ncrease of prices to the 
consu mers making M an itoba less competitive with 
other provinces and other parts of th is  world. That's 
what he cites, M r. Speaker, to demonstrate how well 
this government is  doing .  

They i ntroduce first contract legislation at a t ime 
when al l  of these th ings  are  occurr ing,  when what 
Manitoba real ly requ ires, M r. Speaker, is  an  increase 
in employment opportunities. M r. Speaker, they talk 
about their  Career Related Employment Program 
which is  not, in any way, going to create the same 
n u m ber of jobs as our program created. They are 
creat ing 1 ,500 jobs; for the same a mount,  we created 
5 ,000 jobs. They are spending double the amount of 
money. They won't create any m ore than 3,000 jobs at 
dou ble the expenditu res that we were i nvolved in .  M r. 
Speaker, meanwhi le, there are more and more people 
bein g  laid off or unemployed than will ever be 
e m ployed through their Student E m ployment Pro
g ram. They c l ing to their  criteria u nder th is  part icular 
program at a t ime when not only young people,  but 
people of a l l  ages would be happy to f ind e m ployment 
opportun ities of any k ind.  

Meanwhi le ,  M r. Speaker, the Premier of th is  prov
i nce says he's amazed at how wel l  h is  government is 
doi ng. M r. Speaker, again i t  is  s i mply inconceivable 
that he would make such a statement, but perhaps it's 
not i nconceivable when we consider statements that 
he's made i n  the past. The promises that he has made, 
Mr. Speaker, that have been referred to in this H ouse, I 
k now have been cited by a n u m ber  of members of th is  
H ouse, but they s imply m u st be emphasized t ime and 
t ime and t ime again in order to remind the people of 
Manitoba as to how th is F i rst M i n ister has betrayed 
the people of M a nitoba. He talks about keepi n g  faith 
with the people of M a nitoba when he said, M r. 
Speaker, "We can turn around the harsh economic 
c i rcumstances of  the past four years." S ince then, 
s i nce h is  elect ion,  we have heard nothi n g  from h i m  
other than compla in ing ,  making excuses, b laming the 
Federal Government, blaming President Reagan and 
blaming the world-wide economy. He never said any
th ing  about that, M r. Speaker, when he made th is 
statement that "we can turn around the harsh eco
nomic circumstances of the past year." 
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"No Manitobans w i l l  lose their  homes or farms due 
to h i g h  i nterest rates," M r. Speaker. Would  h e  put that 
to the people of M an itoba who have i ndeed lost their  
homes and farms due to high i nterest rates? "Together 
we can bu i ld  a g reat future; that's a promise we can 
guarantee." We k now now what the clear choice is for 
Manitobans, M r. Speaker. I t's to have your real prop
erty taxes, M r. Speaker, doubled in one year over what 
they were for fou r  years; it's to have the second or 
t h i rd h i ghest l iquor price increases in Canada, result
i ng in a loss of e mployment in Manitoba at one of the 
major disti l le rs that a former P rogressive Conserva
tive Government was able to attract to Manitoba. 

"A Clear Choice for M an itobans," M r. Speaker, 
means a 1 .5 payroll tax which is  going to result i n  
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decreased employment opportunities, more bank
ruptcies, increased costs to consumers and w i l l  affect 
v irtual ly everyth ing  that is exem pt u nder a retail sales 
Act and is  affecting the churches, the nonprofit agen
cies throughout this country. 

Furthermore, M r. Speaker, although they exempt 
the publ ic  schools - perhaps rightfu l ly dur ing this year 
- at least make it not effective u nti l  the 1 st of this year, 
they tax the independent schools in th is  provi nce. I 'd  
l ike ,  Mr .  Speaker, the  Premier of th is  province to  i ndi
cate to me and to members of the House what the 
difference is in consideration of those two educa
tional systems, when the i ndependent schools fol low 
the criteria and the guidel i nes i mposed by the publ ic  
educational system. 

They conti n ually talk and wi l l  not admit to exempt 
m u nici palit ies and school d ivisions. They're going to 
make it effective u pon them, begi n n i n g  January 1 st of 
1 983 and then they're going to g ive them a grant. 
They're going to cause them to go through the adm i
n istrative machi nations and work that w i l l  be neces
sary to col lect it ,  to pay it over, to receive it back, 
which is ent irely u nnecessary and j ust an added 
b u rd e n  to m u n i c i pa l i t ies  i n  schools  d i v i s i on s  
throughout t h i s  province. But  that's what "A Clear 
Choice for Manitobans" means, Mr .  Speaker, although 
the F irst M in ister didn't indicate that in his promises 
which he made in his election. 

He was going to take action to get Manitoba's 
troubled economy moving again and he was going to 
restore vital ity to the provincial economy. M r. Speaker, 
the electorate in Manitoba now k nows what faith they 
can have i n  the statements of this F i rst M i n ister, par
t icularly when they look at what is  real ly happeni n g  
a n d  he says that he's amazed a t  h o w  w e l l  h is  govern
ment is doing. 

Mr .  Speaker,  he talked about housing and we see 
the lowest n u m ber of housing starts that have ever 
probably been recorded in Manitoba's h istory. We 
saw yesterday a long-time bu i lder, Raymond Massey 
B u i lders, an experienced, long-time bu i lder in the City 
of Winni peg particularly, who is  in g reat d ifficulty. He 
may have thought that the Premier was going to do 
something about th is ,  because they were going to 
take steps to rel ieve the i nterest burden fac ing  fam i
l ies buying a home, because that's what he said, M r. 
Speaker. U nfortunately, he may have counted on that 
promise from the First M i nister. We've seen nothi n g  
on that, M r. S peaker. He probably also saw that the 
P remier said that the burden of education taxes which 
often fal l  u nfairly on low i ncome homeowners would 
be shifted away from property taxes. We d id that over 
four years, but in one year that low i ncome homeowner, 
l iv ing in a home assessed at $7,000 in the Winn ipeg 
School D iv is ion,  has had his taxes more than doubled 
than what it was over four years u nder a Progressive 
Conservative Govern ment. The n u m ber of promises, 
M r. Speaker, go on and on.  

The Manitoba N O P  believe work ing people deserve 
job security in a workplace. M r. Speaker, we went 
through the Est imates with the M in ister of Labour. He 
said that wasn't a priority and that he hadn't even 
looked at it yet. Manitoba New Democrats would pro
vide security from layoffs. We've seen the largest 
n u m ber of layoffs, M r. Speaker, that have ever been 
experienced in th is  province and what have they done 

about it? 
M r. Speaker, we see the g reat concern however of 

the M i n ister responsible for the Workers Compensa
t ion Board who, on March 25 of th is  year in Est imates, 
said within two weeks he would file on this table in this 
Legislature his summary of the private i nvestigation 
i nto the Workers Compensation Board, March 25, M r. 
Speaker, some 9 or 1 O or 1 1  weeks ago, whatever the 
exact n u m ber is. We have heard the O mbudsman's 
comments u pon the k i nd of report that the M i n ister 
responsible for the Workers Compensation Board 
undertook. The O m budsman clearly wanted a publ ic  
i nq uiry at  which the al legations made against the 
Board could be publ ic ly heard. 

Those al legations were made pub l icly, Mr. Speaker, 
agai nst the Workers Com pensat ion .  A l l  of the 
employees of the Board had to receive publ ic  criti
cism, Mr .  Speaker, yet the M i n ister ordered a private 
inqu i ry and now he's going to g ive us some day, prob
ably not before this Legislature ends, M r. Speaker, 
he's going to probably keep that docu ment, h is  
amended version, h is  censored version,  i n  h is  d rawer 
desk unt i l  some time after the Legislative Session 
ends and then he's going to bring it out one day when 
he's not subject to q uestions during question period 
from members on this side; that's when we'l l  probably 
receive his amended version,  M r. Speaker. But that's 
the k ind of concern that they have demonstrated whi le  
i n  government as opposed to what they said when 
they were on th is s ide and we could  a l l  i magine the 
g reat concern the M i n ister would have had whi le he 
was on th is s ide of the House over al legations against 
the Workers Compensation Board and what he would 
have said had a M i n ister i n  our  government cancelled 
a p u b l ic i n q ui ry and then undertook to file a sum mary 
of that report with i n  two weeks in the Legislature and 
then some 9 or 10 weeks later that summary hadn't 
even been fi led yet i n  the Legislature. 
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M r. Speaker, we have seen the statements that the 
city was rais ing the prices of essential services, such 
as ambulances. Wel l ,  what did they do about that? The 
ambu lance fees were increased 25 percent this year. 
Did they do anythi n g  about that? No they d idn 't ,  Mr .  
Speaker. 

In fact, on another matter, I asked the M i n ister of 
Natural Resources the other day, he raised park fees 
25 or 30 percent. I d idn't ask h i m  to reduce it for 
everybody. I j ust said to h i m ,  M r. S peaker, would he 
p rovide some support or some rel ief for senior citi
zens using camp park g rou nds and fees. He said, no,  
th is  i nc rease is going to be appl ied to everyone 
equal ly. Not even the low- income senior citizens of 
th is  provi nce w i l l  get any rel ief from the 25 to 35 
percent i ncrease i n  park fees and campground fees 
from the M i n ister of Natural Resources. M r. S peaker, 
the l ist goes on and on and on, the promises made and 
the pro mises broken, that's the clear choice for Man
itobans u nder an N O P  government, M r. Speaker. 

We have seen the actions of the Min ister of Com
m un ity Services and I want to say now, a couple of 
weeks ago there were news reports requoting the 
Executive D i rector of the Ch i ldren's Aid Society say
ing some 57 ch i ldren in t his province w here adoptions 
were being held u p  because of the morator ium placed 
by the M i n ister of Comm u n ity Services and this gov
ernment on their adoptions. I asked h i m  at that time i n  
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th is  House if he would l i ft that morator ium and he 
refused. Mr .  Speaker. The Executive D i rector has 
said, you can't take these 57 chi ld ren and put them u p  
on a bookshelf l i k e  a piece o f  jewellery a n d  expect 
them to just exist u nt i l  the moratori u m  is  resolved. M r. 
Speaker, I would once again,  through this Legislature, 
ask the M i n ister of Com m u n ity Services to g ive that 
matter some serious, thoughtful ,  compassionate 
consideration. 

There are some 57 ch i ldren, at least as of the t ime 
the Executive D irector of the C h i ldren's Aid Society 
was speaki n g  whose opportu nit ies to l ive, as one of 
the delegations had put it, in a loving fami ly  home 
rather than bein g  m oved from one i nstitution to 
another, w hose opportun ity for development as a 
ch i ld  and a member of a fam i ly is being jeopardized 
whol ly,  M r. Speaker, and I can't condone or excuse 
the actions of the M i nister with the position he has 
taken. It may very well be that in the long term the 
I ndian population of this province, the Native popula
t ion,  w i l l  be able to develop procedures and homes for 
ch i ld ren of Native descent and i f  they can, wel l  and 
good. But that's somethi ng that they have said in their 
briefs to J udge K i melman's Comm ittee, it can't be 
done i n  the short-term, they need t ime to do that. I n  
the meanwhile, M r. Speaker, I don't th ink  the ch i ldren 
who are being affected by this m oratori u m  should 
have their  l ives jeopardized i n  that manner. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, we do now have a clear choice 
for Manitobans. At least Manitobans know what that 
clear choice for Manitobans is. The Premier, M r. 
Speaker, when he says he can't u nderstand how wel l  
h is  government has done in their f i rst s ix months of 
office has made one of the m ost u n bel ievable state
ments, I t h i nk ,  in the h istory of pol it ics in th is  prov ince 
when one considers the disastrous economy that has 
resulted and the effects on  the economy that have 
resulted from this government's action in rais ing taxes 
and in their  anti-development, anti-private sector phi
losophy. The workers of th is  prov ince, Mr.  Speaker, 
will rue the day they ever voted this government i n .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER, J. Storie: I f  there are no 
further com ments. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried and the House 
resolved itself i nto a Committee to consider of the 
Supply to be g ranted to Her M ajesty with the Honour
able Member for F l i n  Flon in the Chair. 

SU PPL V - EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 

MR. CHAIRMAN, J. Storie: Committee wi l l  come to 
order. We are cont inu ing  with the Est imates of the 
Executive Counci l ,  conti nu ing with the M i n ister's 
Salary - the Honourable Leader of the O pposition. 

HON. S. L VON: M r. Chairman.  as I said at the conclu
sion of the last Com mittee meet ing when we were 
discuss ing the Executive Counci l  Est imates, in par
t icular the salary of the F i rst M in ister, I wasn't attempt
i n g  to make a b ig  th ing of it, but there were a n u m ber  
of weeks went by  after the government came i nto 
office when very l ittle i f  anyth ing occu rred and one of 
the f i rst annou ncements we heard from th is govern
ment was the changing of the colour of the l icense 

p lates from red, white and blue to red, white and black. 
I renew the q u estion. Could the First M i n ister g ive me 
the rationale for making that weighty decision which 
cost the taxpayers a bit of money? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. C hairman, I would suggest 
that the Leader of the O p position pose the different 
q u estions that he has in m ind  and I ' l l  bank them as has 
been the normal case in past years and respond to 
them at one t ime. 

HON. S. L VON: I would be q u ite happy to wait for the 
answer for that .  Then we' l l  go onto another topic. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: 1 .  (a) -pass; 

HON. S. L VON: N o, we're waiti ng for answers, M r. 
Chairman.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Chairman,  u nfortunately, the 
Leader of the O pposition obviously d idn't hear clearly. 
I am going to carry the practice that i ndeed the Leader 
of the O pposition did last year when he was Premier. I 
reme m ber the M i n ister responsible for M ines i n  bank
ing some of these q uestions rather than gett ing up 
and down each t i me. So, i f  the Leader of the O p posi
tion would l i ke to proceed through his q uestions and 
I ' l l  deal w ith them in the way that has been done in the 
past. 

HON. S. LYON: The q uestion is  very s imply, Mr .  
C hairman,  what  was the rationale for  changing the 
colour  on  the l icence plates i n  Manitoba and the cost? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Deputy Chairman,  as I ind i
cated, I w i l l  answer that a long with  other q u estions the 
Leader of the O p position w i l l  have for  me as we pro
ceed, at one t i me. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Chairman,  I am q u ite happy to 
g ive my honourable fr iend a few more q u estions that 
he can't answer because that's the postu re that he 
adopted the other  n ight  with respect to the whole 
resource q u estion when i t  was demonstrated in this 
House, in a way i n  which I have never seen a F irst 
M i n ister of th is  House have to backtrack ,  that the 
statements that he made about resource g iveaways 
were a bunch of electoral c laptrap which he can't 
susta in  by any sci nti l la  of evidence that h e  can call 
whatsoever. So, i f  the F irst M i n ister feels more com
fortable in bank ing  q uestions, we'l l  let h i m  bank the 
q uestions. 
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O u r  concern, Mr .  C hairman,  is hearing the F i rst 
M i n ister answer a q uestion because he's done very 
l ittle of that dur ing the course of the Estimates. I t  
doesn't matter i f  h e  wants t o  change the procedure; 
that's i m m aterial to me. What we want, what the peo
ple of Man itoba want, are some answers to q u estions. 
If the F i rst M i n ister, i f  he has to wait for his advisers to 
trundle in or for the M i n ister of M ines to bend his ear 
and g ive h i m  mis information,  that's his problem, not 
our problem. But, we're q u ite happy to g ive h i m  a few 
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q uestions and see how he can attempt to answer 
them. 

Let me cal l  h is  m ind,  Mr.  C hairman,  to the brief of 
the Annual Legislative Presentation to the F irst M i n is
ter and the government on the 1 st of J u ne, 1 982 and let 
me ask h i m  some q uestions. based u pon Page 24 of 
that agreement. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Which brief? 

HON. S. LYON: M FL, Manitoba Federation of Labour. 
Somebody across the way said, a good brief. There 
wi l l  be varying opin ions on that. I 've got in front of me 
some of the previous br iefs that they gave which were 
laced with mis i nformation,  laced with a lot of rhetori
cal, ideological nonsense. I m ust say that, by compar
ison, this one is  s l ightly more sensible than some that I 
have read i n  the past, but sti l l  they do have their  wi ld 
moments. 

On Page 24, talk i n g  about Northern Development, 
this statement is  made and I read from the brief, "A 
reduction i n  Hydro rates for Northern residents which 
are u nder Provincial Government control would be a 
good start ing point.  A study of Northern prices and 
how they relate to transportation costs should be 
u ndertaken." 

I wonder i f  the F i rst M i n i ster could tel l the H ouse, in 
view of the statements that his M i n ister of M ines and 
Energy has been mak ing about tak i n g  off the Hydro 
rate freeze which he then decided to keep on for one 
more year, whether the reduction i n  Hydro rates for 
Northern residents which is being touted by the Mani
toba Federation of Labour  i n  its br ief and the study of 
Northern prices and how they relate to transportation 
costs, whether these two matters are seriously under 
considerat ion by the government, m i ld ly u nder con
sideration by the government, or  bein g  rejected by the 
government. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The H o n o u rab le  M e m ber  for 
Thompson. 

MR. S. ASHTON: M r. Chairman,  i t  sounds here th is is  
the Leader of the O pposition's f inal q uestion.  

HON. S. LYON: No, it isn't, Mr .  Chairman, we're wait
ing for the F i rst M i n ister to answer. 

MR. S. ASHTON: I have some comments I want to 
make, but if the Leader of the O p position has more 
q uestions, I ' l l  be g lad to save my comments. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Chairman,  maybe I should 
agai n  explain that ,  rather than j u m pi ng up and down, I 
am taking careful notes of the q uestions. We' l l  answer 
at some appropriate point before 4 :30 as to the q u es
tions posed. 

HON. S. LYON: F i ne, Mr. C hairman,  as long as the 
F i rst M in ister is  now g uaranteeing that he's going to 
g ive answers and not sh i l ly-shal ly all over the place as 
he has done heretofore. 

Referring to the same page of t hat brief, Page 24, the 
title of the paragraph is, "Resumption of Hydro devel
opment" and I quote from the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour Brief, "Manitoba is rich in Hydro power which 

3225 

we could be using to create our  own energy resource 
boom. A previous government ceased construction of 
all p lanned Manitoba Hydro projects, thereby cutt ing 
off our  prospects of bu i ld ing  u p  a large scale generat
i n g  capacity i n  a world ru n n i n g  short of energy." To 
carry on, "We u rge the Prov incial  Government to 
com mence construction of power generatin g  faci l i 
t ies on the B u rntwood, C h u rc h i l l  and Nelson R iver 
systems without delay, beg i n n i n g  with the much  awa
ited Limestone Generating Plant. At the same t ime, we 
should embark on an aggressive market ing program 
to export our surplus electrical energy and to i nd uce 
Hydro using industries to locate in our  provi nce. Con
struction of roads and other i nfrastructure i nto the 
areas could be u ndertaken immediately." 

M r. Chairman, a series of q uestions ar is ing out of 
that:  Has the government made a commitmer.t to the 
Man itoba Federation of Labour,  as it did to the people 
of Man itoba, that i t  was going to resume Hydro con
struction i mmediately as a priority item of its pol icy 
and if so, when can we expect the announcement of 
that to take place? 

No. 2, i f  that is  not the plan of the government,  can 
the F i rst M i n ister tel l  us what response he made to the 
Man itoba Federation of Labour when they said, first of 
a l l ,  that (a) a p revious government ceased construc
tion of all p lanned Man itoba projects? Did he say, M r. 
Chairman,  to the members of the Federation of 
Labour that it wasn't a previous government, it was the 
previous govern ment of which he was a member, even 
though he and h is  colleagues have been m isleading 
the people of Manitoba for  a good n u m ber  of years by 
tryin g  to i mply that it was the Conservative G overn
ment elected in 1 977 that had stopped construction.  I t  
was t h e  Schreyer Government w h e n  t h e  F irst M i n ister 
was a member  of it that stopped construction.  

Did the M i n ister i nterrupt the readi n g  of the brief of 
the Man itoba Federation of Labo u r  and say - wel l  now 
chaps, you k now, the game's over; we've been cal led 
on it because in the prospectus we f inal ly had to admit 
that it was the previous Schreyer G overn ment that 
stopped construction on L imestone, so we can't use 
that one anymore - d id  the Premier stop the Manitoba 
Federation of Labour in the m idst of their brief and tel l 
them that? 

Then secondly, i f  he is  in agreement, M r. C hairman,  
with respect to the i mmediate construct ion of Hydro 
plants at L imestone and so on,  is  he then discard ing  
the  advice that was g iven to the com mittee and to  the  
House by the Manitoba Hydro officials when they 
appeared just a matter of a few weeks ago i n  which 
they said it would req u i re an agreement on  the West
ern I nter-Tie to be u ndertaken before any new capital 
construction could take place at L imestone. 

Now, is  the F i rst M i n ister say ing now that he's going 
to abandon h is  election pro mise which was to start 
i mmediately; is  he saying he's going to agree with the 
Man itoba Federation which is  to start i m m ediately? 
Which of the two choices is  he going to follow or is  he 
going to fol low the sensib le choice which is to get on 
with the negotiations for the I nter-Tie with Saskatch
ewan and A lberta, thereby providing the market i n  
p lace for the resu m ption of construction of Limes
tone? Is the F i rst M i n ister, M r. Chairman,  aware of the 
existence of the capital construction g raph that was 
provided by Manitoba Hydro to all members of the 
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Comm ittee on Pub l ic Ut i l i ties showing that u nless the 
Western I nter-Tie was com pleted, the agreement was 
completed and Li mestone g iven a go-ahead, that the 
probable date of any new construction i n  Manitoba 
would be 1 988? I s  the Premier aware of that fact and i f  
so, Mr .  Chairman,  what was h is  answer and what wi l l  
h is  answer be to the Man itoba Federation of Labour 
with respect to those matters? 

Now again,  Mr. Chairman, cont inu ing on the same 
brief on page 1 9  of that brief, the Manitoba Federation 
of Labour  made this statement - they were talk ing  
about industrial strategy: "The th i rd step is to  deter
mine which p lann ing i nstruments could be used m ost 
effectively to i mplement the actions necessary to 
improve o u r  performance. Usu al ly if an industrial stra
tegy gets th is  far at a l l  it f lounders at th is  poi nt.  The 
reason is that most governments are b l i ndly comm it
ted to a private enterprise economy and their  concep
tion is  l i m ited to br ib ing private firms to do the job. 
Unfortunately, private enterprise can be counted on 
to pursue its own interests f i rst and foremost and to 
structure the economy accordingly .  Consequently, 
industrial strategy becomes l i m ited to making margi
nal adjustments i n  the patterns of industry which su it 
the private sector." 

I would l i ke to k now what the P remier's recent reac
tion was to that piece of nonsense that appeared in the 
Manitoba Federation brief. Did he, as Premier Robl in  
once d id ,  stop the person who was readi n g  the br ief 
and say, "Do you real ly bel ieve that nonsense?" Did 
he have the g u m ption to do that, or  was it because of  
the people that he and h is  government are enthral led 
to, that he just let al l  of that nonsense move through 
the air  l i ke a piece of ectoplasm and nod knowi ngly 
and n icely as though that real ly made sense? Does he 
feel that h is  govern ment, when they are trying to sti m
u late industry in M an itoba, are br ib ing firms to do the 
job; does he real ly feel that? I f  so, does he not have an 
obl igation,  Mr .  Chairman,  to the people of Manitoba to 
say I reject that k ind of statement from the Manitoba 
Federation of Labour; my government, predecessor 
govern ments and I hope successor governments are 
not in the business of br ib ing pr ivate f irms to do the 
job and that k i nd of left-wing rhetoric has no place i n  
c iv i l ized discussion i n  terms o f  i mproving the eco
nomic future of the Provi nce of Man itoba. We would 
be i nterested to know, Mr.  Chairman,  what the F i rst 
M i n ister's reaction was when that piece of errant non
sense was read to h im .  

Mr .  Chairman,  on page 20  of  the same brief another 
p iece of i nteresti ng i nformation and suggestion was 
made by the Manitoba Federation of Labour  to the 
NOP Government of Manitoba u nder the head ing  of 
"P lanning ,"  and I 'm reading in part from the para
grapah and I quote: 

" I n  other cases, funds can be provided to help peo
ple launch i ndependent co-operative enterprises. A 
development tax could make funds avai lable to enter
prises which conform to i ndustrial development plans. 
In some cases, pub l ic enterprise is the most approp
riate veh icle for gett ing th ings done. I t  often provides 
the only effective means for coping with our distorted 
patterns of investment and making avai lable the capi
tal needed to bu i ld  our economy. Other options might 
include a government f inancia l  institution to make 
money avai lable for projects which conform to gov-

ernment development goals. Of course, i nfrastruc
ture, research and marketi ng support can be a very 
effective way to i nf luence patterns of development i n  
t h e  provinces." 

M r. Chai rman,  I 'd l ike to know from the First M i n is
ter what reaction he and his col leagues gave to the 
Federation of Labour when they were reco m mending 
a new tax, a development tax, agai nst presumably 
busi ness in Manitoba and al l  of the cit izens i n  Mani
toba.  D i d  he tel l  them that he thought that was fool
hardy, that the people of Man itoba were al ready taxed 
al most to the margin now because of the Budget that 
h is  colleague brought in just a few weeks ago, or did 
he tel l  them that he concurred i n  these rather pie-i n
the-sky utopian suggestions that were obviously writ
ten by some of the apparatchiks or left-wing h irel ings 
that they have at  the Manitoba Federation of Labour, 
who do want to change the makeu p and order of 
society in our  country, want to change the free enter
prise society to G od knows what, but to someth ing 
different from the system that they advocate. 
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What was his reaction - I hear the M i n ister of Agri
culture wants to say something - ( I nterject ion)- The 
M i n ister of Agricul ture wants to know, M r. C hairman, 
i f  our  private economy system ,  m ixed economy that 
we have in Manitoba and in Canada has worked so 
wel l ,  why are we in this problem? Wel l ,  I would say that 
if a man who is a member of an Executive Counci l ,  as a 
al legedly responsible M i n ister of Govern ment, has to 
ask that q uestion,  then he should res ign ,  not only h is  
portfol io ,  I th ink  he should resign h is  seat because he 
has obviously come i nto th is House bereft of funda
mental i nformation that - ( I nterjection)- M r. Chair
man,  he's saying that the private m i xed economy sys
tem doesn't work. 

Wel l ,  I have inv ited h i m  on previous occasions when 
he was talk ing  about the land system he would l i ke to 
see in this land, which is  on the R ussian system ;  he 
doesn't th ink  the private ownersh ip  system works. He 
now says he doesn't think the private m ixed economy 
doesn't work. There are other p laces in the world, Mr .  
C hairman,  where h is  k ind of system is i n  p lace and I 
th ink  we could  take up a collection arou nd the House 
here, buy h i m  a one-way ticket to one of those places 
and see how long he would last there u nder the k ind of 
controlled economy where government  makes all the 
decisions and government collects a l l  the develop
ment taxes; govern ment says there w i l l  be this i ndus
try bu i lt; govern ment says there w i l l  be a g u m  store 
here at which M r. Uruski  can shop as and when we've 
got some goods in it and so on. 

I f  he wants that kind of a society I t h i n k  that's f ine for 
h i m ,  but don't try to wil l  that onto the people of Mani
toba using the al leged social democratic alternative 
that he belongs to, M r. Chairman,  as the vehicle for 
i m posing that k i nd of tyranny u pon us. I f  my honour
able friend wants to i nterject some more we' l l  be 
happy to hear h i m  talk about Russia and some of his 
other favourite economic systems, some of the other 
economic and land hold ing systems that he seems to 
favour so much.  

M r. Chairman, I 'm not here defending Argentina, 
Chile or anyth ing else, and u n l ike the Member for 
Thompson, I ' ve got no pre-occu pation with E l  Salva
dor and so on. I th ink  we've got q u ite enough to do i n  
this House looking after the responsibi l ities o f  the 



people of Manitoba and if my honourable friends 
opposite, and the Fi rst M i n i ster has been one of them , 
he wants to trundle down to Ch i le  and weep over the 
bones of A l lende, that's h is  problem. I f  the Mem ber for 
Thompson is  al l  concerned about E l  Salvador and 
what's happen ing to the left-wi n gers there, that's his 
problem. I f  the M i n ister of Agriculture wants to get 
u pset because we haven't got the same land holding 
system as they have i n  R ussia, that's h is  p roblem but,  
Mr .  Cha irman,  we're here to look after the people of 
Man itoba, not to try to i nf l ict some k ind of left-wing 
nonsense upon otherwise free citizens who would 
lose their  freedom if  people such as the Min ister of 
Agriculture ever real ly had the power to i m plement 
some of the funny ideas that they hold.  

I want to k now from the F irst M i n ister, Mr .  Chair
man,  what h is  response was when th is k ind of non
sense was spoken to h i m  about a development tax, 
which would then be i n  the hands of govern ment so 
that govern ment cou ld take the tax and the M i n ister of 
Economic Development, with her superior wisdom of 
business in th is  province, cou ld then say, "We're not 
going to have a p lant in Stein bach or M orden; we're 
going to have a plant in the I nterlake, even though 
that's u neconomic for the province." That's the k ind of 
use that I would i magine from statements of hers I 've 
read in Hansard that she would probably l ike to have. 
She would like to have that kind of power. 

What I would  like the First M i n ister to reflect u pon at 
the same time, Mr.  Chairman, when he's g iv ing us a 
response to this rather i nteresting brief that he received 
from h is  mentors of the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour, the people who, along with the Canadian 
Labour Congress, suppl ied 500 fu l l-time workers and 
then turned out a brag piece about it and sent it a l l  
over Canada and everybody has seen copies of that; 
so we know that the F i rst M i n ister has a n u m ber of 
debts to pay to the Canadian Labour Congress and 
the Man itoba Federation of Labour. That is why when 
they make even stupid statements and nonsensical 
statements - and I ' m  going to deal with a few more -
about Hydro and about their  revisionist version of 
when Hydro construction was cut off and so on, that 
we have to pay m ore attention to this nonsense 
because the First M i n ister does: he is  enthral led to 
them. That's why when they make a suggestion about 
someth ing that they want to see happen i n  Manitoba 
across the way you can al most hear the heels cl ick -
and say, "Yes master, that's what we t h i n k  is a good 
idea. " If that isn't the case, then w i l l  the F i rst M i n ister 
be tel l i ng  us that he related to the mem bers of the 
Federation of Labour, or  wil l  i n  a written response to 
them, that it's i m poss ible to start Hydro construction 
at Li mestone now because of the reasons that al l  of us 
are aware of, because we have to have the Western 
I nter-Tie and that it's i m possi ble to do some of the 
th ings that they asked for because they are nonsensi
cal and they would not be in the pub l ic i nterest of the 
people of Manitoba. 

A l l  I want h i m  to do is  to tell us that he made those 
statements or statements to that effect, so that we wi l l  
be freed from the suspicion that when we read i n  the 
Manitoba Federation of Labour brief certain sugges
tions, that those suggestions can almost be g uaran
teed with in a year to become matters of govern ment 
policy as we are seei ng now with fi rst contract legisla-
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lion and some of the other matters that my honourable 
friends have great contortions and ideological  prob
lems with that real ly don't affect the public i nterest of 
Man itoba, b ut they are matters that are of concern to 
them with the hang-ups that they have in th is  l ife. 

Mr. Chairman, I would l ike the First M i n ister to d i late 
u pon that particular q uote from the brief, as wel l ,  and 
whether or not - the br ib ing q uote i n  particu lar- I 'd l i ke 
to hear h is  comment about that. - ( l nterjection) 
Pardon? T h e  br ib ing comment at t h e  bottom o f  page 
1 9: "The reason is  that most governments are b l indly 
committed to a private enterprise economy and their  
conception is  l i m ited to br ibing p rivate f irms to do the 
job." 

Mr .  Chairman,  those are a l l  the q uestions I have in 
mind at the present m oment. I won't  guarantee that 
they're al l  the q uestions I have, but they are all I have 
in m ind  at the present moment. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr.  C hairman, I appreciate the 
q uestions that have been raised and it g ives me an 
opportunity to deal  at  some length with the points that 
have been raised by the Leader of the O pposition. 

Mr .  Chairman,  I don't real ly care much whether the 
l icence p lates are red,  white and blue or black, white 
and red or any other part icular colour.  The i nforma
tion we have is that i ndeed the change did not i nvolve 
addit ional expenditure. I n  fact, the M i n ister of Trans
portation i n formed me last n ight that a l ittle m oney 
was saved because apparently there was some paint 
that had been avai lable that would not otherwise have 
been so, i f  anyth i ng ,  there was some deg ree of sav ing .  
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Personally I l i ke the new colours, black, white and 
red. I m ust say that maybe we made a m istake in not 
req u ir ing orange to be part and parcel of the new 
l icence plate, M r. C hairman. If the Leader of the 
O pposition is  sug gest ing that there was some sort of 
pol it ical motivation then maybe we ought to have had 
orange. I 'm not aware of black, white and red bein g  
t h e  N ew Democratic Party colou rs. I ' m  q uite satisfied 
with the colours of the plates and I bel ieve I can say 
honestly to the Leader of the O p position i f  I 've 
received more than one or two letters of complaint i n  
connection with t h e  l icence plates i n  my office, I 
would be su rprised, so I don't sense that it is an issue 
of tremendous anxiety on the part of Manitobans. 
- ( I n terjection)-

! could ask the same q uestion why the p revious 
government was going to proceed with red, w hite and 
blue. They l i ke red, whitd and blue and obviously we 
l iked the nature of the colours that we're proceedi n g  
with.  I f  a pol l  was taken o f  Manitobans I doubt that 
t here would be much difference as to their  choice of 
colours. 

I 'm just a l ittle disappointed, M r. C hairman, at the 
tone of the remarks by the Leader of the O pposit ion.  
The Manitoba Federation of Labour represents 7 4,000 
workers and that reflects many many households i n  
t h e  Provi nce o f  Manitoba from every length and 
breadth of the province. I th ink  that a brief from the 
Manitoba Federation of Laoour  should be treated with 
the same respect as indeed a brief from other organi
zations such as the Chamber  of Commerce or the 
Man itoba Farmers Bureau. Labour, farm, business, al l  
are i mportant partners with i n  the development of the 
Province of Manitoba. So I was somewhat taken aback 
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by some of the language that the Leader of the O ppo
sition used; "a brief, in their  wi ld moments, written by 
left wing h irel ings."  M r. Chairman,  that does reflect 
very much on the President of the Manitoba Federa
tion of Labou r, the executive members of the Mani
toba Federation of Labour and indeed the entire 
membersh ip  of the Man itoba Federation of Labou r, if 
it's being suggested that left wing h i re l ings are putt ing 
together the pol icy of the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour. 

I t  may be that the Leader of the O pposition, not 
fol lowi ng matters perta in ing to Labour, is not aware 
that Labou r d iscuss pol icy thrusts by way of demo
cratic convention. I ndeed, there can often be some 
very heated debates pertain ing  to pol icy develop
ment, in fact, I am pleased that Labou r is  one of the 
democrat ic organizations, as is the Chamber of 
Com merce at their  conventions, democratically work
ing out pol icy, pol icy i ndeed that they present to 
govern ments regardless of the party stripe. I do not 
bel ieve, M r. Chairman,  and I would warn all my M i n is
ters to avoid  that k i nd of language in referring to briefs 
that are submitted by democratic organizations within 
the Province of Manitoba. G roups, whether or not we 
agree with those g roups, are tryi ng to make thei r con
tribution toward assisti ng government i n  the devel
opment of pol icies and programs that wi l l  ensure th is 
is a better provi nce. That doesn't say that you have to 
agree with every l i ne  i n  any given brief, but I do bel ieve 
that briefs of this nature demand respect and serious 
consideration.  

I may have had some disagreements with the Mani
toba Cham ber of Commerce brief, or the Canadian 
Manufacturers' brief, or  the Canadian I ndependent 
Businessmen's Association brief that was submitted 
not so long ago, or i ndeed with the Manitoba Federa
t ion of Labou r br ief, but I ' m  not going to treat those 
briefs with d isrespect; I am not going to accuse those 
organizations of hav ing had their briefs written by 
some sort of h irel i ngs, whether they be right wing 
h ire l ings or left wing h irel ings.  No, I want to treat 
those briefs as earnest and si ncere attempts; whether 
it be the farm com m un ity, whether it be the business 
com m un ity, whether i t  be the labour com m un ity or 
any other com m u n ity in Manitoba as an earnest effort 
to assist govern ment in what is, admittedly, a very 
difficult t ime.  

I want to make it very clear to the Leader of the 
O pposition I do not pretend to have al l  the answers in 
worki n g  out the solut ions to the very tough t imes that 
we're confronted with now in Man itoba. I know it and 
I ' m  sure the Leader of the O pposition recognizes that; 
I would hope the Leader of the O pposition would also 
recognize that he doesn't have all the answers. So that 
I do look to organizations, and to people from whence 
they come, to make contributions to a goverment, 
whether it be indeed a government of the stripe of the 
former Leader of the O p position while he was Premier 
or this government. 

I am going to encourage those briefs to be p res
ented and I ' m  going to also encourage, Mr.  Chairman,  
for those briefs to be l istened to with some respect 
because i t  is  my u nderstanding,  and I was not p resent 
so I say this only on the basis of reports, that there was 
such a hassle and such a tangle between the Manitoba 
Federation of Labour and the former F i rst M i n i ster of 

this provi nce and his Cabi net colleagues that the 
Man itoba Federation of Labour did not feel comforta
ble in com ing forth and having an exchange last year. 
I n stead of an exchange, they were forced to mai l  their  
br ief  to m e m bers of the other Cabinet, rather than 
coming forward and saying,  look, would you l isten;  
rather than com i n g  to the former government and 
saying,  look, we have a brief; we have some ideas. You 
may or may not agree with us, but would you l isten at 
least for an hour,  hour-and-a-half while we read to you 
our views. I f  i ndeed the Leader of the O pposition 
would have had me i nterrupting to hassle and to argue 
on the scores of poi nts that he has raised d u ri n g  my 
Esti mates with the Manitoba Federation of Labour, it 
would have just been a state of anarchy. 

I ' m  assu ming ,  therefore, when the Leader of the 
O pposition is crit icizi ng me for not having j u m ped up 
a score or a score-and-a-half - how many t i mes it is 
al ready, I don't k now - and to have argued with the 
M an itoba C hamber of Commerce between 1 0:30 and 
1 2:00 o'clock, i n  fact we wouldn't have gotten past 
page 3 of t he i r  brief. I can understand, therefore, w hy 
last year the Manitoba Federat ion of Labour would 
have chosen not to have come forward because what 
is the point? I f  you've got a brief and you've got some 
ideas and you're not going to be able to proceed for 
hassle, then why would you come forward? 

So, M r. C hairman, there is a very dist inctive differ
ence, I suppose, in approach as we've witnessed by 
way of the suggested tactics that the Leader of the 
O pposition has proposed for us this afternoon. I th ink ,  
from t ime to t ime,  we do want to take exception when 
we have the time when people are present ing their 
briefs. We do want to pose q uestions for clarificat ion,  
but to get i nvolved in a dogfight ,  whether it be the 
Cham ber of Commerce, the National Farmers' U n ion,  
the Farm B u reau of Manitoba, the Canadian Manufac
turers' Association or the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour every t ime they present a brief, I don't know 
why I would want to engage in that k ind  of u nneces
sary confrontation. 
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We wi l l  advise the Man itoba Federation of Labour, 
advise other g rou ps, where we share views and w here 
we d i ffer view-wise and there w i l l  be areas of d ifferen
ces. O bviously, one we're deal ing with r ight now on 
Labour l eg islation where the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour is u nhappy that we are not proceedi n g  v is-a
vis anti-scab legislat ion. That is understandable; 
they're representing the point of view of the Manitoba 
Federation of Labour.  We've explained to the Mani
toba Federation of Labour i t  was our  view that we 
ought not to proceed. So there wi l l  be differences 
from t ime to t ime as there is  with other g roups. 

The Leader of the O p position asked me whether or 
not we were considerin g  a reduction for northern 
rates for Northerners. This matter has come up from 
t ime to t i me. We are not presently reviewi ng the rates 
perta in ing  to Northern Manitoba on Hydro. It is  my 
understanding that we are reviewing,  through the M i n
ister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs though,  the 
very high rates pertain ing to gas in Northern commun
ities ,  but as at the present t ime,  there is no review 
u nder way pertain ing to northern Hydro rates. 

I would l i ke to read to the Leader of the O p position 
comments that were made by myself dur ing the cam
paign regarding Hydro pol icy. I th ink ,  Mr. Chairman, 
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we are proceedi n g  in l ine and consistent with the 
pol icy that we announced dur ing the campaign and 
we announced to Manitobans, just i n  case there's any 
suggestion across the way that we're proceedi n g  in a 
way that is i nconsistent. "The New Democratic Party 
Government w i l l  proceed with i m m ediate orderly 
development of the Limestone Power Station. The 
first phase of development wi l l  be Northern develop
ment and tra in ing  p rograms to ensure maxim u m  ben
efits for the North and Northerners from Hydro devel
opment"; that is  the first stage. 

"We wi l l  pursue all market possib i l i ties, not merely 
those offered by the east-west G rid arrangement." 
Further on,  I had said, "The New Democratic Party wi l l  
not  u ndermine Manitoba's long-term Hydro prospects 
through hasty, election-oriented negotiations. We wi l l  
explore a l l  markets and not  j ust two. As a resource 
owned by the people of Manitoba, Hydro power 
should not be sold for a period of decades at its cost of 
production or cost of production p lus a modest sum;  it 
should be marketed at its value in an energy short 
world. The prici n g  formula to be pursued by New 
Democratic Party G overnment,  with regard to sale of 
Hydro, would i nc lude the assu rance of a profit to the 
people of Manitoba from out-of-province sales"; con
sistent with what is  tak ing place at the present t ime. 

My M i nister responsible for Northern Affairs is  in 
the process of complet ing arrangements in respect to 
the extension of the Northlands Agreement. A com
ponent of that North lands Agreement would i nvolve 
tra in ing  and sk i l l  development in regard to Northern 
peoples so that they could participate i n  future Hydro 
construction i n  regard to L imestone. 

It is  very, very i m portant that we not proceed with 
the Hydro construction i n  a way that is  at variance 
with my statement of O ctober 27,  1 98 1  unt i l  such t ime 
as  we ensure max i m u m  Northern participation i n  the  
employment. In  fact, there is way above average, as 
the Member for Thompson k nows, unemployment 
factor i n  Northern Manitoba. There is  a lack of s k i l ls 
because of u nfortunate neglect in train ing .  I am not 
blami n g  th is on the previous Conservative adm in istra
t ion;  it goes back many, many years. I would hope that 
we could make some dent in train ing ,  in sk i l l  devel
opment,  so that Northerners could  max i m ize their  
involvement in regard to the res u m ption of L imestone 
when i t  takes place. 

N um ber  two, I i nd icated that we w i l l  p u rsue a l l  
market poss ib i l i ties, not  merely those offered by east
west G rid  development. That's exactly, M r. Chairman, 
what we are doing at the present t ime. I would l ike to 
re-assu re the Leader of the O pposit ion,  we are pro
ceedi n g  with the negotiations to i nsure an agreement 
of satisfactory terms to Manitobans i n  regard to the 
east-west I nter-Tie. Those discussions are continu
ing; they've been i nterrupted briefly because of the 
Saskatchewan election and, properly, the new Pre
m ier of Saskatchewan has asked for t ime to review the 
fi le so he can be acquai nted with the issues. 

At the same t ime,  Mr. C hairman, we are looking at 
other markets, not j ust west but east and south. There 
is an i nterest south of Manitoba i nsofar as developing 
market potential and obta in ing supply from Manitoba 
and that has been expressed, from i m m ediately south 
of here al l  the way to Cal iforn ia, that's expressing 
su bstantial i nterest because of their very diff icult 

supply situat ion that they are confronted with in the 
State of Cal iforn ia. So that,  M r. Chairman,  j ust so 
there isn't any dou bt, what we are doing is q uite con
sistent with our statement dur ing the campaign dated 
October 27, 1 981 . 

The Leader of the O p position felt I should have 
i nterjected to have pointed out to the Manitoba Feder
ation of Labour that, when they referred to the pre
vious government cance l l ing ,  that i ndeed this was an 
u nfair  treatment of the previous Conservative adm in
istration in Manitoba, that I should have pointed out 
that's not so. I t  was, I suppose, the Leader of the 
O pposition suggesti n g  the former Schreyer G overn
ment cancelled the Hydro development in respect to 
Manitoba. I would refer the Leader of the O p position 
to - as he's referring some statements to me the other 
day in respect to statements by officials in cor.1m i ttee 
the statement of Apr i l  2, 1 981 by M r. B lachford, per
tain i ng to -( I nterject ion)- well, I ' l l  be interested i n  
see ing  a n y  correction.  I don't know h o w  there could 
be correction to fact. 

I n  1 977, there was a review as to the need. The 
project was not cancel led and I would be i nterested i n  
any reference that the Leader o f  the O pposition has to 
any correction. I bel ieve it was in 1 978 when i t  was 
def in itely shut down, they definitely began to wind it 
up.  That was the time that the decision was made to 
cancel. Let's not confuse that decision with an earl ier  

decis ion that was made i n  September, I bel ieve it was, 
of 1 977 to review the needs of Manitoba Hydro and to 
ascertain the source for additional supply,  but th is  
Hydro development i n  itself was not  cancel led - let's 
be very clear here - unt i l  1 978. There are Hydro M i n
utes that can be referred to in that respect. So I don't 
know on what basis I would have i nterrupted the Mani
toba Federation of Labour presenters to have cor
rected them on that statement. 

There is  some reference to abandoned election 
promise;  I 've dealt with that. The statement of October 
27, 1 981 is  q u ite consistent with what we are doing at 
the present time, orderly development. There are job
train ing  programs that are being developed, a maxim

ized Northern employment, and th i rdly, to i ncrease 
the n u mbers of the market potentia l ,  precisely as what 

was said d u ring the campaign. 
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You k now, I am not going to get i nto every debate i n  
respect t o  every l ine i n  the br ief .  T h e  Leader o f  the 
O pposition - I don't  have the br ief i n  front of m e - refers 
to some comment about br ib ing private f irms.  I sus
pect - ( I nterjection) - oh,  are we not going straight 
on? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hour  bei ng 4:30,  I 'm i n terrupt
i n g  the proceedi ngs. 

Cal l i n  the Speaker. 

HON. S. LYON: We're prepared to waive and go on to 
5:30, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shal l  we adjourn the House or 
should we j ust proceed i n  com mittee? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: If it's agreeable,  I would just sug
gest that we proceed r ight on as we are. 



IN SESSION 

PRIVATE MEMBER' HOUR 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. The t ime being 4:30, 
Private M e mbers' Hour. 

The Honourable G overn ment House Leader 

HON. R. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, there is  an agree
ment, and we regret that we were u nable to comm u n i
cate this to you earl ier, that we cont inue on i n  commit
tee. I would assume that if matters before the 
com mittee are not concluded at 5 :30,  continue th is 
even ing  and subject to an agreement from the other 
side of the House that Committee wi l l  continue, I 
would be prepared to move that the House stand 
adjourned, seconded by the F i rst M i n ister that the 
House adjourn ,  on  the u n derstand i n g  that Committee 
wi l l  conti n ue. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le  Leader of the 
O pposition. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, we're agreeable to the 
committee cont inu ing to the conclusion of the Esti
mates before us, the Supplementary S upply of course, 
wi l l  come at another t ime.  We're agreeable to continu
i n g  i n  the Esti m ate d iscussion that  we're i n  at  the 
present t ime.  

MOTION presented and carried and the House 
adjourned and stands adjourned unt i l  1 0:00 a.m. 
tomorrow morning ( Friday ) .  I t  is  the u nderstand ing  
that the  members w i l l  continue i n  Committee of  
Supply. 

SUPPLY - EXECUTIVE COUNCIL (Cont'd) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable F i rst M in ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Chairman,  i f  I could now pro
ceed, there was reference made to a comment in the 
MFL brief in regard to governments br ib ing private 
firms. I ,  u n fortunately, don't have the br ief at present, 
but certa in ly there have been n u m erous i nstances of 
that and the C h u rch i l l  Forest I ndustry example would 
be a pr ime example of w here governments, by way of 
the overly generous concessions made to private 
f irms ended up in the h istory of this province in tre
mendous and horrendous n ight mares, where m i l l ions 
and m i l l ions dol lars were lost to the taxpayers of the 
Prov ince of Manitoba because of br ibing - maybe it's 
felt that is  too strong a term - but certa in ly the overen
t ic ing of a private company i nto the Province of Man i
toba at terms which were giveaway and were reck less 
and were contrary to the pub l ic i nterest of Manitoba 
and there's comment about paying it out. 

M r. C hairman, I ' m  g lad to have an opportunity to put 
this on the record. I rem e m ber very wel l ,  because I 
was a member of the Treasury Board when discus
sions were made and I said, why do we have to pay this 
m oney out. Mr .  C hairman,  there was legal opin ion 
from some very, very dist inguished people from the 
legal profession,  in fact, one that is  now a J ustice of 
the Court of Queen's Bench in the Province of Mani
toba and I bel ieve two mem bers are presently judges 

of the Court of Queen's Bench, advising the govern
ment of the day that i f  we failed to pay out, we'd be i n  
b reach o f  the contract that had been s igned b y  the 
previous Conservative G overnment. We would have 
been responsible for damages that would have 
amounted to m i l l ions u pon m i l l ions of dol lars. 

So, Mr. Chairman,  the mon ies were not paid out 
b l ind ly. They were paid out because of legal coercion 
that the previous Schreyer Govern ment felt in the 
Province of  Man itoba on the basis of ,  I th ink ,  some of  
the finest legal advice that the then Schreyer Govern
ment could have received in the Province of M an itoba. 
Is the Leader of the O pposition suggest ing that we 
ought to have ignored that legal advice, that we 
should have r ipped the legal advice up and discarded 
it in the garbage tins of our offices as not bein g  worth 
the appropriate consideration? I k now the Leader of 
the O pposition ,  being a person of jurisprudence h i m
self, would not for a moment reco mmend that we 
ignore that legal advice. When I ' m  a member of a 
T reasury Board, what I try to do is exclude myself 
from the legal; I th ink  that's very, very i mportant, that 
we not try to make legal decisions when, even though 
we be lawyers around the Treasury Board, that we rely 
upon some of the finest legal m inds that we can 
obtain .  I am satisfied that we did have two of the f inest 
legal m i nds in the Province of Man itoba g iv ing us 
advice in those days. 
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MR. L. SHERMAN: If you thought you'd caught a 
burg lar, why d id  you pay the burglar? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. C hairman, we knew it  was a 
bad deal. We had hoped that some way or other some
th ing could be salvaged. U nder the legal ob l igations 
that we were confronted with - and I don't have the 
f i g u res in front of me - but  i t  was going to i nvolve us in 
the payment of m i l l ions u pon m i l l ions of dol lars i n  
damages i f  w e  had breached the contract i mmediately 
u pon our bein g  sworn i nto office on  July 1 5, 1 969. 

Let us not permit members across the way, members 
that, i ndeed, sat on the front bench d u ri n g  the former 
Weir and Robl in  adm i n strat ion,  now to wiggle them
selves out of respons ib i l ity for what was one of the 
darkest and most horrendous experiences that the 
people of Manitoba were subjected to, let us not for a 
moment.  I k now that the Leader of the O p posit ion 
s igned the or ig ina l  agreement. There was some con
fusion on  his part for awhi le as to whether he had 
actual ly s igned the agreement. I remember the debate 
in 1 977 when I bel ieve it was Mr. Hu band that was then 
the leader of the Liberal Party, was able to pul l  from 
the then Leader of the O p position in the al l-party 
debate of leaders an admission that he had forgotten 
s ign ing the part icular agreement. I can recall that. 

Let us not at this stage, permit members across the 
way that m ust bear responsib i l ity to wiggle out of that 
responsib i l ity by saying,  wel l ,  why did you pay out the 
m oney? We had a shotgun to our heads and they're 
saying,  wel l ,  we should have i gnored the shotgun  that 
was aimed to our heads, a shotg u n  that was put to o u r  
heads because o f  the d irect action o f  the former Weir
Robl in  G overnment in the Province of Man itoba, yes. 

The development tax, there is no consideration at 
the present t ime in respect to a development tax. I 
th ink  what we do requ ire though,  is methods with in 
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the Department  of Econ o m i c  Deve l o p ment  to 
encourage the creation of industries and plants i n  
many o f  t h e  areas o f  t h e  Province o f  Manitoba that 
suffer the g reatest i nequity. We have some areas of 
the province where there are plenty of jobs: other 
areas where there's heavy levels of unemployment. I 
would l ike to feel that within the next short ti me, I say 
to the Leader of the Opposition, we would develop a 
strategy that would encou rage some reduction i n  
some o f  those d isparities, just a s  I would l i k e  t o  see> 
across Canada, so that where we do have heavy 
unemployment, we could  reduce the payment of wel
fare to the people within those areas of heavy u nem
ployment by the creation of projects that would  
i ndeed provide for  job creat ion.  I do expect the  M i n is
ter of Economic  Development to be work ing  in that 
area and I k now that the M in ister of Econom i c  Devel
opment is  very conscientiously examin ing those areas 
in regard to future economic strategy in the Province 
of Manitoba. I t  is  those areas that we have to target in 
to p rovide the folk in those areas with some opportun
ity, u n fortunately, after decades and decades of neg
lect. I 'm not b laming anyone, but I would hate to 
spend the four years of our government i n  continu ing  
that neglect: a t  least, we ought  to  be conscious of  the 
problems i n  that respect. I don't k now what the Leader 
of the O p position - he referred to my bein g  enthrall ed 
by the M FL - ( I nterjection) - in thral l  to. He said that 
every time the M FL looked at us, we cl icked our heels. 
I don't th ink  those statements really req u i re any 
response because u nfortunately I th ink  they reflect 
u pon 74,000 members of the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour, more than any - ( I nterject ion)- and he sug
gested we have debts to the Manitoba Federation of 
Labo u r. I 'm not even going to spend too much t ime 
with respect to that. 

This  is  a government that owe no debts to anyone i n  
the Province of Manitoba. W e  are based u pon a party 
that inc l udes labour,  i ncludes farms, inc ludes smal l  
busi ness and pensioners, some professional people. 
I ' m  sure we have a larger proport ion of work ing men 
and women i n  the New Democratic Party than there 
be i n  the Conservative Party. We might  very well at our  
conventions have 35 ,  40 percent of our delegations 
that m i g ht be worki ng men and women: I make no 
apology for that. I 'm sure the Conservative Party 
would l i ke to up the percentage of un ion  members, 
people that are u n ion members partic ipat ing in their  
party conventions, i f  they have conventions. 

Somebody's rem i nded me they don't frequently 
have conventions. What is  it ,  once every six years? 
O nce every seven years? - ( I nterjection) - Wel l ,  I 
acknowledge that and that's why we're worki n g  so 
hard to i mprove the 47. I ' m  worki n g  hard and I ' m  sure 
a l l  my col leagues are worki ng hard to make sure we 
go over the 50-percent mark four years from now. 

There's one other point I would l ike to make a com
ment on. There was only one com ment real ly by the 
Leader of the O p position that did cause me some 
pain ,  it caused me deep pai n .  I say th is s incerely to the 
Leader of the O pposition, I th ink that i f  he reflects he 
would u nderstand. I k now I don't  have to deal  with th is  
dur ing my remarks,  but I feel  I m ust deal  with th is .  I 
don't know whether the Leader of the O p position was 
saying this in a l ight sort of way or whether he really 
meant it :  if he did n't mean it, then I would l ike to hear 
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from h i m  before I get i nto it. I don't i ntend to spend 
much time i n  respect to this,  but he made references 
to a trip that I'd made to C h i le that I had been there to 
weep over the bones of A l lende and I ' m  not sure 
whether the Leader of the O p position real ly meant to 
say that. Because I wish the Leader of the O p position 
cou ld have been with me when I met with C h i lean 
people i n  the C ity of Winn ipeg who lost so many of 
their  loved ones, sons, brothers and others through 
disappearances during the coup which overthrew the 
democratically elected govern ment of A l lende. You 
know, the Leader of the O p position has yel led "Com
m u n ist" to me. -( I nterjection)- I do now want to 
spend some t ime . . .  - ( l nterjection)-

l ' m  going to s hare now a story with mem bers of th is  
House. I went to C h i le with a 74-year-old gentleman 
who was u nable to speak very very l ittle Engl ish .  -
( I nterjection)- I would appreciate now if I could have 
the attention of the members. A 7 4-year old i n d ividual  
that couldn't speak any Engl ish; I could speak very 
l ittle Spanish. The purpose of our trip was to seek out 
the whereabouts of th is  74-year-old  W i n n i peg Chi
lean's son who had disappeared i n  1 974, short ly after 
the Chi lean coup. The father and the mother had gone 
through a n ightmare. In fact, it was commented to me 
i t  wou ld  have been much better i f  what had been done 
i n  Franco Spain had been done i n  Ch i le, that social ists 
and so-cal led s u bversive people in the eyes of the 
fascist reg i m e  had been l ined u p  agai nst a wal l  and 
shot: at  least, the loved ones would have known that 
they were dead. But in C h i le that did not happen: 
people were taken out of their  homes i n  the dark of 
n ight never to be seen agai n .  In the course of that 
week,  we found out what had happened to that son of 
that 74-year-old C h i lean of Winn ipeg. He had been 
tortured to death by a fascist custodian g uard, wh ip
p ing that son repeatedly. The son was naked at the 
t ime, whipping that son as that son attem pted to raise 
a very very heavy boulder in the prison courtyard and 
there were witnesses to that. That's what happened, 
u n fortunately, to the son of Mr.  Fredrico M unoz who 
had travelled with me to Chi le .  

There were many others that this happened to in  
Chi le  and therefore I say to the Leader of the O p posi
tion I th ink  what is  req u i red at t imes in this House is  a 
very clear statement about what is happen ing i n  th is  
world ,  whether i t  be i n  C hi le ,  whether i t  be i n  E l  Salva
dor, because let me tell you, 30, 35 people are k i l led on  
a da i ly  basis i n  E l  Salvador, whether it be i n  Poland, 
w hether i t  be i n  the Sov iet U nion,  whether i t  be i n  
Afghanistan. Let us condemn i nfringement o f  h uman 
r ights and the tak ing of l ives and torture. I 'm not going 
to lengthen th is ,  but I cou ld tel l  the Leader of the 
O pposition about the people I 'd spoken to, people 
that had been locked away in dark cel ls for 40-some 
days and had nearly been b l i nded in C h i le as a form of 
torture. T here's others that had been p laced on a rack 
whi le they had been pregnant and aborted a chi ld .  So I 
say, let us not be too hasty i n  saying,  wel l ,  that was a l l  
okay i n  C h i le because i t  was commun ist. I t  was com
m u nist. -( I nterjection) - Wel l ,  I heard a reference 
when I started my remarks, "Communist," when I 
referred to the overthrow of the democratically elected 
government of A l lende. A l l  that I know in respect to 
Ch i le  is that there was a government that was elected 
by majority vote of the people: that the people had 
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expressed their  trust in that government; that gov
ernment had views - i t  was a social ist government, a 
government that wanted to br ing about some funda
mental changes in that country. Let me tel l  the Leader 
of the O p position the poverty is  so g ross in C h i le that 
the solutions that may be appl icable i n  Canada are not 
appl icable i n  Chi le  - ( I nterjection) - the Leader of the 
Opposition says "was." I 've been speaking to C hi lean 
folk that have been there recently and it's worse than 
ever, much worse than ever, worse to the extent that 
the poverty-stricken masses in C h i le no longer  have 
hope. So let us be prepared to condem n  torture, d is
appearances and i nfr ingement of h u ma n  r ights 
whether they occu r  in so-called com m un ist countries. 
I th ink  that there are forms of bastardized com mu n is m  
i n  t h e  Soviet U nion.  I t h i n k  it's a form o f  bastardized 
com munism.  Let us be prepared to condem n  h u man 
rights though when it occurs i n  fascist countries and 
in democratic countries, because there are demo
cratic cou ntries where there are serious i nfringe
ments of h uman rights. 

I wanted to comment on  t hat because I just do not 
feel that hasty comments about my going to C h i le with 
M r. M u n oz was to worsh ip  over the dead bones of 
Salvador A l lende. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Leader of the 
O pposition. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. C hairman, to pick up on the last 
theme of the F irst M i n ister, I can assure h i m  that on  
th is s ide  of the House there is  never any q u estion of 
condemning and i ndicting oppression wherever i t  
occu rs. The problem that we f ind very often, M r. 
Chairman,  with some of my honourable friend's sup
porters - I don't say for m o ment with h i m ,  because I 
t h i n k  he is a genui nely compassionate person - is that 
as the old say ing goes, the left is never wrong. I appre
ciate what he says i n  terms of the oppression in Afgh
anistan, the oppression in H un gary, the oppression i n  
Czechoslovakia and the oppression i n  Poland because 
h u man oppression wherever it occ u rs u nder whatever 
totalitarian g u ise is  u nacceptable to us in this country. 
We've got to ensure that those i nstitutions that we 
have in this country are not undermined and eroded 
by the addiction that certain people i n  this country 
have to those systems which have been proven to be 
the g reatest enemy of i ndiv idual freedoms of any sys
tem we have ever seen on the face of the earth. 

I say to my honourable friend that the evidences 
that he g i ves of oppression of i ndiv iduals i n  Ch i le  f ind 
as much  pai n and as much compassion i n  the heart of  
anyone who votes for o u r  party as they do i n  the heart 
of anyone who votes for the N DP. B ut ,  M r. Chairman,  
to be kept i n  ja i l  for 40 days is  oppressive, i t  is foul and 
i t  is  i n i m ical to al l  we bel ieve, but to be kepi i n  ja i l  for 40 
years i n  some g ulag was equally oppressive, is  equal ly 
i n i mical and is  equal ly fou l  to a l l  that we, i n  this House, 
bel ieve. I t's when we see, M r. C hairman,  this kind of 
selective concern by not the F i rst M i n ister necessar
i ly, but i ndeed some of his colleagues from t ime to 
t ime about where their  gaze should be cast in terms of 
look ing for oppression. I t's when we see th is selective 
k ind  of oppression that they're concerned about i n  
Ch i le  and never hear a word about C u ba, then we 
beg i n  to wonder about whether their  concern is  for 

human d ign ity and i ndiv idual freedom or whether 
their concern really, Mr .  Chairman, is  a concern that 
the left can never be crit icized. That very often is  the 
case. 

We have a smal l  evidence of that k ind  of double 
standard going on in Manitoba today. The Attorney
General in his wisdom, in his w h i m ,  decides that for 
reasons of his opposit ion,  the government's opposi
tion and everyone's opposition that I k now of in Can
ada to the doctr ine of apartheid,  that he i s  then going 
to take a product of that country with which we have 
normal foreig n  and ambassadorial relations; he's 
going to take that product off the market i n  Manitoba. 
Wel l ,  well and good, but people have said to h i m  in th is  
House, f ine, that's the way of government express ing 
i ts  objection to tyranny, to a form of social  arrange
ment that we would not tolerate for a moment in this 
country. B ut ,  M r. C hairman,  why is  i t  only South 
Africa that is s ingled out to have its products denied or 
pushed off the publ ic market i n  Manitoba? What about 
the R ussian cars that are freely sold down the street 
here in Winnipeg ,  those R ussian cars p roduced with a 
form of s lave labour i n  R ussia? Is my honourable 
friend the Attorney-General not as equally worked u p  
about that, that those cars probably came from the 
labour,  i n  some cases, of factory people who were 
recruited from some g ulag because they had no alter
native? Why have we not then equal ly said to the 
manufacturer, to the distributors of those R ussian 
cars i n  Manitoba, "We don't th ink  that in accordance 
with what's r ight for i ndiv idual  freedom and in accor
dance with the method that we hold to be honest, 
u pright and in furtherance of i ndividual freedom that 
cars produced by slave labour in a total itarian country 
should be sold i n  our  province.?" Have we heard h i m  
stand u p  i n  h i s  p lace and say that? No, w e  haven't. 
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My honourable friend talks about Ch i le  and I ,  M r. 
Chairman,  share with h i m  the compassion that he has 
for the people that he acco m panied and for the story 
of terror that he heard down there. B ut ,  M r. Chairman,  
I tel l h im that i f  h e  had stopped off  on  h is  journey, i f  h e  
h a d  been a b l e  to stop off on  h is  journey i n  C u ba and i f  
he'd been able to i nterview as freely i n  C u ba as he 
apparently was i n  Chi le ,  he would have heard equal 
stories of terror and i mprisonment, wh ipp ing and k i l 
l ing .  Why i s  i t ,  M r. C hairman,  that  i n  th is  g reat nation 
of Cuba under  M r. Castro who is  some form of a 
Marx ist - God k nows what form that tens of thou
sands of people are escaping from that country by 
boat, by any means possible,  to get i nto the U nited 
States? Why? That's the q u estion that I t h i n k  that any 
reasoned person part ic ipating in this debate on th is 
k ind of a topic must ask.  Why? 

When we make comments about the left, seeming to 
have a b l i nd eye to the other tyrann ies around the 
wor ld ;  that  m ore often than not  is  the case. B ut I 'm the 
f irst to absolve my honourable fr iend, the F i rst M i n is
ter, because he stands i n  the House and has the brav
ery to say - I bel ieve h i m  when he says - and the 
s incerity to say that he is  equal ly opposed to the 
tyranny in Afghanistan. I thank him for that because 
we are too, j ust as we're equal ly opposed to people 
bei ng i mprisoned, having their  doors k nocked on at 
n ight ,  thrown i nto some form of pr ison and never 
being heard of again i n  al l  parts of the world regard
less of what reg ime it's under. 
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If we read Solzhen itsyn and if we benefit from what 
Solzhenitsyn has said to us. we know that the tyranny 
and the generational tyran ny that has been carried on 
i n  Russia s ince 1 91 7  is probably the greatest example 
of tyrannical mass genocide that has been seen on the 
face of the earth .  What are the words that Solzhenit
syn uses about the oppression of the czars? He said 
the oppression of the czars was something that 
should never have been tolerated. The country was 
work i n g  and tryin g  to come toward some semblance 
of democracy, stu mbl ing  toward it, not making much 
success. He sa id  at  one t ime the f ina l  czar actually had 
in jail or  had caused to be executed somethi n g  l i ke 
1 0,000 or 1 2.000 people. What does Solzhenitsyn say? 
M u lt ip ly that by 1 0,000 or by 1 00,000 before you beg i n  
t o  understand t h e  enormity o f  t h e  tyranny, t h e  loss of 
human d ignity and the loss of freedom in R ussia after 
the czars. 

A l l  I say, Mr. Chairman, is that when we're talk ing  
about tyranny, let's make sure that we're even-handed. 
Let's make sure t hat we identify always in this H ouse 
that peace movements and everywhere else, the g rea
test tyranny on the face of the earth in the USSR,  the 
g reatest threat on  the face of the earth to peace, the 
USSR.  Let's not be one-sided about i t  and say as 
someti mes some com mentators are i ncl i ned to do, oh 
wel l ,  the left can never be wrong because after a l l ,  
some social democ rats wi l l  say, m any of  the t h ings 
that they advocate i n  R ussia are the same; they come 
from the same wel lspring. T he ones who u nderstand 
and know. the ones in West Germany who understand 
and k now what the tyranny is ;  the ones who only have 
to go to Berl i n  to see the wall in order to keep the 
prisoners beyond that wall, that is  the prisoners of 
East Berl i n  and the prisoners of R ussia and the pri
soners of that confounded system behind  the wal l .  
The wall is not there to keep freedom-lovin g  people 
from going i nto East Germany; the wal l  is there to 
keep people who desire freedom from coming i nto the 
West. 

So let's remem ber, Mr .  Chairman,  in the course of 
any of these debates, who our friends are; who share 
the same ideals that we do about i ndividual freedom 
and d i g n ity and about the best i nstitutional way of 
preservi n g  that i ndiv idual freedom and d ignity. Let's 
fall on  our knees every n ight, and not enough of us do 
inc lud ing the man who is  speaki n g  to you, Mr. Chair
man ,  and thank a lm ighty God that we l ive in a country 
where we have th is k ind of indiv idual freedom;  fall on 
our  knees every n i g ht and thank H i m  and make sure 
that we preserve that freedom i n  th is  country and do 
nothing to erode it and do nothi n g  even with the best 
of m otivat ion,  which some of us from t ime to t ime 
would be i nc l ined to do.  to say, wel l ,  i f  we pass th is  
extra law and i m pose this extra bureaucracy, yes, i t  
w i l l  take a l ittle bit of freedom away from people - but 
what is  that? 

I t's a bu i ld ing  up, a layer ing u p ,  of that k ind of 
erosion of i ndividual freedom that u l t imately leads 
people i nto a state where they wake up some morning 
and f ind they haven't got  it .  Mr .  Chairman,  that  can 
happen in a parl iamentary democracy as well. So let's 
be ever v ig i lant in this parl iamentary democracy, i n  
this province, i n  th is  great country, that w e  are not 
eroding or permitting to be eroded those i nstitutions 
and those forms of precedent and procedure that we 

observe in this Parl iament and all of that g reat tradi
t ion and h istory of ours that we have inherited which 
confers u pon o u r  people a degree of i ndividual free
dom that is beyond the bel ief of most other people on  
the  face of  the  earth. 

So when we talk with some feel i ng about i ndiv idual 
freedom,  we mean freedom as we k now it .  We k now 
that the vast majority of the people on the face of the 
earth don't enjoy that freedom, whether they're 
oppressed by r ight-wing or left-wing governments o r  
Marx ist governments or k i l led by tyranny such a s  the 
USSR. To those people, as the F i rst M in ister has said,  
i t 's relatively i nconsequential  to the man whose head 
is  on  the block as to who's going to d rop the axe; it's 
relatively i nconsequential .  But remember, M r. Chair
man,  who's dropping most of the axes on the face of 
the earth today and it is people in com munist Marxist 
regi mes around the face of the earth. When we 
remember that fact, let's be ever, ever v ig i lant that 
never w i l l  any i ntroduction of that form of govern ment 
ever be permitted i n  our  society. 

Now, Mr. Chairman,  i t  had not been my i ntention to 
partici pate on  that topic in the debate but my honour
able friend opened it up ,  q uite legit imately, taking up a 
point that I had made in the cou rse of my remarks. I 
th ink  it's worthwhi le from t ime to t ime that we have 
this opportun i ty to share a view, not only across the 
House, but f rom t ime to t ime we m ig ht share these 
views pr ivately. I k now my honourable friend's fee l ing 
and I know his conviction to i nd iv idual  freedom and I 
respect h i m  for it. I th ink  that he has the same u nder
standi n g  and k nowledge of how I feel about it. We may 
d iffer from time to time as to the i nstru mentalit ies; 
whether a B i l l  of R i g hts or some other form of i nstru
mentality is best equipped to maintain and to enhance 
that freedom, but let there be no doubt i n  this House 
for members on either side of the House that i n d ivid
ual  freedom is what we serve. By serv ing  indiv idual  
freedom, we thereby serve the publ ic  i nterests i n  the 
best way that we can. 

May I get back to the more m undane matters that we 
were tal k i n g  about? My honourable friend, q u ite 
properly, was saying to the Comm ittee that he found i t  
u nusual that we would take objection to some of the 
matters that were raised i n  previous M F L  br iefs. He 
u n derstood why they didn't want to have a hassle with 
us.  That's why they d ropped the br ief off in the mai l  
last year and d idn 't come in .  
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I h ave put a d ifferent i nterpretation on that in pre
vious d iscussions in th is  Comm ittee and I repeat it 
again ,  very briefly I hope. The d i fference is  q u ite suc
cinctly this:  that we would l isten to the Manitoba Fed
erat ion of Labour brief and then we would make 
comments on obvious errors that were contained i n  
the brief afterwards. I don't th ink  that the leadersh ip  of 
the M FL, part icularly Mr. Mart in ,  l iked the corrections 
that we were making to the m isstatements of fact that 
used to be contained in his brief, particularly when 
those corrections were being made in front of h is  
whole counci l  of some 75 or 1 00 people, where he an 
open opportun ity to argue the other side of the case i f  
he wished. 

T hat's why the brief was d ropped off last year, not 
because we were u n k i nd to them, not because we 
were discourteous to them, but because we used to 
take offense when the truth was mut i lated by them. I 
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want to g ive an example to my honourable fr iend 
because I would n't want him to t h i n k  for a moment 
that we treated the C hamber of Commerce or the 
Man itoba Federation of Labour or anybody else any 
d ifferently. We treated them the same as he does. We 
gave them, i n  our  time, a fair hear ing .  We gave them, i n  
fact, much more t ime than the hour-and-a-half that 
m y  h o n o u ra b l e  f r i e n d  t a l k s  a b o u t ;  t h at ' s  
i nconsequential .  

Here is  the kind of thing that we used to take objec
tion to from the Manitoba Federation of Labour and 
I 'm reading from the brief of January 1 0th,  1 980. Here 
are the words; now hear the echo of these words that 
appeared i n  the 1 982 br ief that I read just a few 
moments ago. I am readi n g  from Page 1 3  of the 1 980 
brief. 

"This provi nce sti l l  has massive hydro-generat ing 
potential ,  a renewable resource that  must be deve
loped. The Federation was appreciative of the pre
vious govern ment for the manner  in which they pro
ceeded with th is  development in the first half of the 
'70s, which was a boon to the construction industry. 
Late in 1 975, they had M an itoba Hydro apply for a 
l icence to export power to the U nited States and the 
construction of a major transmission l ine. The Federa
t ion,  in a br ief to the National E nergy Board, sup
ported that appl ication. The appl ication was subse
q uently approved and construct ion proceeded with, 
by the previous government. Towers have been 
erected. However, the transmission l ines have not 
been strung .  O bviously,  the Lyon Government is  g iv
i n g  th is  a low priority as i t  has for the whole Northern 
Hydro development, which has been shut down 
throu;Jh their  restraint  pol icy." 

M r. Chai rman,  faced with the facts of the situation, 
faced with the prospectus that my honourable fr iend 
pub l ished as recently as March of th is  year, how 
would my honourable friend, the F i rst M i n ister, expect 
our government to sit back and l i sten to that straight 
revis ionist h istory? We weren't hold i n g  back the 
string ing of the transmission l ines on  that 500 kV l i ne. 
In fact, we wanted i t  to be completed as did the people 
in M i n n esota, so we could get that surplus power 
down to them as fast as possible.  How would you 
expect a government,  your government, M r. Chair
man,  the govern ment of the F i rst M i n ister, to sit  id ly by 
and l i sten to that k ind of nonsense being prattled at 
and the k ind of nonsense about shutting down through 
our restrai nt pol icy? 

M r. Chairman,  what does this government's own 
prospectus say, of March of 1 982? I am q uoti n g  from 
Page 8 of the prospectus, "Electric power construc
t ion,  which represented 1 5  percent of total construc
tion expenditures in 1 976, decli ned t hereafter reflect
ing the decision made in m id-1 977 by the Board of 
Manitoba Hydro to defer the construct ion of further 
hydro-electric generat ing capacity unt i l  such time as 
additional markets could be assured. Mr .  C hairman, 
that's the truth.  Were we to sit  by id ly  and l isten to th is  
k ind of errant nonsense, prattled by the MFL? 

Now, M r. Chairman,  the F i rst M i nister conveniently 
tries to put the Manitoba Federation of Labour i nto the 
same category as the Chamber of Commerce and the 
Red C ross and the other d ifferent organizations, the 
Counci l  of Women, who come before government 
each year, the CMA,  the i ndependent business people 

and so on. M ay I point out to h i m  - and I k now that th is  
isn't necessary - a none too subtle d ifference between 
the Manitoba Federation of Labou r and all of these 
other g roups. That d ifference very s imply is  th is: that 
one of the credos of the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour is  that i t  and its membersh ip, so they say, 
although it doesn't work out that way, are totally 
committed to the support of one pol it ical party i n  
Canada, namely the New Democratic Party. 

So, Mr. Chairman,  the Chamber of Commerce isn't 
com mitted to the support of every Conservative Gov
ernment in Canada or L iberal Government or N O P. 
I ' m  sure there are some that even vote N O P  among the 
Chamber  of Com merce, God bless them.  B ut ,  M r. 
Cha i rman,  I don't k now of any other organizat ion that 
comes before Cabinet annual ly which has, as part of 
its constitutional reason for existence now u nder the 
rather dubious leadersh ip  of M r. McDerm ott, the fact 
that at the federal level the CLC is only going to s u p
port the New Democrats and at the provincia l  level, 
M r. M arti n  and h is leaders h i p  people - and he hasn't 
even got al l  of them - are going to support the New 
Democratic Party. That's the difference and it's not a 
very subtle difference, I suggest to the F i rst M i n ister, 
because we all k n ow that the Manitoba Federat ion of 
Labour is  the ch ief operating source of comfort and 
assistance for the New Democratic Party in Manitoba. 
They don't make any secret of it ,  so let's not try i n  th is  
House. i n  sort of a Pastor Sam way, to present the 
Man itoba Federation of Labour as being j ust another  
g roup;  it isn't. I t's another g roup of people i n  Man itoba 
who are committed to the support of the New Demo
cratic Party. 
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Now, my honourable friend says they represent 
74,000 workers. I daresay that the constituent u n ions 
within the Manitoba Federation of Labou r represent 
74,000 workers and I daresay that one of the largest 
u nions i n  that g roup is  the Manitoba Government 
Employees Association, but by no stretch of the i m ag
i nation, when I read a brief from the Manitoba Federa
t ion of Labour, do I bel ieve that represents chapter, 
l i ne and verse the th ink ing  of 74,000 u n ionized people 
in M an itoba; it sure as the dickens doesn't. I n  fact, I 
have had people at the meet ings of the Federation of 
Labour come to me afterwards and say, I ' m  embar
rassed by the lack of qua lity in o u r  presentation and 
thank heaven you and your Cabinet would stand up 
and tel l the facts as you d id .  That's what I 've heard at  
d ifferent submissions that have been made by the 
Manitoba Federation of Labour. 

I k now, M r. Chairman,  I hear some y ipp ing and 
yapping from the young Member for Thompson, 
w ho's going to learn p robably i n  the brief t ime that he 
is  i n  th is  H ouse that i f  he wants to part ic ipate i n  
debates, he'd better get u p  on  h is  h i nd legs a n d  partic
i p ate, because let me te l l  h i m  a fact of l i fe that he 
perhaps has overlooked. His constituency contains 
the largest com m un ity i n  Northern Manitoba, the City 
of Thompson. The City of Thom pson on a per capita 
basis, m ust be the m ost h i g h ly u n ionized communi ty 
i n  the Province of Manitoba. M r. Chairman m ight tel l  
me that Fl in Flon rates on  a per capita basis close to it ,  
but i n  any event, let me tel l  the Member  for Thompson 
that it is  one of the most h i gh ly u n ionized cities i n  
Manitoba. I rem i n d  the Member for Thompson,  not i n  
a n y  sense o f  trying t o  p u t  h i m  down a t  a l l ,  b u t  I remind  
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h i m  what h is  majority was. His majority was what? 
F ifty-one votes in the most h ig hly u n ion ized consti
tuency i n  Manitoba -( I nterjection) - 72 votes, he 
says. All r ight, I 'm sorry. I u ndercounted by 21  votes. 

So, when the F i rst M in ister stands up and g l i bly 
wants me to bel ieve that the Man itoba Federation of 
Labour represents 74,000 workers and that therefore 
when it presents its brief to govern ment, it's speaking 
on behalf of a l l  7 4,000 workers, I say that's balderdash 
and he knows that's balderdash, because my honour
able friend's party may garner the majority of u nio
n ized support throughout Manitoba, but he sure as 
the d ickens doesn't garner all of it. There are an awful 
lot of u n ionized people that know who don't l i ke the 
support of the Manitoba Federation of Labour for the 
NOP,  because they feel that's a constraint on  their  
i ndiv idual  l i berty. They feel  that the compulsory 
check-off that they have to pay i nto the coffers of the 
N O P, which goes through the hands of the M FL, is  not 
something that they l i ke  to see done. 

So, M r. C hairman, I merely - ( I nterjection)- yes, 
the F irst M i n ister says, you can check out and then 
you can face some of the k ind of harrassment we 
k now that can face people who stand up for their  
i ndiv idual r ights. So that's why, Mr.  C hairman,  there 
was an amendment a few years ago put i nto The 
Labou r Relations Act for people not to have to belong 
to unions if they felt ,  as a matter of conscience, they 
shouldn't. After al l ,  we feel and I think the majority on 
the other s ide feel ,  that you're loyalty to God comes 
before your loyalty to the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour and we expect that section wi l l  remain 
u ntouched in the labour legislation of this province. 

So, M r. Chairman,  we don't need any lecture about 
the constitution of the Manitoba Federation of Labour 
and I don't want to take the t ime of the Committee to 
mention some of the other m isleadi n g  statements that 
were made. This book is  full of them; I have them 
marked and we responded to them, but don't let the 
F i rst M in ister try to put words i nto my m outh and say 
that the Manitoba Federation of Labo u r  brief this year 
contained a whole series of m isleadi n g  statements. I 
pointed out one or two. I also said it wasn't nearly so 
bad as it used to be. 

Let me say this,  Mr. Chairman. Let me point just to 
one other example of what I cal l  a real k ind  of m islead
ing rhetorical evidence that was broug ht to the Cabinet 
in the 1 980 br ief. On Page 20 of that brief, u nder the 
headi n g  of " Economic Pol icy," here's what they tr ied 
to p u l l  off, and I don't th ink  that he would sit s i lent i n  
the face o f  th is  anymore than w e  d i d  a t  the end o f  the 
brief. I 'm q uoting from their  brief: 

"Before analyzi ng specific provincial economic per
formance ind icators, the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour bel ieves i t  useful and i nstructive to sample 
survey a su bstantial  n u m ber of actual  cash payouts of 
tax dol lars to busi ness, com m un ity groups, i ndividu
als, etc . ,  with i n  M an itoba, as well as tax dol lars out
flow beyond prov i ncial boundaries. This sample sur
vey best i l lustrates your government's adm i nistrative 
i nterpretation and i mplementation of economic pol
icy at the practical level. Also, in this way, the govern
ment's accountabil ity as publ ic  trustee of taxpayers' 
funds are placed in proper perspective." 

Hear those words. Then on Page 21 , they took from 
Publ ic  Accounts a l ist of expenditures that were paid 

out that anybody could see, very selectively thoug h.  
They took and they used, for example, M r. Chairman,  
one of the biggest expenditures they picked out and 
were hold i n g  this up as some example of the fact that 
we were doing business outside of the provi nce or 
payi ng tax dol lars to big corporations, or whatever 
their  left-win g  hangup is. Here's the one, Mr. Chair
man,  "Canada Life Assurance Company, Toronto, 
O ntario" - I presume that's because of where their  
head office is  - " In 1 977-78, $2,384,880; 1 978-79, 
$2,463,566," and they held that out as bein g  represen
tative - what did they say? a sample best i l lustrates 
your government's admin istrative i nterpretation and 
imp lementation of economic pol icy at the practical 
level and in this way, government's accountabil ity as a 
p u b l ic t rustee of f u n d s  are p l aced i n  proper  
perspective. 

So I said, what's wrong with that payment? Well ,  
you're paying m oney outside of the province and so 
on.  Wel l ,  we didn't have to point out to the researcher 
who did this because I am sure they did i t  with mal ice 
aforethought, but the F irst M i n i ster knows and I k now 
and a l l  of the 1 4, 000 civi l servants of Manitoba k now 
that payment goes to the Canada Life Assurance 
Company as part of the group insu rance plan for the 
employees of this province. To have the Man itoba 
Federation of Labour hold up that expenditure as 
being something that ind icated that this government 
was somehow or other feedi n g  b ig  corporations tax 
dollars and not doing business i n  Man itoba is the k ind 
of half-truth, m islead ing  statement that I k now the 
F irst M i n ister of this province at the present t ime 
would have no part of  and that I would have no part  of, 
nor would my colleagues. 

Did we i nterrupt the Federation of Labour to com
plai n about that m isuse of statistics? You bet your l i fe 
we d id  and d id  M r. M art i n  l ike  it? You bet you r l ife he 
d idn't. That's why M r. Mart in  d idn't come back last 
year; that's why he left his brief l ike a fugitive at the 
door,  because he d idn't l i ke the truth.  He didn't l i ke the 
truth to be told about the methodology that h e  and h is 
l ittle coterie of people were us ing to try to m islead the 
members of their  own u n ion.  When the facts were 
pointed out when they were all there, he d idn't l ike that 
one bit. That's why, M r. Chairman,  the Manitoba Fed
eration of Labour d idn't come back ,  because they 
weren't prepared to be responsible and honest in their  
br ief  i n  certain respects. When that was pointed out 
to them, they d idn't l ike that fact being bandied 
around in front of their full membersh ip  because 
many of them, as I poi nted out to the F irst M i n ister, 
came to us afterwards and said, thank heaven you 
pointed out these m isstatements. That's why we d idn't 
get !he brief last year. 
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So let there be no m isunderstand ing  about that and, 
if my honourable friend wants me, I can take the rest of 
the afternoon and tonight to go through Federation of 
Labour  briefs for the last three years and point out 
every m isstatement, every half-truth, every polit ical ,  
rhetorical tr ick that they used to try to fulf i l !  their  
constitutional obl igation to support the New Demo
cratic Party. 

Wel l ,  that's their  business, but the truth is  the truth 
and al l  we did was point out the truth as we cont inue to 
point out the truth and wil l  cont inue to point i t  out to 
them, to the Chamber  of Com merce, to the Federation 
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of Bus iness or whomever. Because the truth remains 
the truth, no matter out of whose mouth it is  uttered. 

So, M r. C hairman,  I just want to set the record 
straight  for the M i n ister of Labou r and to say to h i m  
that, wh i le w e  appreciate h i s  pontifications i n  h i s  best 
pastoral manner about treat ing with respect the dif
ferent g roups that came before government, we did 
treat them with respect. B ut where they showed no 
respect for  the  truth and where they showed they were 
noth ing more or less than a pol it ical arm of the O p po
sition party, we had to point out where they were 
saying th i ngs that were contrary to the truth and/or 
contrary to the publ ic  i nterest as we saw it. We did it 
and we did i t  cou rteously and my honourable frien ds 
across the way may feel that t hey can sit l ike s i lent 
dodos wh i le this k ind  of mis information is being 
peddled to them, b ut the people on th is side of the 
House couldn't and wouldn't. We're not made that way 
and we're not ' i n  thral l  to' the Manitoba Federation of 
Labour, the Cham ber of Commerce or anybody in this 
provi nce, any more than my honourable friends. 

Let not my honourable friend, the F i rst M i n ister, 
forget that the Federation of Labour and the Canadian 
Labour Congress - and we've al l  seen the l ittle brag 
piece that the Canadian Labo u r  Congress p ut out 
about the 500 fu l l-ti me workers that they put at the use 
of the New Democratic Party in Manitoba and that's 
f ine, 500. I 've got the document i f  my honourable 
friend would l i ke me to table i t  - ( I nterject ion)- d u r
i n g  the election - ( I nterject ion)- wel l ,  that's what 
their  brag p iece says and I can only - my honourable 
fr iend has just f in ished say ing, we've got to bel ieve 
everyth ing that appears in u n ion briefs. I ' l l  g ive h i m  
another u nion brief where he can tel l  us about that 
piece. 

Now we didn't hear h i m  speak, Mr. Chairman, about 
the development tax that I asked about, that was 
recom mended by the Federation of Labour and one 
further q u estion has come to my mind s ince I sat 
down. There was a reference i n  that brief, at the end 
thereof, for better identif icat ion for the F irst M i n ister, 
it's Page 2 and 3,  followin g  the main body of the brief. 
This was a recom mendation which I suggest, M r. 
Chairman, is scary. I suggest that the people of M ani
toba and the Civ i l  Service of Manitoba have to be a 
l ittl e  bit  worried about th is  recom mendation because 
somet imes what is  a recommendation, as I said 
before, one year in one of these briefs, u nder a New 
Democrat ic Party Government becomes policy the 
next year. 

So that's why we want to hear r ight now what the 
F irst M i n i ster has to say - ( I nterject ion)- the M G EA 
is one of the unions and one of the u n ions, M r. Chair
man,  that does not however feel comfortable with th is  
mass subscription that the MFL tries to i m pose u pon 
al l  of their  74,000 members to support only one polit i
cal party. U nder various leadersh i p, the M G EA has 
said - and thank God they have i n  NDP ti mes and in 
Conservative t imes - "We don't think that our  i ndiv id
ual  freedom should be run  by the M FL" and they won't 
have any part of it .  I congratulate the M G EA for that. 
That is  probably why some of my honourable friends 
opposite - and I don't say the F i rst M i n iste r - would be 
q u ite happy to see the M G EA replaced by C U PE,  
because they k now that CUPE wou ld  be much more 
loyal than the M G EA. They, Mr. C hairman, would be 

relatively more ideological ly comfortable with CUPE.  
-( I nterject ion)- wel l ,  maybe the M i n ister of  Cultural  
Affairs would care to d i late u pon that topic at  some 
t ime. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Certainly,  the M i n ister of Com
mun ity Services would l i ke that to happen. 

HON. S. LYON: Page 2, M r. C hairman,  fol lowing 
u pon the letter to the M i n ister of Labour ,  "Proposed 
A mendments to Labour  Relations Act and E mploy
ment Standards Act." I want the record to be fu l l  of 
this.  I n  fact, I may get an extra copy and f i le  it so that 
the su bseq uent h istorians wi l l  be able to see the doc
u ments from which we q uote and to see why we are 
concerned about this u mbi l ical t ie.  

Here's the recommendation that was made, M r. 
C hairman,  about our  Civ i l  Service Commission i n  
Manitoba, "We have maintained that workers should 
partici pate i n  decision-making which affects their  
working condit ions.  We u rge the Man itoba G overn
ment to show employer leadersh ip  in this area by 
amending The Civ i l  Service Act to allow for a more 
representative Civ i l  Service Com mission. We recom
mend one appointee to represent govern ment, one 
appointee to represent the labour force and one 
appoi ntee selected joint ly by both.  The Civ i l  Service 
Commission should be a nonpartisan body i f  it is  to 
function as an appeal mechanism for Provincia l  G ov
ernment employees. For some years, however, the 
neutrality of the Com mission has been q uestioned. 
We u rge the government to restore a g reater neutrality 
of representation to the Commission and g ive mean
i ngful  representation to its labour force." 
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I describe that, M r. C hairman,  as a scary recom
mendation.  I would l ike to hear what the F i rst M i n ister 
says about it. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: I ' m  sorry. I hate to do th is but I j ust 
m i ssed the last part - neutral ity - what comm ission 
was that? 

HON. S. LYON: The Civi l  Service Comm ission .  

HON. H .  PAWLEY: M r. C hairman, I assume we're 
coming back later th is  afternoon to look at the exact 
recom m endation.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The H o n o u rab le  M e m ber  for 
Thompson. 

MR. S. ASHTON: Thank you, Mr.  C hairman.  Some 
time ago I deferred to the Leader of the O pposition; I 
wish I hadn't. I m ight  have gotten down to talk ing  
about someth ing of i nterest to the publ ic  of th is  prov
i nce in terms of the publ ic  business, but it seems the 
Leader of the O p position - to u se h i s  p hrase - has 
something of a fetish about the MFL. 

I 've sat here now, I guess, for wel l  over an hour with 
h is  latest t i rade about the M FL. I m ust say it 's gett ing a 
bit much because I u nderstand as a newcomer to th is  
H ouse that there are certain tradit ions i n  terms of 
Estimates, that i n  Executive Counci l  the Premier's 
Esti mates, one can br ing up virtual ly anyth ing ,  but 
when I was told that as a new Member to this House, I 
thought that "anyth ing" would refer to the pub l ic bus-
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i ness of this provi nce, not a part icular b rief put for
ward by a private organization.  Why the Leader of the 
O pposition has chosen to cont inual ly harp on and on 
and on about this, I really don't k now. -( l nterjection)
wel l ,  the Member for Radisson has a part icular sug
gestion there that I th ink  has some merit. 

I m ust say, M r. Chairman, that there were some 
issues raised when the Leader of the O pposition was 
referr ing to the brief which are issues that deserve to 
be discussed and, at first, when I stood up and i 

deferred to the Leader of the O pposit ion , I thought he 
might be wanting to q uestion the Premier on those 
part icular issues, but I haven't heard a q uestion i n  
regard t o  that f o r  a good h o u r  or so. 

I was referr ing in terms of the specif ic issues to the 
reference in the br ief to the need to review transporta
tion rates in the north; review costs of such th ings as 
hydro in the north because these are th ings that I 've 
heard from my own constituents, M r. Chairman. We 
have rather h i g h  transportation costs and we have 
rather h i g h  hydro costs and as the Fi rst M in ister 
added, we also have h igh  gasol i n e  costs. I would be 
very interested i n  seeing some k ind of an i nvestigation 
i nto a n u m ber of these. 

For example, with gasol ine costs in the north ,  we 
pay considerably more right now at approximately 
seven to eight cents a l itre in Thompson and it's that 
much  more the further north you go. Now, if one talks 
to the bulk operators i n  Thompson, the i ndependent 
gas dealers, one w i l l  f ind, M r. Chairman, that they 
often are very concerned themselves about the h i g h  
cost o f  gas. 

I had a gentleman last week come up to me - a 
former bu lk  dealer i n  Thompson - and br ing u p  this 
very q uestion.  He said that he can't understand, as a 
former b u l k  dealer for one of t he major o i l  companies, 
why gas prices are so high in Thom pson as compared 
to Winn ipeg. As the F i rst M i n ister indicated, the M i n is
ter of Consumer and Corporate Affairs has been look
ing i nto this q uestion,  fol lowin g  some feedback he got 
when he was in the north just recently, when he was i n  
Thompson and Church i l l  specifically. 

I m ust say, Mr .  Chairman,  th is  shows the different 
k ind of attitude that this government has towards 
northern problems. We don't sit here in th is  Chamber 
and l i sten to the nonsense of the Leader of the O p po
sit ion and consider that to be our  duty as publ ic  ser
vants. We get out i nto our  constituencies. The M in is
ters come up and visit  our  constituencies. They get 
feedback and they fol low up on it. There was feedback 
contai n ed in the brief the Leader of the O pposition 
was referring to in regard to that problem, the problem 
of transportat ion costs and energy costs. There was 
feedback when the M i n ister came up to Thompson 
and C h u rch i l l ;  he's fol lowing up on that, and that I 
th ink  is a key part icularly when it comes to the north 
because we're isolated up there, M r. Chairman.  Even 
though we now have jet-age communication, jet-age 
travel, we sti l l  have that distance of 500 m i les. 

I m ust say, l istening to the members opposite, that 
there's also another barrier in between this and that is 
somet imes those members across the way seem to 
view the north as some h itherland, you know, some
place which they avoid when they travel around their  
province. I notice,  for example, the Leader of the 
O pposition who a few m i n utes ago was lectur ing me 

on T hompson, wasn't even u p  i n  Thompson d u ring 
the e lection campaign despite the fact the Leader of  
the O p posit ion,  now P remier, was u p  twice: so I would 
suggest that i f  he would travel u p  there a bit,  he m i g ht 
learn something .  

I cou ld  refer also to the i nfamous statement i n  
regard t o  t h e  population o f  Thompson that he made 
when he d id  f ina l ly  come up there once, not to speak 
to the people of Thompson, mind you, but to speak to 
the western Premiers. He said well ,  you k now we have 
1 9,000 in Thompson. Wel l ,  at that ti me, M r. Chairman,  
we had 1 4,000, i f  that. I n  fact, if the Leader of the 
O pposition had j ust taken t ime to check,  h e  would 
have found there were Provincial Government statis
tics which show that was i ndeed the case. 

So there's a lesson in th is, Mr. C hairman. That les
son is ,  i nstead of runn ing  off with fetishes about b riefs 
from the M FL: i nstead of wast ing the t ime of this 
H ouse for one hour,  how about l istening to what the 
people of th is  province have to say and get some 
feedback. 

I notice it's 5 :30, M r. Chairman.  I w i l l  continue my 
com ments at 8 o'clock. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hour being 5:30, I i nterrupt the 
proceedings and w i l l  return to the Chair at 8:00 p . m .  
this evening .  
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