THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA

2:30 o'clock, Thursday, November 6th, 1958,

Opening prayer read by Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: Presenting Petitions
Reading and Receiving Petitions
Presentlng Reports of Standing and Select
Committees

DR. W. G. MARTIN (St. Matthews): Mr. Speaker, I wish to
present the fourth report of the select special committee.

MR. CLERK: Your select special committee beg leave to
present the following as their fourth report. Your committee has
considered Bill Number 8, an Act to provide assistance to farmers
in establishing, developing and operating their farms, and has
agreed to report the same with certain amendments. All of which
is respectfully submitted. '

DR. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the
Honourable Member for Roblin, that the report of the committee be
received. .

"Mr. Speaker presented the motion and follow1ng a voice vote,
declared the motion carried.

MR. SPEAKER: Notice of Motion
Introduction of Bills
Orders of the Day

HON. DUFF ROBLIN (Premier): Mr. Sneaker, before the Orders
of the Day are proceeded with, I think the members of the House
and citizens of the province at large would be glad to know of
this letter, which I have Jjust received from the Honourable R.L.
Stanfield, the Premier of Nova Scotia.

He writes- "Dear Premier Roblin, The people of Nova Scotia
appre01ate greatly the generosity of your province in donating
$10,000.00 towards the Springhill disaster relief fund. -The need
in Springhill is very great, and Manitoba's contribution will help
to meet this great need.

I would be grateful if you would make it known to the members
of your govermment, and indeed to the people of the province, how
much we in Nova Scotia appreciate this assistance. - Yours sincerely,
R. L. Stanfield."

MR. A. A. TRAPP (Lac du Bonnet): Before the Orders of the
Day, Mr. Speaker, I would like to direct'a question to the Honour-
able the Minister of Agriculture.

Several days ago a request was made for the tabling of 1nfor—
mation, or rather correspondence between the Federal Government
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MR. TRAPP (Continued)
and the Provincial Government, on the matter of farm credit. I
would like to know if that will be tabled in due course?

HON. ERRICK F. WILLIS, Q.C. (Minister of Agriculture and
Immigration): Wwe were just in doubt slightly, in regard to the
consent of the Federal Government, because you have to always get
that. But as I have now, today, discovered there is but one
letter which points to the fact that federal officials are going
to be in Winnipeg and will discuss the Act with me. That is the
only letter. We will be glad to table it.

MR. E. GUTTORMSON (St. George): Mr. Speaker, I'd like to
direct a question to the Honourable First Minister. ‘

Is' it his intention if-the House, the work of the House
hasn't finished tomorrow afternoon, to sit tomorrow night? And
if so, if we haven't finished the work Friday night, has he any
intention of sitting Saturday? '

MR. ROBLIN: I'm afraid we'll just have to see what progress
we make, Mr. Speaker, before I can give a positive answer to those
statements, those requests.

MR. GUTTORMSON: A subsequent question I'd like to ask, I'd
like to direct one to the Minister of Public Utilities.

Has the government given any consideration to exmanding the
present policy of construction, telephone construction to rural
subscribers?

HON. JOHN CARROLL (Minister of Public Utilities): You mean
are we going to change the policy, the policy that's been in
force? We haven't as yet changed any policy with regard to the
exnansion of telephone service. No.

MR. GUTTORMSON: But are you considering changing it?

MR . ROBLIN: eeeeses.members of the government what advice
they are going to give the Crown.

MR. M. A. GRAY (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, may I ask a question
of the Honourable First Minister along the lines the honourable
member has asked.

Speaking for myself, I woulc rather pnostpone till Monday than
sit on Saturday. Let's have one Sabbath free please. ‘

MR. ROBLIN: 1I'll keep that in mind, Mr. Speaker.

HON. STEWART E. McLEAN (Minister of Education): Mr. Speaker,
I move, seconded by the Honourable the Minister of Agriculture
that Mr. Speaker do now leave the chair, and the House resolve
itself into committee to consider the following bills, #2 an Act
to amend the Public Schools Act, #8, an Act to provide financial
assistance to farmers.

Mr. Speaker presented the motion and following a voice vote,
declared it carried.



MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for St. Matthews please
take the Chair. :

MR. CHAIRMAN: Section 482 of the Bill.

~ MR. D. L. CAMPBELL (Leader of the Opposition): Mr. Chairman,
I understand that this is the only section of the bill that has
not been finally dealt with in committee of the whole. Is that
correct? This is the only section ofececee

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, The only section of the bill what.....

MR. ROBLIN: It was requested last night by the honourable
the member for Rhineland that this section should stand to enable
my honourable friend the Leader of the Opposition and others to
debate it, which we agreed to do.

MR. CAMPBELL: I appreciate the consideration of the
committee in letting it stand, because I found it absolutely
impossible to be here last night because of a previous commit-
ment. - Non-political, I might say. And I wanted to, as I mentioned
in the special committee sitting, I wanted to make some further
remarks in connection with the matter of grants. And once again
it's our old friend '"regulations'" that I am referring to.

I understand that Clause "A" of Sub-section 1 has been amended
by striking out the words, '"'such amount as is stated in the
regulations.” Is that correct? Now, what I would like to suggest,
is that the same thing, exactly the same thing be done in the next
sub-section. = And my reason for suggesting that, in addition to the
general question of having the Act leave so much of the business
to the Lieutenant-Governor in-Council by regulation, is that, I
think that, when there's so much attention being paid, and properly
so, to the size of the grants that will be made available under
this changed or extended policy, that it would be entirely approp-
riate to have the actual amount stated in the Act, or percentages,
because I call the committee's attention to the fact that so long
as the words in the fifth and sixth line of B, Clause B, of Sub-
section 1, remain in effect, that there is no commitment whatever
in this Act, that these percentages that are mentioned immediately
thereafter will be paid, because the wording is that, "toward pay-
ment of the approved exnenses incurred in each year by the board
of the division, and the board of each school district included
in the division, for the purposes hereinafter in this clause
mentioned, such amounts as may be described--prescribed in the
regulations, but not exceeding in respect of any such approved
expenses the following percentages thereof."™ And then it goes on
with the 100 percentum, 75 percentum, et cetera.

I would think, Mr. Chairman, that in a matter so important as
this, that tHe policy having already been decided and enunciated
by the Minister and the government, that there would not only be
no objection to putting in the actual percentages that are to be
paid, but that they would be quite prepared to do it as they were
in the first sub-section. And consequently I have an amendment
prepared along that line.



MR. CAMPBELL (Continued) ,

While I am speaking though, I would like to refer to the
next page, top of the page, sub-clause 9, where the percentages
for the cost of each new secondary school building is set forth.
I realize that this has already been discussed in the special
committee, but I would like to again reiterate the point that I
was trying to make there. That I think that the graduated scales,
and I know that I do not express the unanimous view of my own
group on this, because there's room for honest differences of
opinion, of course, as to how this should be approached. In my
opinion, the fact that we have the graduation in the amount that
is contributed toward construction et cetera of the secondary
school buildings is a graduation where the larger the school the
higher the percentage that is paids; that it will add to the
centralizing effect that I feel quite sure a lot of the parts of
this province will not want to see in force. As far as I am con-
cerned, I would prefer to see a flat rate, - as generous as pos-
sible of course - but still a flat rate, paid for all the various
sizes of secondary schools. However I realize that this has been
dealt with quite extensively already, and I do not propose to
move an amendment on it at this time. I mention it simply and in
regard to reverting to the other one, I offer to you as an amend-
ment, Mr. Chairman, seconded by the honourable the member for
Rhineland, that the words, "such amount as may be prescribed in
the regulations, not exceeding," I've put those in quotation
marks, that the words, quotation, "such amounts as may be prescribed
in the regulations, not exceeding" quotation marks, be struck out
of lines five and six of clause B, of sub-section 1, of section
L,82. I move that, as an amendment, seconded by the honourable
the member for Rhineland. :

MR. CHAIRMAN: Presented the motion....5 and 6 Clause B.

MR. ROBLIN: I wonder if those are the right lines, what are
the numbers in the bill?

ONE OF THE MEMBERS: 13 and 1k.

MR. CAMPBELL: esesl am interested.....in lines of the sub-
section.
MR. McLEAN: Mr, Chairman, as a member of an ancient and

honourable profession, I am just as much opposed to regulations
as anyone else. However, in this modern day and age, it's a well
knownfact that it is necessary in many instances, to provide for
matters by way of regulation. I think however that we may correctly
say that in this bill we have gone as far as has ever been done
before in any piece of legislation having to do with the Public
Schools Act, .to eliminate the use or the abuse of regulations, and
in many instances have svpelled out in the form of the statutes the
provision being provided for. In this instance, however, we
consider that it is necessary to maintain in the Act, the provisions,
such as appear in the original bill, and for that reason we are
opposing the amendment which has been offered. :

There are two general arguments on the matter. First is that
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MR. MCLEAN (Contlnued) S

the weight of experience and usage is that it should be provided

- for by regulation. As I pointed out in the House the other day,
the matter of school grants.has always been a matter of regulation
and is so provided for in the present Public Schools Act. I
pointed out.that in the instance of part 17, which provides for
secondary school areas not only are the grants provided by regula-
tion but indeed, the whole body of the scheme is in..is set out

by regulation and the section 340 is little more than an enabling
section to allow the Lieutenant Governor in Council to make regula-
tions in effect, by order-in-council to ‘set out the whole law, in
a sense as it applies to secondary school areas. So that the first
point is that on the basis of the experience and the usage that

has been accepted that is what has beeh done before and I am certain
.that those opposite who are now anxious to prescribe or limit the
use of regulations would not have done so if they hadn't felt that
it was necessary in the interests of good administration.

There is however another point that. I would want to make,
because this suggestion was raised in, on, I believe on second
debate, on seecond reading, and immediately after that we began to
consider from all possible angles, the matter of limiting the use
of regulations insofar as section 482 is concerned. There was no
problem with respect to . sub~clause (A) because that is a once only
grant that cédn easily be fixed and there was really no object in
referring to regulations there. However, with respect to the other
grant's, 4nd wé examined it from every possible aspect to consider
what would be the effect if we took out the provision for providing
grants by regulation, and in every case,  our conclu31on, it was
abundantly evidenced that we might be writing in a factor which
would make it impossible to properly control the grants to be made.
In other words that we would be writing into the bill a sort of,
in a sense an escalator clause which we .couldn't control, we, or
whoever might be here, couldn't control at a later time. Because,
of course, it's not suggested,’' it has never been suggested, that
under any and. all circumstances that the -provision, the amount of
money provided from the provincial treasury should always keep
going up. There will always have to be some control. The effec-
tive control, of course, are the votes of the people of Manitoba.
They judge how we administer their monies and to what extent we
provide money for education, and we havé indicated what the policy
of the government is with respect to that. We, of course, are
going to carry out that policy and intend to do so in the future.
But to rot give us any 'latitude', if you want to use that term,
would be to make it extremely dlfflcult t0. exercise any control
over monies that would be reqgquired for this purpose.

So it .is for that reason that I do.oppose the amendment and
say to- the. HOuse that we cannot accept it. . I'm not certain
whether it's necessary for me to say anything with respect to the
sécond point-ecdnéerning the capital:construction: contribution for.
secondary schools, beyond -pointing this out that in the interim
report of the Royal Commission -~ which was ‘a- unanimous report - as
shown on page. 57, the recommendation of the commission was that
certain grants up to 75%, or, at least being 75% to be paid to
high schools of not less than twelve classrooms. And that was
confirmed further on page 93 when the recommendation of 75% for
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MR. McLEAN (Continued)
construction of high schools was recommended.

Now this report is a unanimous report. The chairman of the
Commission, the former Deputy Minister of Education in- this prov-
ince, Dr. Cuddy, a member of the commission who has been, I think,
for a lifetime associated with education in Manitobaj Brother.
Bruns who has been a school principal, a high school principalj
Mrs. Wood who has been a school teacher very much interested in
education, and Mr. Stefan Hansen, and representing, I think it may
be fairly said, all shades of opinion, certainly from various view-
points and that is their unanimous recommendation.

Now we haven't gone as far as that recommendation. We are,
it is true, providing the largest assistance for the twelve room
or more high school but we have graduated that:assistance so that
in places where it is considered not advisable to construct a
larger high school, they will receive not the high amount but more
than the basic support of LO%. And in the scale which has been
now adopted by the special committee there is no incentive to a
school district or school division to construct more classrooms
than they would need, because as they go up in size, the contribu-
tion required goes up proportionately, although it decreases, that
is to say, as they reach this upper limit the school division does
receive better assistance in a sense than they would for a lower
school. But it is in some respects perhaps a better scale in that
sense than the one originally proposed.

It is our belief that experience will show that the larger
schools will be required not because people will be brought from
larger areas but because more children will be attending school
from the existing areas. Ve mustn't overlook that factor that
this plan in one designed to make high school education available
to a larger number of boys and girls. And from the, as it were,
the territories which are now reasonably adjacent to high schools,
there will come a larger and larger number of boys and girls. And
that in itself will require larger schools, aside altogether from
any centralizing effect that this might have.

MR. CAMPBELL: If the member will permit me, inasmuch as I

have been moving this motion, I think I can state the remainder
of my argument very quickly and perhaps the Minister would prefer
to deal with one at a time.

- I want to thank the Minister for his explanation because I
think I can compliment him most sincerely on attempting to look
at these questions that are raised on their merits and to give the
very best explanation he can for either meeting them or not meeting
thew as seems the best to his judgment. I can say quite frankly
that I think the Minister has made an excellent job of piloting the
bill through the House, through the committee. I congratulate him
not only on his interest in it but on his capability in advocating
the various provisions of it, and I certainly don't want to impede
the progress of the bill at this stage. However, because my
honourable friend is so well informed on these matters and I shall
say no more about the construction grants, I know it doesn't properly
arise under this motion, except to say that I give the Minister
credit for not accepting the recommendation in full of the Royal
Commission, because I think this is better in my opinion, than what
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MR. CAMPBELL (Continued) . a

they recommended and there:dre other cases where their recommenda-
tion hasn't been accepted.;hAnd all I'm suggesting is that we -
might get a little further away from it than my honourable friend
is doing. However, that'!s.-all the point I wish to make on that.

v But in regard to this‘one, Mr. Chairman, I'm sure that it is
the Minister's intention to. pay the percentages set out here. I'm
sure that that is the intention and, if it's the intention, then
I think it's better for everybody concerned to state it without
this qualifying phrase. Because, and I recognize what my honour-
able friend has said, the force of what he said with regard to
the necessity of some regulatory power. But if he W1ll'look at
the first sub-clause under’''b", I submit to you that he doesn't
need for regulation purposes any 'elbow! room whatever on that one
because what (i) says 100 percentum of the actual salary paid to
each teachery the ‘authorized teacher and the authorized number of
teachers but not exceedlng the amount applicable to that teacher
as set out in the scale of: grants prescribed in the regulations.

So on that one, which is an extremely important one of course, on
that sub~clause (i) there is a regulation in that sub-clause by
‘itself to take care of any of those 'elbow' rooms that he might
need in that regard. Then the 75 percentum of the maintenance of
school in (ii), that one I.am sure is already covered under a
section dealihg with the approved costs. And so all along the
line, the (iii) 60 percentum, etc., "as required or authorized
under regulatlons made." You see the point is that you've got
here not only regulations but a double Set of regulations because
you have the controlling sub-clause with regulations in it and then
several of the controlling sub-sections, no, clause, the controlling
clause itself with regulations and then several of the sub-clauses
themselves capable of regulations. Now I'm sure that my honourable
friend intends to pay the amounts that are set out here. Going on
down to B(iii) and so on, 4O percentum of the cost of such capital
repairs, renovations, replacements "as are aporoved by the Minister."
And the one just before that "as are approved by the Minister."
Well, I think that you’ ve'got double regulation here to provide
the protection that the honourable the Minister needs. However,
that's all I intend to say on the matter, Mr. Chairman, and we can
have the vote on it so far'as I am concerned that's sufficient.

MR. D. ORILKOW (St. John's): Mr. Chairman, it would seem to
me that the Honourable Leader of the Opposition doesn't understand
this set-up at all. '

If you assume the fact -that the government has not agreed to
pay the full salaries or 75% of the maintenance of schools or. 60%
of the cost of transportatlon, that if they have not agreed to pay
the full amount whatever it may be in the particular district.

They have only agreed to pay the percentage according to the amount
which they hdve set out as being the maximum allowable. Once you
assume that, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me necessary that you must
say somewhere, and if you say it twice, I see no difference than

if you say it in each separate section, that you will pay accordlng
to the regulations.

Now, Mr. Chairman, whlle I'm on my feet, I would like to say
something although the Honpurable Leader of the Opposition said he
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MR. ORILKOW (Continued)

wasn't going to move an amendment, I was hapvny to hear him say
that he didn't speak for his whole group but I would like to say
something about his remarks about the grants for capital cost.

I thought, Mr. Chairman, that the mewrbers of this House accepted
in principle the recommendations of the interim report of the
Royal Commission, and the bill, Mr. Chairman. But as I listened
to the Honourable Leader of the OUpposition, it seemed to me that
either he didn't understand the interim report or else that he
actually objected to it. Because the whole point of the interim
report and the bill; Mr. Chairman, is certainly built around the
idea that if we are going to have adequate secondary education,
we must move towards having larger schools with more classes.

Now the honourable member said I think yesterday in committee
that he thought that in a four-room high school, one could provide
an adequate education. Well, Mr. Chairman, let's look at the
situation. If you take a high school, grade 9, 10 and 11 and
that's what we will have with this set-up, and you will take an
average of six subjects per grade - you have 18 subjects. Now
that would mean if you had only four teachers that each teacher
would be required to teach approximately five courses. Now I
submit, Mr. Chairman, that no teacher, I'm not being critical of
the job that's being done. They've done the best that they could
but no teacher can be competent really to teach five courses. If
you are going to have a four-room high school certainly they're
not going to be able to do the job which they can do in a larger
high school where there can be more snecialization. But even
forgetting that for the moment, Mr. Chairman, if you have a four-
room classroom it means that so many of the courses which ought
to be offered cannot be offered., _

Now, we heard this morning - we were in committee and we
heard the President of the Farmers! Union, Mr. Patterson speaking,
and some of you will remember, he spoke about the drift of the
young people from the rural areas to the city, and he pointed out
that when they came to the city they were unable to get skilled
work, in many cases, because of the type of education which they
had. Well I submit, Mr. Chairman, that unless we can get the
rural areas to have larger high schools, in which you can have
more specialization, and more option that the young people who are
going to come into the cities and towns, will not be able to get
the jobs which they will be looking for. If you don't have shops,
if you don't have home economics, if you don't have commercial,
if you are restricted to traditional courses, their ability to get
jobs will be that much less. And, this is what the honourable
member is suggesting, when he is saying that we ought not to
encourage the larger high school. ‘

I want to point out one morz thing, Mr. Chairman, it seems
to me that one thing in which the rural high schools ought to
be encouraged to really promote, is the field of shops. It is
even more important to the rural areas than to cities, because
of what I've seen of a farmer he not only has to be -- know some-
thing about crops, he's got to know something  -about keeping books,
he's certainly got to know a good deal about keeping his equip-
ment and machinery in good condition. - And: I can't think of a
better way for him to learn how to do these things than in a modern,
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MR. ORLIKOW (Continued) ‘ : :

- well equipped shops room. And, for all these reasons, Mr. Chair~
man, it seems to me that we ought to be - encourage the growth -=
I don't say that we can -- I don't disagree with the government
when they reject, at:least for the present, and maybe for a good
long time, the idea that no high school should be less than twelve
rooms, I think that's probably not practical at this time, but
certainly we ought to .encourage high schools to grow in size, and’
we can give all of this service we want to that idea, Mr. Chairman.
If we don't give a financial inducement to the local areas to work
for, then certainly we're not going to get it. And I certainly
support this clause as it is and reject comnletely the suggestlons
made by the Honourable Leader of the Oppnosition.

MR. W. C. MILLER (Rhineland): Quite frankly, I must confess
that I cannot follow. the argument of the honourable member for St.
Johns. When he suggests that the Leader of the Opposition stated
or inferred that the teacher grants should be svpelled out in
legislation, he is suggesting the same practice that is followed
now. - And I want to ‘suggest to my honourable friend, the Minister
of Education, that there is a section in the Public Schools Act,
where the amount is ‘spelled out under which the great majority of
the grants are paid.. And - I'll come to that, I'll come to that.
And it's under section 178, sub-section 33 "unless otherwise
provided, the guaranteed annual support of each school district’
shall be  $2,500.00 in respect of each of the authorized numbers
of teachers." Now that is the controlling section.

Under the propoeed bill, it is suggested that this section
. do not apply, and all the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition
is suggesting that the alternative formula be put in the Act.

And, I suggest to you, Mr. Chairman, that such is an easy matter,
because, I'm quite sure, and I agree with the Leader of the
Opposition when he suggests that the Minister has given serious
study to this bill. -~ We 411 admit that. I want to commend him

for it,; but surely, after looking at the recommendations.of the
interim report, on pages 73 and 74, if he doesn't agree with that,
I suggest to you, quite frankly, that he must have made up his
mind to an alternative policy. And that is the only thing we want
to know. And that should be spelled out in the Act.

Now, as my honourable friend, my impatient honourable frleni
the Honourable the First Minister refers to secondary grants, yes,
those are provided by regulations. But, I also want to suggest
to him - he's been in this House for some considerable time, and
whenever there was a change contemplated, a change in grants con-
templated, under the regulations, what did the Minister do? 1In
his statement to thé House, he indicated the amount. That has not
been done in .this case. And, with all due deference Mr. Chairman,
I think the Minister is in a position to indicate to the House,
even if he wants to keep up the regulation, he is in a position to
now -- now Mr. Chairman, to suggest to the House what he provoses
to do. Wwhat is the government's alternative policy to the recom-
mendations of the Royal Commission?

MR. F. L. JOBIN (Flin Flon): ..sesthe matter of teachers'
salaries and leaving them to regulations? I think it's regrettable
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MR. JOBIN (Continued)

from one aspect that they were left to regulations, regrettable
inasmuch as and having been in committee, inasmuch as the teachers'
society did not have the ovportunity -- I think they could have if
they had availed themselves of it -- but they expressed ihe opinion
that they didn't have the opportunity to talk upon salaries, because
that was being left to regulations. Now, I think that the committee
would not have objected if they had expressed their opinions on this
particular matter. Because they didn't, and because teachers in

my own constituency have asked me to mention this, I would like to
point out some of the things that should have been discussed in
committee, so that we, the legislators could have paid some atten-
tion to it. I know that the Minister will set the regulations on
the salary schedule, but he'll do it after the teachers make
representation to him, after the trustees makeée representation to
him. But I suggest to this House, it would have been much better
had it been in the Act so that we could have debated the pros and
the cons. The way it's going to end up now is that the Minister

and his colleagues will decide. But, I think we could have arrived
at a better solution had we discussed the matter of the salary
range, at least in the committee stage.

Now, some of the things that have been brought to my atten-
tion, and the honourable member from Burrows raised some of these
here about ten days ago, the one consideration in the table
referred to on page 73 (a) talks about present exverience counts
50% of merit here completed to a maximum of 5 years. Teachers
wonder, those teachers with twenty years experience, they ask,
"what's going to happen to me. Do I start off at the maximum at
the 5 year level?" These things weren't asked in the committee,
but they are the concern of teachers. That is,. a teacher with
not much experlence, where does he fit into the new salary
schedule?

The other matter that has been raised, I've seen reports of
it in the paper, but we didn't have the chance to debate it
actually, is this matter of the variance in salary schedule between
the elementary and the secondary teacher, of the same academic
standing. Some teachers, at least, object as well to the dependent
allowance, between the elementary and the secondary level. Others
too, we know, again from the press, oppose as being impractical the
general principle of merit rating. Others it is true, think that
merit rating is good, if a good system can be brought out to bring
this into operation. Teachers again -- and we didn't hear this,
and yet this is to be 1left to regulations, teachers wonder why,
the Royal Commission in their schedule on page 73 and 74 should give
more attention -- more provision beyond the two years of faculty.
You'll notice in the schedules on page 72 and 73, two years of
faculty is the maximum on which merit rating -- or on which
salaries can be based. That is, two years of faculty, plus whatever
years of University they have.

And the final observation is that the teachers in my area --
my constituency complain about is this matter of tenure. And
while I don't think that anything can be done about this without
changing the Statutes, regulations may be able to bring about this
recommendation contained on page 75 of the report, and that concerns
tenure. Under that, any teacher can be bumped, 1f a teacher with
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MR. JOBIN (Continued)

higher qualifications comes along. That's the pure and simple
truth of the matter. And, I think teachers generally think that

a teacher that's been teaching this year, or just the last two or
three years deserves to be bumped, if they don't keep improving
their standards.  But, my group of teachers wonder about that
particular teacher that's been in the service for 30 years, that
Just can't improve their standards. Are we surely by regulations,
we're not going to permit the bumping of a teacher that has been
in the service for so many years? Bump the young ones that should
be improving, but let's not in regulations--and I'm not suggesting
that you're going to--but this report suggests that you do. So
because the teachers didn't say these things, and I'm not speaking
for the Teachers' Society as a whole, but because they didn't say
these in committee, because it wasn't in the bill, I at least can
say them on behalf -of the Teachers' Society of Flin Flon.

MR. McLEAN: Mr. Chairman, I am not just too certain whether
the honourable member for Flin Flon desires an answer from me on
the points that he has raised, and I have no desire to not take
the House into my confidence. I could though, say a few things
~on-=as I've already indicated that the grants provosed will follow
by and large those recommended in the interim report.

With respect to the grants toward teachers' salaries, they
will not be as large as the grants recommended by the report,
although the difference will not be too substantial.

I noticed that the other day I was reported as saying we were
not going to have merit rating. Actually, I didn't think I said
that, it was--one of the few occasions when I made a somewhat,

I thought, innocuous statement, but the fact of the matter is

that we do not propose to tie merit rating to the scale of grants.
I make it clear, however, that I feel definitely that merit rating
will eventually have to become part of the plan, and my hove is
that we will, and I perhaps should correct another statement that
was made, I don't propose to ask the Teachers' Society what they
think about merit rating. I'm going to ask the Teachers' Society
to work with the Trustees Association and the Devartment of
Education to evolve what will be an acceptable system of merit
rating, but for the present, we are not tying the grants to a
system of merit rating. }

The schedule, when adopted, will include the principle of a
variation between grants payable in respect of persons teaching
in elementary schools arnd secondary schools. I know now that that
idea will not be approved by the Manitoba Teachers' Society: I
have assured them that they will have an ovpportunity to make their
views on that as well as other matters known, and there'll be no
desire to keep it a secret and they will have an opportunity to
express their opinion. However, I think that the recommendations
of the interim remnort have considerable force, in that, they point
-out that this particular type of grant, of making a differentiation
between the grant that is paid to a teacher with a certain experience
and training - if teaching in an elementary school and if teaching
in a secondary school, there should be a difference, and it's based
on the theory, at least, that this method will assist in having the
qualified secondary school teachers teaching in our secondary schools.
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MR. McLEAN (Continued)

The fact of the matter is that our great difficulty at the
moment is not so much in obtaining teachers for elementary schools,
but there is a very serious shortage of qualified teachers for the
secondary schools. And, this idea 1s based on the theory that it
will assist in getting the qualified secondary teachers in to the
secondary schools.

Now, the experience--a year from now, or two years from now,
we will be much better able to say whether this-~-whether in actual
fact that is the result. We are, however, adopting it because it
is the recommendation of the interim report.

I may say to the committee that we are eliminating from the
grant schedule, the recommendation with respect to dependents'
allowances. I understand that the best thinking is that that ie
not in keeping with modern views on things of this sort, and so
that that part will not form part of the grant schedule.

Then finally I think the matter of tenureis covered by
Section 7 of the bill, particularly sub-section 2, and certainly
that is there to provide that teachers will continue to have the
same rights, and .of course the matter of tenure is protected by
“other legislation, as you indicated in the--as the honourable
member for Flin Flon indicated.

I think that that is perhaps, may be some explanation, it
may be of some assistance to the committee in considering how the
grant schedule will look or what it will look like, when it is
actually made.

MR. JOBIN: «.s.the matter of tenure - where did you say that
was covered, please?

MR. McLEAN: In Section 7, it's on page 42 of the printed
bill. Although that's not the sole protection of course, the
protection actually comes in, now I'm not certain what the exact
name of that Statute is, where tenure of teachers is protected,
and this section is designed to just simply ensure that the
rights and--that are accrued to any individual teacher by reason
of other laws and existing contracts will continue under these
division plans, without any interruption.

MR. BEND: I wonder, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
Minister just one question. I notice he said that it was his plan
not to embody the recommendation of the commission with respect
to dependents! allowances. Now, does that account for the varia-
tion....that your mentioning that the grant will not be quite as
high as recommended. Is that the reduction?

MR. McLEAN: Wiell, it is one of the reductions, it's not the
sole reduction. We've scaled it down a bit in some other spots,
or propose to scale it down a bit in some other places.

MR. BEND: «.s..the reduction is greater - the overall reduc-
tion is greater than that amount?

MR. McLEAN: That is correct, yes.
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MR. MILLER: .+esjust refer to the question raised by the
honourable the member for Flin Flon. Section 363, provides for
bargaining rights and tenure and so forth.

MR. G. MOLGAT (Ste. Rose): eee.oin view of the comments of
the honourable member for -- I'm sorry I don't know the constituency
essseeeSt, John's. He was speaking mainly on the matter of the--
what you might call the inducement grant to larger high schools.
And, I don't understand the amendment as referring to that. It
seems to me the amendment merely refers to specifying in the bill,
that matter that the government will pay a fixed percentage. I
Jjust wanted to clear that up, if, because I'm sure he left the
impression with the committee--the impression he left with me was
that the main purpose of the amendment was to do away with that
section and that's certainly not my impression, not what I voted
on.

MR. ORLIKOW: Mr. Chairman, I didn't want to speak twice, and
so while speaking of the amendment I made some comments about the
suggestion which the honourable Leader of the Opposition made about
the flat grant. Certainly I understand the inducement, but I
wanted to speak only once and I used that opportunity. I under-
stand very well what the honourable membher was suggesting.

. MR.CAMPBELL: Mr. Speaker--Mr. Chairman, I was the one who
first instituted the error because I should not have spoken on
both matters at the one time but I was trying to save time and so
I made the remarks while I was sneaking. But actually, of course,
the ‘amendment as I think, all the members are aware now, the
amendment deals only with clause b of subsection 1 of 482 and
just strikes out the operative part that deals with regulation
says. The other part I should have waited to speak on later. I
am sorry if I led my honourable friend from St. John's into an
error in that regard because he certainly was in an error in his
argument.,

MR, CHAIRMAN: When a member who has been in the House for
23 years admits error, it is encouraging to the new members that
come along. In fact, I corrected something here, the name and
seconder, the men concerned was getting mixed up on their consti-
tuencies so I checked that up with the clerk to make sure. Now
are you ready for the amendment? The amendment is as follows:
Moved by the honourable member from Lakeside, seconded by the
honourable member from Rhineland that the words '"such amounts as
may be prescribed in the regulation not exceeding" be struck out
of lines 5 and 6 of clause b of subsection 1 of section L42.

MR. McLEAN: Should we not deal with "a'" first -~ this is a
proposed amendment to "'b". We haven't p~ssed clause "a" yet.

MR. ROBLIN: ....the whole section, Sir, or do we have to
start from the beginning?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I think we've moved along with the -- getting
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down here with the discussion so that's why the honourable member
from Lakeside slipped along to "b" which I though was going to be
all right. Subsection 1 clause a ¢e.e

MR. PREFONTAINE: .....the officinl name of the Leader of the
Opposition in this House should be the Member for Lakeside?

MR.. CHAIRMAN: I stand corrected, the Leader of. the Opposi-
tion...

MR. PREFONTAINE: But his official title here is not the
member for Lakeside, it is the Leader of the Opposition.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes,

MR. PREFONTAINE: And I think the motion should read moved
by the Leader of the Opposition not by the member from Lakeside.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you, we're getting it right now.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chairman, I used to say when I was occupy-
ing the place across the way where my honourable friend the First
Minister sits now, I used to say when some of these arguments came
up about whether the correct title for the head of the government
in a province was Premier or Prime Minister, I used to say that I
didn't care which they called me as long as they called me either
one long enough. But now that the string has temporarily run out
I can say that I don't mind the least little bit the way in which
I am referred to here. Sometimes we refer to one another in un-
complimentary terms but, as a matter of fact, I understand that
the way I presented the motion, however, is correct because when
I write in the names I write my name and the name of the seconder
not the constituencies, so in case they think I have been com-
pounding the error I want to put that straight.

MR.CHAIRMAN: Clause (a)passed as amended; clause(b) was amend-
edo.oo-o

MR. CAMPBELL: That's where the amendment comes in.,

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, but, it was amended before by--after the
word "mentioned but subject to such a .....

MR. ROBLIN: Mr. Chairman, but I think if you put the motion
of the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition now we can vote on
that and then return to the other.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, I didn't want any confusion when we came
to the other in thinking that it was this one that was amended.
The amendment moved by the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition,
seconded by the member from Rhineland that the words "such amounts
as may be prescribed in the regulation not exceeding" be struck
out of lines 5 and 6 of clause b of subsection 1 of section 482,
Are you ready for the question? Those in favor of the amendment
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‘please signifﬁi

- The clerk counted 19 in favor and 26 onposed.
‘,Reading of the bill was continued and read to sub section 3.

MR TEILLET- -~ Sir, arewe. Stlll on 482 ux)? 7
VMR._RQBLIN: No, we passed that.

- MR. TEILLET: I was waltlng for the Chairman to call the
schedule a,b,c, etc., under "ixX'here, and the amendments I lieve in
my hand, . . j

" MR. ROBLIN:  We just passed lﬁ'as amended, therefore it is
not necessary to call the sections. :

MR. TEILLBT:,,VBecause I did want to say something about
that schedule. . S :

MR. ROBLiN' I think there would be no objectlon, Mr. Chair-
man if my honourable friend would wish to speak now, and even
though it's paSSed we'll reconsider ite

MR.'TEILLET: Thank you Mr., Premier. I am referring
particularly to "h" the 75%, and the reason I bring this up at
this time is- that in committee the other day there happened to be
a little confusion at that time and I thlnk the Minister:-himself
felt somewhat lost in the melee of amendments that were surround-
ing him at that time and I didn't get a chance to voice my
opinions, so that I would like to take the opportunity of doing
it mow. That particular section the Government had rev1ously,
or in the printed Bill under "d", applied & rate of go% for
twelve rooms or more. Now I do want to make a vplea here for a
return to that amount. Firstly, I don't think it was given
sufficient congideration in committee and I think the area of
the province which is most likely to be affected by the twelve
room class group - class of school, is the suburbs and sometimes
I am tempted to call them the orphans of the Province of: Manitoba,
We have in the City of Winnipeg two very powerful daily news-
papers: we -have in rural Manitoba a very, very strongly and well-
organized voice to speak for those sectors: whereas in the -
suburbs, though we do have some very excellent and very wvoeal
weeklies, their influence does not extend very much beyond their
boundaries, so that very often the voice of the suburbs is lost
and I think that is where the school pOpulation problem is most
acuteq

I think" it ‘was the Premler, the other day, who called it - I
think -I- had hedrd the expression somewhers. else, but.I believe it
was he who used: the expression that the. school populatlon of the
suburbs is exp1051ve and I believe that to be true. You have
there, in the.main, a population which is younger than I think
you would find.anywhere else in the province, all with growing
children, They have had to go to those areas because it is
easier to buy homes - the new homes, because of finan01ng, the
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greater ease of financing. They require houses of five or six
rooms. Their taxes are probably the highest that you find any-
‘where, some of them in some areas running very nearly to $500.00.
Now, those are the people that are in the greatest difficulty.
They are the peonle who would benefit very greatly from t hat clause
because I don't know of any schools that have been built in those
areas recently that don't come up to this 12, 14 and 16 room
grouping. There, 12 rooms is not abnormal and although 5%, the
difference between 75% and 80% may not necessarily mean .a great
deal to many peownle, and I doubt if it would mean too great an
amount in the entire sums of money for education, I do suggest
that it could mean a great deal to those areas, and I do think
that is where you will find that clause to apply with greater
effect than anywhere else.

I suspected the other day that the suggestion had some
sympathy from the Premier. I think he was quite sympathetic to
the idea and I do appeal to the Minister now, and to tle House,
to consider this very seriously. It's areas like the suburbs of
Winnipeg, like the city from which the Honourable Minister of
Education comes from, the city of Portage 1la Prairie - those would
be affected, but primarily these large suburbs, explosive suburbs
around the City of Winnipeg who have had so much trouble,. so
much difficulty in this sense. Now unfortunately, I must confess
Mr. Chairman, that I do not have - I would like to propose an
amendment - I do not have the consent - I haven't consulted our
group on this question and ‘I have some serious doubts that I
would have their entire support, but with your permission I would
like to propose an amendment to that clause to the effect that
that figure be returned to 80%. I therefore move, seconded by
the honourable member for Ste.Rose, that the word "seventy-five"
in the first line of item "h" of sub-clause ix of clause b
subsection 1 of section 482, I suppose I should state in the
proposed amendment, that the word "eighty" be substituted
therefore.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We are very glad to have his opninions on this,
but we have already passed this sub-clause.

MR. ROBLIN: Whether or not, I must confess I haven't the
reference at my finger tips, but is it out of order or is it in
order? It is a financial matter my honourakle friend is
proposing here, and while I believe he is entitled to reduce sums,
I don't believe he is entitled to increase them.

Now we could ask the clerk to check. I may be misinformed on
that but at first thought I'd just say that it is out of order
on that ground.

MR. TEILLET: Well, might I word this then, Mr. Chairman,
"that the House give consideration, or the Government give
consideration to the advisability of''. Would that look after that?

MR. ROBLIN: I'm not clear. I must confess - this is
always a tricky point. I know that in resclutions 'give
consideration to the advisability of' , clears the thing. Whether
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it does in this particular instance I'm- not clear, and my impress-
ion is, it does not clear it, but I would be willing certainly to
listen to any opinion there might be on -that. Perhaps the Clerk
would look it up, and find out whether we are rlght or wrong on
it, and get it :.straight.

MR. TEILLET: Mr. Chairman, I think I would be quite
satisfied to accept a ruling of the Chair on this. I don't know -
I certainly would like the opportunity of bringing it before the
House, on the other hand of a vote from the House, but on the
other hand, if I am out of order, I will accept the ruling from
the Chair. ' :

MR. T.P. HILLHOUSE, Q.C.(Selkirk): - Mr. Chairman, while the
Clerk is looking up his ruling on this particular point, and
subject to whatever ruling the Clerk may give, and subject to
whatever disposition the Committee may make, I would like to
support .the honourable member for St.Boniface in his submission
to the Committee. I have in my own constituency - now just to
give the Committee an idea of what this 5% is going to mean. I
have in my own constituerncy one school, the construction of which
will start early in April next year. That school is going to
cost $320,000.00. Now 5% means $16,000.00Q0 to that district -
well 5% more.  And I feel too, Mr. Chairman, that we're perhaps
getting away from the inducement and I don't urge the financial
inducement as the only consideration fdr adopting the recommend-
ations of the Royal Commission. I think the primary inducement
is the benefit to the children. But I do say this, that people
are practical, and the financial inducement is going to be a big
consideration in whatever decision thewv make in forming those
larger groups. And I would urge the Government, if it can find a
way. of rechanging this back to 80% --t¢é chance it..

MR. E.R.SCHREYER (Brokenhead): Mr. Chairman, I would just
like to comment briefly on that also. It seems to me that one
of the more important aspects of this Bill was that those clauses
which were dealing with the percentage grants for construction,
inducing the areas to build bigger schools, and I think that we
were pretty well all in agreement that there are certain
inherent advantages in having. larger schools. And it seems to me
that with the amendment now before us that we are getting away
from that. I would merely like to emphasize along with the
Member for Selkirk that the Minister should try and flnd some
way to get back to the original.

- MR, McLEAN: Mr. Chairman, just one thing so I won't have
to correct Hansard tomorrow. I don't want anybody accusing me
of coming from. Portage 1la Pralrle. That's a fightine accusation
where I come from. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think, to set the
records straight, you will recall we had considerable discussion
on this point when in the special committee, and I brought in
for the committeel!s consideration, a schedule which now forms:
part of the - which is the amendment. But you will also recall
that I said to the Committee that so far as the Government was
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concerned, we were prepared to stay with the grant schedule we
had in the original bill, up to 80%, or, if the Committee preferred,
we would adopt the other schedule which goes to 75%. And it was
the decision of the Committee to adopt that schedule, and that's
where we are. ’

Now, we had these discussions and I'm assuming that everyone
was bearing in mind the alternatives. I appreciate the argument
made, very forcibly by some, that if you make any difference,
that is any difference between 40%, which is the basic grant,
and any larger amount, of course you appear to be inducing or
encouraging people to build larger schools. And there are those
here who .don't feel that's a good thing. So that if it was
apparently the opinion of the Committee that 75% graduated as we
have it in this scale, was a fair proposal to not make the
inducement too great, and yet at the same time to put it on a
fair basis as schools moved up from 4 to 5 and so on up to 12
rooms., Now I'm rather inclined, perhaps, to say that we should
stay with the schedule the committee agreed on, although I was
willing and the Government was willing to have adopted the other
schedule, in fact that was the one we put. forward, and I so
stated to the Committee. ‘

MR. GUTTORMSON: I would like to direct a question to the
Minister. If this amendment that has been just proposed was
passed, would it affect the other - it wouldn't affect the others
in any way would it? ‘

MR. McLEAN: No, this has only to do with construction
grants for high schools.

MR. GUTTORMSON: No, what I meant to sgay, would it affect
all the rest of the schools under the construction grants?

MC. McLEAN: . Oh, well, I'm sorry I'm--that's up to the
Committee. I assume that you want to--we went to some trouble
to work out this scale which seemed to be fair and not give an
undue preference merely because you moved up to the next bracket
so to speak. And the - if you change the top amount, then you
would possibly wish to change all of the from 'a' to 'h', but...

MR. TEILLET: Well, Mr. Chairman, certainly thé purnose of
the ...0h, I'm sorry. : "

- MR. ROBLIN: Mr. Chairman is ready to rule now and we can
hear what the ruling is and see where we go from there.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Private members may introduce resolutions
that do not directly involve the exvenditure of public money and
have no operative effect, but simply express an abstract oninion
on a matter which may necessitate a future grant.

MR. ROBLIN: I don't know. Would that be your oninion,
Mr. Chairman? ‘ : o
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MR. CHAIRMAN: I - I, that's my opinion - that's my
decision on the matter. 1It's quite out of order now we've
passed this.

MR. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, I - if we refer to our rules, or
the appendix thereto, the wording of, on page 62, is the same as
the Chairman read, and then it goes on--"the following phraseology
could be considered as abstract in dealing with expenditure of
public money". In the opinion of this House the Government should
give consideration to the advisability of..

MR. ROBLIN: I'1]1 admit this is always a difficult point to
decide; but it seems to me that if the honourable member's :
resolution was put and carried, that it isn't any abstract
resolution at all. It's a positive part of the bill and will
have an effect on the resolute in that way. And I think, I
must confess, I'm not considering the merits of the case because
they've been expressed by the Minister. We've been through that
argument - I won't repeat it, but I do really think that it is
out of order and the Chairman has ruled in that way and if the
Committee would like to vote, we could decide what we think. But
I think it's out of order. ’

MR. TEILLET: I asked it gimply to clear the matter. I
accept the Chair's ruling in this question, and I will withdraw
the amendment, and would, if I may just continue for a second,
appeal to the Minister of Education to reconsider this portion
for the next session of the House. I would want to express my
regrets to him if I did actually say - I certainly had no
intention of placing the honourable minister in Portage la
Prairie, and for the sake of Hansard, I will repeat what I
thought I had said, - "the honourable nminister's city as well as
Portage la Prairie.

M. CAMPBELL: On the point of order, I think that the
decision is quite 0.K. here, but inasmuch as Chairman's decisions
like Speaker's decisions, become to some extent a precedent, and
as least the same Chairman would féel that he was bound by them
later on, I think we should be clear on what we want to do in
this matter. Now, I agree completely with the First. Minister
that it is not within  the competence of a private member to move
a vote, a motion or a resolution that will increase or require
expenditures by the Crown. But- and to the extent that the
honourable member would try to put 80 in instead of 75, then I
would think that this is out of order. But on the other hand so
long as the honourable member was prepared - and I know that
that couldn't be done with regard to this particular bill in
this way - but so long as he is prepared to move at some other
and appropriate time, the abstract resolution saying that the
Government should consider the advisability of doing it, then I'm
sure that I would contend that that would be in order. Quite
frankly, I don't see how it could be introduced at this stage.

MR. ROBLIN: I've said, and there's certainly no intention
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on my part, and I'm sure none on the part of thekChairman to-
abrogate in any way our customary procedure of introducing so-
called abstract resolutions. ‘

The remainder of the Bill was passed and allowed to stand.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Bill No. 8, an Act to provide assistance to
farmers in establishing, developing and operating their farm.

Mr. Chairman reads Bill section by section and the comments
and amendments follow.

MR. R. PAULLEY (Radisson): Mr. Speaker, were there any
major amendments made this morning that were not contained on
the mimeographed sheets that we got from the Minister that mlght
be advisable either to spell out at the time we come to them?

MR. ROBLIN: I just don't get what you mean by 'major ones'.
I don't think the word 'major ones' --If there is any doubt, we'll
spell them out. .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Section 2 D, E, as amended.

MR. CAMPBELL: Just to be clear, Mr. Chairman, would you
indicate the nature of the amendment?

MR. WILLIS: If T may, 'D!' is, a farmer means a person
whose principal occupation is farming. Then 'E', farming
includes the tillage of the soil, stock-raising, dairying,
poultry raising, agriculture and fur ranching.

MR. CAMPBELL: Those two replace the present (i) and (ii)
do they? :

MR, WILLIS: -Yes. The first one defining the farmer is .'D!
the next one is 'E'. Yes, under 2. That's right.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Section L4, Sub-section 1.

MR. WILLIS: Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment. to suggest
here which I think will be acceptable to the House. It follows
the discussions which we had before. Strike out after the word
Governor- General in line 3 and insert the words "two of whom
shall be representatives of recognized farm organizations".

The whole thing will then read,"The organization established under
Section 3 shall consist of five persons appointed by order of the
Lieutenant-Governor-in-Council, two of whom shall be represent-
atives of recognized farm organizations and three of whom may - I
should emphasize that - may be members of the Civil Service of the
Government of Manitoba.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Sub-section 3.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Speaker, Mr. Chairman, before that is
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passed, finally passed, the difference that I see in this one and
the amendment that was: proposed in the committee, special
committee, which I do not have a copy at the moment, would be that
this one (interjection) I think the other one said two" of whom
would be nominated by ... ' o

MR. WILLIS: Yes, that's slightly different #n that respect.
Our plans have followed the usuwal one whereby they would probably
give us three names from which we would select one.

MR. CAMPBELL: I don't know what my colleagues think about
that. As far as I'm concerned, I think perhaps that's a pretty
fair compromise.

- MR. CHAIRMAN: -~ Section 7, clause 'f', as amended.

eMR._SHUTTLEWORTH: Could you give me a definition of
livestock in the Bill?® It seems to me the purchase of livestock=-
Could we get a definition of livestock? »

MR. WILLIS: .o o «Our amendment that we leave it exactly the

- way it is in the Act originally. 'The purchase of livestock'.

The purchase. of livestock. Then, I think that will cover all the
suggestions which were madej breeding stock is outj; basic herd

is out; just livestock. I think that will cover all the objections
which were made. - ' ’

K

MR. MOLGAT: The amendment as presented in this amendment is
amended again back to the original bill?

MR. WILLIS: It's cancelled and we go back to the original
as printed which says the Purchase of Livestock. I think that
will cover all the objections made.

'MR. CAMPBELL: - Mr, Chairman, I thought we have an amendment

MR. WILLIS: We had an amendment which was offered in
. committee which was withdrawn and now you have just as it was
before - Section (f) is four words - The Purchase of Livestock.

MR. M.N.HRYHORCZUK, Q.C. (Ethelbert Plains): ' Mr. Chairman,
ceeseessesto the committéee wasn' withdrawn in the committee:
what the Honourable Minister I understand is saying is that he
himself has put it bdck to the original - not on the advice of
the committee.

. Mr. WILLIS: I thought it was withdrawn in Committee but if
+ I am mistaken' there, I'¥d be very happy to move that now - that
the amendment be withdrawn and that we follow the original, which
I think will satisfy everyone.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chairman, I think it goes back to this
fact, doesn't it, that looking back at 2 (d) and (e) that there is
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a definition, doesn't {e) give a definition of Livestock?

MR. WILLIS: (f) gave a definition of livestock and (f)
was this - the purchase of basic herd livestock - that is to say
livestock to be kept and used primarily for breeding purposes and -
not solely for finishing for sale. Now there were objections to
that and it is now our wish - I thought it was mentioned this
morning - that we go back to the original, just as it was, which
will cover all the arguments I think in regard to stock for
finishing and for fattening and ba31c herd - just to leave it -
The Purchase of Livestock.

MR. HRYHORCZUK: Mr. Chairman, I don't know whether this
will be helpful or not but it may be. In the amendment to
Sec¢tion 2, I believe it's the new (e) in the definition of farm-
ing - maybe sets out what livestock is intended to be and if that
is correct, then the Minister would be right in retaining the
original section that we're on, but I'd like to have that amend-
ment (e) read 'to see if I'm correct in the interpretation.

Ay

MR. CHAIRMAN: Definition- (e) eh?

MR. WILLIS: Stock raising is included there . Farming
includes the tillage of the soil, stock raising, dairy, etc.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chairman, I got the Minister such a
short time ago suddenly re-considering Section 2, and when we
got down to (d) the Minister gavetwo sections there (d) and (e)
that now take the place of 'D' (i) and (ii) and I thought that--
and I-- are now I think called (d) and (e) and I thought that
(e) gave a definition of livestock. Is that not correct?

MR. WILLIS: eseeeNO, it's not correct. No, it gives the
- definition of farming which includes livestock.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chairman, is it right that up to daté,
we have no definition of livestock in the Bill...?

A MEMBER: That's right, that's why I brought.this up.
MR. CAMPBELL: I would suggest that we should ---.

MR. SHUTTLEWORTH: =~ Mr. Chairman, we intended to move that
in the Committee, but we had passed over it this morning or the
other day without my notice, and we intended to move, that-in
the committee we define 'livestock'; because unless you define
'livestock! it isn't --- We have a definition of farming, yes,
that includes some of these things, but not a definition of
'livestock!, 'and it was pointed out in committee the other day
we have 'livestock! defined in many different ways in other bills.

MR. ROBLIN: Why don't we just add it to this 'F!'.here;
the purchase of livestock included? And then give the definition.

MR. SHUTTLEWORTH: Yes, you can do it that way e
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MR. ROBLIN: What is the definition?

MR, SHUTTLEWORTH: - Well, we'd have the same things included
in farming. '

MR. ROBLIN: Well would you write it down and we can
consider it.

MR. N., SHOEMAKER (Gladstone): In the Act respecting
livestock and livestock products, it definitely defines live-
stock and this is what it says. "Livestock means horses, cattle,
sheep, swine, live poultry and bees." I think the honourable
minister has a copy of that Act there. I think that that
definition would be ... » -

. ~MR. MOLGAT: It isn't though because.we have included fur
ranching in the definition of farming. This doesn't include
fur bearing animals. Apart from that I think it covers every-

MR. ROBLIN: I understand my honourable friend's writing
out a definition over there. We can wait for him, Would it meet
the wish of the committee if we were just to proceed for awhile
and that will give you ample time? ...Yes? Then we'll go on and
then we'll come back to this item.

MR. CHAIRMAN: "H" as amended.

MR. CAMPBELL:  Vhat is the'é.mendment? I've....
MR. CHAIRMAN: . . . . . . . purposes related to establish-

ment and development of the land and to the -farming operations of
the borrower as approved by the directors, including the word
"and" to the farming operations following the word "land" -

" striking .out 'and operation' at the beginning of the second

line - strike out 'operation - than Development of the lands

and to the farming operation of the borrower.

i

MR. CHAIRMAN: Clause (c)

MR. C AMPBELL: Was there an amendment here, Mr. Chairman?
Is the amendment the one that .......7%

MR. WILLIS: It's all just about the chattel mortgages,etc.

MR. CAMPBELL: But is it exactly ..was the amendment
adopted in the committee this morning? I'm sorry that once again
I had to leave early, for a meeting. It was a non-political
meeting, but I had other commitments.

MR. WILLIS: I was supposed to go-to the same place.

MR. C AMPBELL: Yes, I noticed that my honourable friend
didn't show the same interest in the meeting that I did. I
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forgive him though, he's very busy.

MR. WILLIS: I can read that for you now if you want me to.
Bus-section 7 - For the purpose for which the monies or any of
the monies are loaned is the purchase of livestock and other
chattels or botht in addition to being secured by a mortgage on
land as provided by Clause (b) the monies loaned (i) shall be
secured by a first chattel mortgage (a) on the livestock so
purchased a natural increase; (b)on the other chattels so pur-
chased and on chattels other than livestock thereafter acquired
by the borrower or (c) about such livestock and increase and such
other chattel purchaser thereafter acquired and (ii) may if the
manager so requires be secured by a chattel mortgage subject to
the basic herd 1livestock or other chattels or both owned by the
borrower at the time the loan is made as the manager may

designate. That should be ----basic herd livestock should be
just livestock because now that's the definition of it. So we
would strike out just the two words 'basic herd!'. Then it

would be "on such of the livestock or other chattels or both ",
_That's the amendment which was approved in committee.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chairman, I had been in looking this
amendment over this morning and it seems to me that will all
respect that this is considerably worse -than the sub-section we
were amnending. Because what we were objecting to there, was
that the land had to be encumbered for the loan on livestock.
Now, as I read this one, it not only encumbers the land but it
also can encumber - it must encumber the land and can encumber
the other livestock and even other chattels. Surely, I think
that one should be reconsidered, Mr. Chairman.

MR. WILLIS: Members of: the committee will correct me if I
am wrong, but I think there was a motion moved this morning to
have it on chattels alone, which was turned down.

MR. C AMPBELL: Well if that motion has already been noved
and defeated then--then was there a motion with regard to
other chattels in addition to the ones covered by the mortgage
being included and their increase®

MR. WILLIS: I don't know the exact wording of that but the
general trend was that it was to cover livestock or and chattels
only. In other words, doing away with the necessity which is
there now of having a mortgage on land.

MR. CAMPBELL:  Thet one was defeated?
MR. WILLIS: That one was defeated this morning.

MR. C AMPBELL: Then, I should not move that one again, but
on the other hand there's another principle involved, I think,
which is perhaps equally important, and that is that under this
one as I read it, the other chattels in addition to those covered
by the loan can be encumbered.
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MR. WILLIS: This is to cover the pufchase of machinery.
MR.'CAMPBELL:  Yes, but this is .......the two are included?
MR, WILLIS: That's right. |

MR. CAMPBELL: And the purpose for which the money is
loaned, or any of the monies are loaned, the purchase of live-
stock or other chattels or both, in addition to being secured by
a mortgage on land provided in clause (b), the money loaned shall
be secured by a first chattel mortgage: then (a) on the livestock’
so.purchased and the natural increase thereof. I would certainly
not object to that. -"Then (b) on other chattels so purchased -
chattels other than livestock thereafter acquired ....... ot

MR. ROBLIN: Well, I think, Mr. Chairman, if the Honourable
the Leader of:the Opposition will just consider thigs situation,
he'll see why this might be desirable. It's possible that the
first chattel mortgage might be traded in on something else or
some transactlon or that sort takes place, in which one item is
substituted for &nother. If that should happen, it would be
fair I think that the lending organization should have some hold
on that second chattel because otherwise,as far as I know, in
the legal line of things it wouldn't have that claim at all, but
you can easily visualize that: this sort of thing could happen in
good faith, and it's the kind of prov1s1on that I think we
could well make room for.

: MR. CA&PBELL: .+..such a situation might arise with
machinery, -let us say. I would not think that could arise with
livestock.

MR. ROBLIN:v The cow is sold and the progeny are there.

MR. CAMPBELL:-‘ No, but that's already covered by the first
one. My honourable friend was not talking about sale, he was
talking about--about traded in for something else.

MR . ROBLIN:' Well, the same argument applies to both.

MR. CAMPBELL: Not in the practical sense, I'm sure. But
then, going on from there, then the second part, may, if the
manager so requires; be ‘secured by a chattel mortgage on such of
the then 'basic herd' is struck out and 'livestock' substituted,
secured in the chattel mortgage on such of the livestock or
other chattels or both, owned by the board at the time the loan
is made, that the manaper may de51gnate°

MR, «ILLID Mr. Chalrman, the sole purpose of it is this.
That it was thought that the man who was going to borrow the
~money should be able to.usc as security both the livestock he
has now and the machinery he has now. He should be able to use
too, as security, the livestock perhaps which he is going to
’buy with the loan, the machinery which he is going to buy with

25



the loan. This, in effect, increases the possibility of his
security and helps him, in our opinion, to get a larger loan.

MR. HRYHORCZUK; Mr. Chairman, that doesn't explain all of
the security that is asked for under these clauses. In addition
to what the Honourable Minister has mentioned, they also ask for
security on any chattels or livestock that this borrower may
purchase any time in the future. And I think that that particular
provision there is pretty drastic, and I don't recall having seen
it anywhere in my practice of drawing up a chattel mortgage, when
you are taking a chattel mortgage on property which the borrower
may acquire some day in the future. I am quite in agreement
with all that the Honourable Minister just mentioned, the increase
in livestock, the livestock that he purchases with the money that
he borrows, and the implements he purchases with the money that
he borrows. That is perfectly all right, but when you are
asking the borrower t o give you security on anything he may
purchase after he has executed the mortgage and not with the
monies that he obtained under the loan ...

MR. WILLIS: One of the main purposes, too, Mr., Chairman,
which we had intended was that where a man has machinery on
which there is a chattel mortgage, he has it 2 or 3 years and
he wants to turn it in on another new outfit, that the chattel
mortgage should have as security that new replacement. That, I
think, is important; otherwise, if you don't have it, if you
don't permit thet, you find the man with an entirely new outfit
of machinery, which is completely unencumbered, but you have a
chattel mortgage which doesn't have assets.

MR . HRYHORCZUK: But this does not confine it even to
that type machinery. You go further than that in this amendment.

MR. W.B.SCARTH, Q.C. (River Heights): Mr. Chairman, this
is a very common type of conveyancing. If a merchant gives a
chattel mortgage on his stock, it covers the goods that come in
from time to time, and a chattel mortgage on increase of
~livestock is very, very common practice.

MR. HRYHORCZUK: That isn't the point of argument.

MR. CAMPRELL: That's not the section that is being discussed
at the moment. So far as that one is concerned, I have no
objections to that one, but if the honourable gentleman will look
at (b). On the other chattels so purchased and on chattels other
than livestock, thereafter acquired by the borrower.

MR. WILLIS: New machinery.

MR. CAMPBELL: How are they going to, in practice, keep
that up? However, it has been considered and I have no amendment
to move. :

MR. CHAIRMAN: Section F, G. H, I as amended.
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MR. WILLIS: 60 yéars instead of 50 - a lot of good men
around about that age.

MR. CAMPBELL: That still leaves you and me out.

MR. CHAIRMAN:  Subsection 1y .4 as amended, for the pur-
poses of this act, and 5, leav1ng out the words "commer01al

- current value',

MR. CAMPBELL: As far as L4 is concerned, I would ask the
Minister, Mr. Chairman, that L4 is ....

MR. WILLIS: Strike out the word Magricultural™  thep add
on the end of the act and then it w11l read, last line "its

value for the purposes of this act!", which was considered to make
it much wider.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Sub-section 8 as amended.
MR. C AMPBELL: What is the amendment in 8 ?

v MR. WILLIS: That's the one you have on your desk, mimeo-
graphed with regard to the rate of interest.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That is "interest on loans shall not be
compounded!'. ' . S

MR. WILLIS: That 's right.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Sub-section 10 as amended.

MR. MOLGAT: Mr. Chairman, did we do sub-section 9 - 1,2 3,
separately? In 3 there is an amendment is there not?

MR. WILLIS: = .We strlke out the questlon "or if the security
depreciates in value'". That's out.

MR. MOLGAT: Mr. Chairman, didn't we agree to leave that‘in,
and add instead, "through any fault or negligence on the part of
‘the borrower'" ?

MR. WILLIS: Yes, that's right. 9 as amended.
. MR. CHAIRMAN: Section 11,

MR. CAMPBELL: Which one, Mr. Chairman, is Section 11? It
seems to me that we added some sub-sections here or changed....

_ MR. WILLIS: It says 'Printed!'. 11 is as printed, but
10 has two sections. ‘

MR. CAMPBELL: 10 has an extra section added.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Section 11 passed.



MR. CHAIRMAN;  Section 1k.

MR. CAMPBELL: Are there any amendments -~ Could we have the
amendments in 14, Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, in.-2 in 14 "approved by the Lieutenant-:
Governor-in-Council™" strlklng out the words "the Minister in -
Witing",

MR. ‘CHAIRMAN: Section 16, sub-section‘B as amended.

MR. WILLIS: There's a special amendment there. I move it,
seconded by the Minister of Education. Propose amendment of -
sub-section 3 of Section 16 of Bill No.8, The Agricultural Credit
Act, that all the words in the ninth line of sub-section 3 of
Section 16 of the bill be struck out and the following words
bubstituted therefore: "in the trust and special division of the-
consolidated fund and used for the benefit of the corporation"
merely a treasury adjustment.

MR. ROBLIN: That's what I undertook to bring in.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Agreed? - = Section 20.

MR. CAMPBELL: I would like to ask the circumstances under
which the Minister thinks that Section 20 would become operative.

MR. WILLIS: It appears in there because I went down to-
Ottawa and had an interview with the Minister of Agriculture,
Mr. Harkness, and I asked himabout their mlans as to the
enlargement of the Farm Loans Act and whether it was going to come
about. He said,"It may, but my advice to you is to include a
clause in yours which would permit you to co-operate with us
should we decide to come forward with it". T discussed with him
the wording of the clause and this results from that conversation.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chairman, I was just going to say that
surely if the Federal Department of Agriculture, the Federal
Government decide to expand or modernize their Farm Loans Act,
surely, they won't be loaning money to the prov1nc1al funds,
under the Farm Loans Act.

MR. ROBLIN: You can't tell.

MR. WILLIS: This is along the general lines suggested to
me by the Federal Minister, that's all I cansay.

MR. ROBLIN: Now we go back to paragraph "FM.

MR. SHUTTLEV.ORTH: I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that we put a
definition clause in Section 2 of the bill, which would define
livestock as follows: "Livestock means horses, cattle, sheep,
swine, goats, live poultry, bees and fur breeding stock". I think
that covers the field.
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MR. WILLIS: That's agreeable to us. Some complaints say
we didn't include white mice, but don't listen to them. Y

MR. ROBLIN: No, let's be clear about this. I think the
amendment that's before us is an amendment to paragraph, to
Section 2 of the Act. And I think you had better put the question
on paragraph 7 F, and then we'll be sure that we have it right.

MR. WILLIS: It says just the purchase of livestock.

MR. CHATIRMAN: .,...then we add this in Section 2 of the Act
to the definition of 'livestock'. :

MR. WILLIS: Livestock, and then you refer to it in 7 F '
where you say just the purchase of livestock, which is the
original wording.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Chairman, Jjust for clarification, would
the Minister explain now under the definition of livestock we
have bee-keeping or bees rather, and fur bearineg animals. Now,
what would be the acreage requirement applicable there? Wwould
the acreage requirement still be 50 acres or... '

MR. WILLIS: It's wiped out.

MR. SCHREYER: The acreage requirement then only applies to
market gardeners, is that correct? :

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chairman, before the Act is finally
passed and I perhaps missed it when we were going through it in
committee as a whole. Was there an amendment moved r egarding
the interest rate? Did it remain at 1% ? 1% above the cost to
the province? Was there an amendment moved on that?

MR. WILLIS: -And defeated.

MR. CAMPBELL: Was the amendment (Interjection) ... I had
intended to say in the special committee dealing with the question
of interest, I think I just should put on record that the
Farmers Union Local of Mather have wired me - this came some time
ago and I intended to present it at the committee, because when
they showed interest enough to wire on it, I think it deserves
to be noted - sayine: '"Mather Local of Manitoba Farmers Union
Local 178 wishes to express their opinion on Government Farm
Loan policy. We suggest no farmer can pay 6% interest at current
prices, suggest 2%. May be of some help to the farmers. Signed,
George Finton". I simply record that because they took the
trouble to send it in.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Preamble. Title ....Bill be reported. Will
you rise to report? '

Mr. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the Member from
Winnipeg Centre, that the report of the Committee be received.
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Mr. Speaker read the motion, put the question and after a
voice vote declared the motion carried. :

MR. McLEAN: Sir, I move, seconded by the Honourable Minister
of Health and Welfare, that Bill No.2, an act to amend the Public
Schools Act, be now read a third time and passed.

Mr. Speaker put the questidn and after a. voice vote
declared the motion carried.

MR. WILLIS: Mr. Speaker, I heg to move, seconded by the
Minister of Education, that Bill No.8, an act to provide assist-
ance to farmers in establlshngdeveloplng and operating thelr farms,
be now read a thlrd time and passed.

MR. SPEAKER: It has been moved by the Honourable, the :
Minister of Agriculture, seconded by the Honourable, the Minister
of Education, that bill No. 8, anat to provide assistance to
farmers in establishing, developing and operating their farms be
now read a third time and passed. Are you ready for the question?

MR. CAMPBELL: I don't rise to oppose the motion and not to
speak on it either, simply to ask a question that I neglected to
ask in the Committee of the Whole today, and perhaps as the
question applies to both bills no.2 and no.8, perhaps the First
Minister would wish to answer. That is, I notice that both of
those - I must apologize, I asked this question before and I've
forgotten the answer - bothof them I notice come into effect on
proclamation rather than assent. Would the First Minister
inform me once again as to the reason for these bills being by
proclamation rather than by royal assent, and inasmuch as they
are by proclamation, would he indicate to the House when it is
the intention to proclaim them.

MR. ROBLIN: Bill No 2, it comes into effect when it

. receives the royal assent. Blll No.8 may be delayed a little
while because there are certain administrative and procedural
matters that will have to be put entrain before we would wish to
proclaim the bill. Our intention is, thoush, is to proclaim it
just as soon as we possibly can get thcse preliminary arrange-
ments completed.

Mr. Speaker put. the question and after a voice vote
declared the motion carried. '
The Committee of Supply.

MR. ROBLIN: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the
Honourable, the Minister of Agriculture, that Mister Speaker do
now leave the Chair, and the House resolve itself into a committee"
to consider of the supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

Mr. Speaker put the quéstion and after a voice vote .
declared the motion qarried. *

MR. SPEAKER: The House do now resolve itself into a committee
of supply and the Honourable Member for St.Matthewstake the chair.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: We are resuming the debate on Resolution 3
on Capital Supply. _ ,

MR. SHUTTLEWORTH: Mr., Chairman, I wonder if the Minister
could indicate to the Committee how much of the work is left on .
the completion of that section of road on the perimeter route
from Waverley Street to Oak Bluff. I was over it a few weeks ago
and it was, I thought, practically completed at that time, but I
notice an item in these estimates for the completion of the
concrete pavement and I wonder if that pavement won't likely be
completed this fall. :

MR. WILLIS: It may be but I couldn't give any definite
assurance in regards to it, the latest report I've got.

» MR. SHUTTLEWORTH: It seems. to me, Mr. Chairman, that in
looking over some of these items, and I thought I heard the
Minister say. yesterday, that there was nothing in these estimates
that there had been money provided for in this current year; it
. would be completed now. There is an item there, Mr. Chairman, '
that I think possibly if the weather holds for a few days will
be completed, and I haven't had time to go over these too care-
fully but I notice that on highway 24, a bridge there, for next
year's program. Well, I know, Mr. Chairman, that there was money
voted for it in this past year's program. Now, it seems to me
that there are one or two items that I can pick out like that;
there may ge a good many other items . in this program that money
was voted for last year, and I would like to have from the
Minister, if it was possible to have, ahd I know he can't give
any details at all, but a rough breakdown of what is in this
program that was in last year's program, :

MR. PREFONTAINE: Mr. Chairman, I asked the Minister %o
build two roads that would touch the constituency of Carillon,
the extension of 23 highway from LaRochelle to No.l2, and also
mentioned the Mississippi Parkway. In order of priority I would
think that the highway which will help very much to develop the
dairy area up and around Grunthal should come first.

HON. MARCEL BOULIC (Cypress): Mr. Chairman, I first of all
want to thank the Honourable Minister for the prompt action that
was taken on the Carberry Access road. On the accidents that
- have happened in Carberry, as the member for Gladstone mentioned

last night, about a month ago after the last fatal accident, I
contacted the Department of Public Works and they will have
some kind of an investigation. It is surprising that on one of
the straightest stretches of road so many accidents seem to
happen. . There is much heavier traffic a little further west
coming out of Shilo, and you never hear of any fatal accidents
there, but at the Carberry corner a number of people have died .
through accidents this summer. The homourable member from
Gladstone also mentioned the Carberry-Neepawa Road. I am sure -
that when our plan comes out that the Minister will take into
consideration that road which is much needed.

I also notice that the Minister invited some of the Members
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from the other side of the House to seée him after the show. I
hope I can see him after the show too, because we need very badly
a bridge on the Assiniboine, north of Treherne. I was quite
havopy to see that work will be done on 13 and 34 highways, 34
highway, that section, that 18 miles is mostly, is practically
all in the Leader of the Opvosition's constituency, but is of
great service to my constituency,

Now, the Honourable Member from Rhineland seems to have been
quite shocked when the Minister unwrapped his road program, but as
you know, being in the Cabinet, I knew of some roads that were
going to be on and you can just imagine my consternation when I
found out~~I listened to him and I didn't hear anything about one
of the very important. roads in Manitoba. I read this program
and it wasn't there either. And I must praise the Press because
they have been accused on different occasions of not reporting
the news correctly. But I can assure you, Mr, Minister, that
they have saved the day in my case because this morning I found
that nine miles of road from No.2 highway through Notre Dame is
included. Thank you.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chairman, I presume the Honourable the
Minister is going to answer the point that was raised by my
colleague, the member for Minnedosa re the Waverley Street-0Oak

Bluff. I think he asked the question with regard to that.

MR. B. CORBETT ( Swan River)r: I was somewhat surprised,
after the Minister of Public Works, the Honourable Minister:of
‘Public Works had been congratulated by all the members in the
Opposition on how well he had done for them to hear the honourable
member for Cypress get up and chide him a little bit. As far as
I'm concerned, up in our country we have, I have no particular-
.interest in roads because our constituency hapvoens to lie,
doesn't lie on east and west highway but it lies on the north
and south main entrances into the north country and, naturally,
we get all our roads fixed up without any trouble at all. . And I
wish to congratulate the Minister on his very fine program and I
hope that no more of our side will get up and claim they are
being short-changed. Thank you.

MR. MILLER: Today I asked the honourable minister of
Agriculture 8 question in connection with access roads. I
wonder if he would be kind enough to answer that? Oh,: I have:
yourself and ten other boys to answer that., .

MR. WILLIS: First on the list is the Member for Rhineland.
As far as the access roads are concerned each one of them is
treated on its merits and we are in f avour of them and it's
just the d anger element which I spoke about there before.

‘MR. MILLER: May I interject here? Vhat I asked was
whether or not any monies that are, whether the new policy .-
applies to the program that had already been approved but- where
the money has not been expended and cannot be expended this
year, the vote expires and whether they will be treated on the
same basis as he proposed to treat others under the new program. .

32



MR. WILLIS: The answer is yes.
MR. MILLER: aeeFine,

MR. WILLIS: The Member for Inkster spoke about the
possibility of building roads with government equipment, and we
did have some when I was here previously but when I came back it
had gone. And the policy was changed. We had the idea at that
time that with some government equipment you could do a number of
the smaller Jobs which you probably didn't want to let out on
contract. And in addition to that, having government e quipment
was a check on the cost of building roads because if you build
them yourself you can see relatively as to whether you are getting
good value from the contractors but I was succeeded by a complete
private enterpriser and, in the meantime, apparently that equip-
ment was disposed of and now we don't have any at the moment and
we haven't any established policy to get any at the moment.

MR. C AMPBELL: That ...is the Minister saying that's
completely true?

MR. WILLIS: Well, to the best of my knowledge. I inquired
about it and I said: '‘What happened to that equiopment?" and
they said: '"Well it was sold in the meantime." I still think,
of course, we have some equipment but not the bigger eguipment
which was..We had two outfits then that could go out and build
any kind of a road, but I think no longer...

MR. CAMPBELL: I think the statement our honourable friend.
was making indicated that all of it was gone.

MR. WILLIS® It's not important but we had, if my inform-
ation is correct and I think it is, I inquired about it,

Mr., Strang was here at that time and he was handling our outfit.
We would go out and build a five mile stretch at that time which
apparently is not being done at the present. I'm subject to
correction but that, I inquired when I returned and that was
what I was told. ‘

The member for St.Boniface spoke in regard to the need of
bridges and I agree with him entirely that they are needed, in
particular I think, that there are at least two bridges pretty
badly needed at the present time and certainly we're not over-
looking them and I would hope that they would come along in due
course, el hope not. (In renly to some memher’s comment).

The Member for Logan I am glad is back again. May I pause
to congratulate him on the greatest victory, I think, that there
ever has been in Civic elections in the City of Winnipeg o¢cec.e
Pardon?

MR; JOBIN: Polish, polish, polish.

MR. WILLIS: And as he has indicated very clearly that he
isn't a member of any party and there is no apple polishing,
although I see opposite me experts in that profession.

So I do say to the Member for Logan that he, too, has had a
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hand in bridge building and I'm glad for his sake that the
Disraeli Bridge is on the wav with an assist from the previous
government and an assist from this governmment, sn this is, as I
see it, a complete coalition for the building of the Disraeli
Bridge.

The Honourable Member was inquiring in regard to the question
of salt and all the trouble they had with it and now we have
chloride here but I think it would be correct to say that they
were using sodium chloride whereas we are using calcium chloride
and that that's not nearly as damaging as the other is. Sodium
chloride, if they keep away from that,. why they will probably not
be in trouble and just use calcium chloride instead.

The honourable members spoke about the question of repairs
to asphalt and concrete highways. It would be my opinion that
you have much less on country highways. Mav I say, that so far
as highways are concerned, while 75 is an excellent highway, it
will be a much better highway than it ever was when we give it an
asphalt covering. Then you will have what, in my opinion, is
pretty well the ideal highway. It will have the concrete for the
solid base, it will have the asphalt for the smooth top and then
you have what should be the perfect road and although 75 is good,
it should be soon much better. ....I beg your pardon? ..

MR. LUCKO: cessessesssson the top?

MR. CAMPBELL: ceeeessssesls not on this program is it?

MR. WILLIS: No it isn't. No. After blacktop it is sheer
delight., That's what comes after it ...

The Honourable membher for Carillon spoke in regard to
election pledges and I noticed that one of the other members
said afterwards that he was on the road to oblivion. But, of
course, that's just the idea of the memher from this side of the
House. The honourable memher for Carillon snoke about the
question of ---this was an election program. Wwell, I'm certain
that his party is an expert in that regard because if you'll
examine the expenditures every year, you can-you don't need to
enquire when the elections were held, you get the expenditures.
You get the expenditures and you'll see that nice big bulge
every time. Just at election time,...and a ....

MR. CAMPBELL: Well, we have «ece..e..0in past year.

MR. WILLTIS: o, but the big bulge alwavs comes at election
time compared with the other years surrounding it and if you
watch it.... :

MR, CAMPBELL: You go back and check it.

MR. WILLIS: I am. I did.

MR, CAMPBELL: Not if .......

MR. WILLIS: That's the question.
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' MR. PREFONTAINE: My reference was to the timing of the
program... : :

MR. WILLIS: ° In contrast to the timing, we have timed it
because we thought that you honourable members opposite would
have the courage to throw us out and if you did..of the great
necessity of roads, and we were conscious of the feelings of the
people of Manitoba and consequently, we put on this program in
case you threw us into the ash heap.

MR. CAMPBELL: Mr. Chalrman, the Honourable Minister has
made one statement here t hat I agree with. I ...

MR, WILLIS: Thank goodness for that.

MR. ROBLIN: I don't know whether I think the Leader should
take him up on that.

MR. CAMPBELL: I think that point came in.. /
MR. WILLIS: The program of course, which you have now in

the fall and the member for Carillon asked why we had it now,

was so that they could start on the work. There is an additional

feature which was not. previously mentioned which is of importance.

If a contractor can get a contract now, in the fall, he can

completely finance his operations because if he has a contract

the bank will finance him, the machinery company will finance

him, and he is well on his way. Which wouldn't otherwise be the

case because he c ould do nothing until he gets the contract.

After he gets the contract he has to scramble for cash in order

to carry out that contract and get his money.

MR. PREFONTAINE: I would like to ask a question. Will
the contractor be pleased to pay, will he pay interest for six
months for nothing?

MR. ROBLIN: I'm sure my honourable friend really knows
the answer to that question is "no'. T

MR. WILLIS: I think that's the complete answer for it.
That's what enables him to buy it and take delivery and he, in
the spring, can start working immediately. ......if I understood
the member for Carillon correctly he asked me if we had plans for
the building of No. 23 east from where it 1s now. Was that your
question? : :

MR. PREFONTAINE: From LaRochelle, yes.

MR. WILLIS: Yes. East of LaRochelle. There are no
immediate plans in that regard.

Then the Honourable Member spoke about the Mississippi
Parkway and I should like, I'm glad to be able to say a word in
regard to it. Mississippi Parkway should come to Manitoba in the
south-eastern portion. While the exact location is not yet -
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confirmed, it will be in that general direction there and Droceed
north. As s ome of the members may not know, the State of"
Minnesota is most anxious in regards to this, because they have a
large territory of land there, probably a hundred square miles
which is entirely surrounded by the Lake of the Woods and they
can't even get to that terrltory now excent over water. This
will, in effect, give Minnesota an entrance to their own property
which is quite a large track through Manitoba. And they have
agreed to pay fifty percent of the cost of this highway within
Manitoba in order that they may get to their own territorv, the
north-west angle. Then we would expect to build that north

again from there to Falcon Lake.

There is another important feature in regard to it, I think,
is that as far as the province of Onterio is concerned, it ovens
up for them a large and beautiful beach there which was not
previously accessible and which will now become accessible through
the Mississippi Parkway. The planning, much of the planning has
been going on now for two or three years in regard to the Parkway
and the previous government had the first hand in that, and it
has continued from there. We had an important meeting there at
«es.e.about three weeks ago, and the Governor was there.

Governor Freeman was there and he expressed his interest in
regard to the Parkway and he said they were in deadly earnest and
they wanted to do it as soon as possible. Thev had approval of
the National Federal Government in regards to it. They have
permitted them to spend money outside of the United States on
this highway within the Province of Manitoba and while we

haven't completed the surveys within the Province of Manitoba, I
expressed the opinion that.Manitoba was ready, willing and able
to coomerate with the State of Minnesota in building this highway
in Manitoba which will open up to us a large tourist trade in
that area, which will open up to the State of Minnesota again an
entrance to their own north-west angle, which will open up for
the province of Ontario a large and beautiful beach, a section
which should become an excellent swmmer resort and where, no
doubt, many of our peoonle will go instead of going to Kenora
because it is much closer. And so the Mississippi Parkway is an
important venture in the building of roads and it is a great
example of the friendship between our two countries, that we can
cooperate in building this highway which is beneficial for the
people of linnesota, Manitoba and Ontario.

The Member for Burrows got a little off the road there
yesterday, and he got into the question of coalition a bit and I
thought at the same time it must have been very difficult for
them in tlhat group not to accent the offers which had been made
by the other party.

The Lac du Bonnet Member pointed out that No.59 highway
is most dangerous as far as gravel trucks and school children are
concerned. May I say to him that we will definitely have a good
look at that and very soon because it is a matter of great
importance and I thank him for bringing it to my attention. I
think it is a good idea and I'm hopeful that we may be helpful.

I wish to thank the Member for Gimli for his kindly remarks
in regard to that part of the country and as the Icelanders and
the Irish were brought up very close together as the previous
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member pointed out, that they didn't put swords with each other
at times across the bavy that we are very close, and therefore I'm
happy that he is pleased with the prosramming in that area.

The member for Minnedosa has asked the question as to how
much of this present estimate was in the previous estimate. I
can't be entirely accurate in regards to. that but I asked the
Deputy Minister and he said '"none". Now, I would like to double=~
check that but in many case:s, in many cases there are roads in
here which were built, some cases they got a double try but in
many cases these roads now are a continuation and a seal coat.
But, I would like to check particularly on the bridge which, that
you mention on No.3L4 because I don't have definite information
on that individual item. 247 In any event, the program is
almost entirely new and if there is , if there are one or two
items there, why I wouldn't deny that although I don't have
accurate information in regard to what was on the previous
program and which was carried forward. But almost entirely it is
a new program although in many cases it's an extension, of course,
of the other program.

MR. TRAPP:- Mr., Chairman, there is one question. I was
very interested in the reference made by the Honourable Minister
in regard to the Mississipni Parkway development. I was
interested to hear that he said that there was a fine beach in
~ Ontario which will be developed by this roadway plan into that
area. I'm wondering and I'm asking this just for information
purposes as to whether the Ontario people, who will locate,
who will develop that area in Ontario will use our Manitoba road
in connection, as an access to that area, and as to whether
Ontario will contribute anything towards the construction of
that road to that beach? I would also like to know where that
beach is located because I happen to know that there are very few
ways that one can get into that certain section without going
through Manitoba.

MR. SWAILES: I was very much surprised indeed to learn
that the Department was lacking up-to-date heavy road building
equipment. It's my impression that the Department had a fairly
complete line of road equipment two or three years ago and it
seems to me to be a fundamental necessity for the Department to
have some up-to-date heavy equipment. so that work could be.done
on the road by the Demartment itself to check, not only on costs
and on the quality of work being done by contractors, but also
on the problems that are encountered in road building over
different t ypes of country and, I think, that it would be desirable
for the Department to acquire some up-to-date road building
machinery with which they would be able to construct any kind of
road. With the huge program that is lying ahead of the Department
there is no doubt that such equipment could be kept in full use
and full benefit could be obtained from it beflore it was worn out.

MR. CAMPBELL: In regard to the remarks that have just been
made by the Honourable Member for Assiniboia, I would think that
it would be helpful if the Minister would bring in at the evening.
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session, if he hasn't got it now, a list of the equipment that the
Department has. My recollection is quite clear that there is some
very expensive and, I would think, modern machinery there as well,
up-to-date as my honourable friend calls it. But, I don't think I
would want to agree with my honourable friend too far that the
Department would likely get back into an extensive road building
program. I think the purpose is the one suggested by the Minister
of enough to keep themselves well informed by actual practice of
just how expensive some of these construction projects are,
including the laying of surface, and I am quite sure that that
feature has been kept in mind. I'm sure also that my honourable
friend much as he would like to see t he Government doing pract-
~ically all the work, he'll find that in the last year or two

at least, that the highways branch has been able to get work

done more cheaply than they could do it themselves because the
contractors have been very, very anxious to get work and good con-
tractors too, and have been tendering very low.

Now, Mr. Chairman, might I suggest that the Minister bring
in a list of the equipment that they have there because, I agree,
this is an important question. I think it would be better if the
Minister would perhaps answer these different questions one at a
time but apparently he prefers to take them in groups.

So, I would 1like to ask himabout the Minnesota Parkway as
well. I presume it is agreed between the State of Minnesota and
the Province of Manitoba that they will share in the building of
that road. I exnect there has been no changes in policy in that
regard--that I don't know, because I had to be absent last even-
ing. I don't know whether the Minister reported on the road  that
some articles in the paper seem to suggest was going to be proj-
ected away on to the North country. Has a report been made to
the House on that particular one? Now, even though it is not in-
cluded here I think the members of the committee should have the
facts with regard to any program of that kind that is contemplated.

Then I would like to return to this question of some of the
work on the Trans Canada perimeter route, and especially the
parts that are some of the Trans Canada highway itself that I
thought were in this year's program, but they seem to be on our
list here again today. Surely, the Trans Canada highway from the
Seine River to the present Trans Canada has been under construct-
ion, yet I see it here graded--for grading and gravelling. @ Surely

St. Mary's Road to the Red River is included in the same contract
which is presently in progress out here at the southern limits of
the city. As my colleagues said, I haven't seen it for some little
time but the progress that was being made at that time would in-
dicate to me that that must be nearly completed, if not completed.
And I would think, the same would apply to Red River to Waverley
Street. In total, it seems to me, that a great deal of this
program was actually provided for in this year--in the program
for this year, outlined by the previous government - and they had
the money authorized for it as well. Could the Minister give us
something more definite with regard to that situation?

MR. TEILLET: ...Sir, if the Minister would indicate to us
the road referred to by the honourable the Provincial Secretary,
I don't seem to locate it here.
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MR« WILLIS: ¢eeeeseeeto go the other way.  The road indicat-
ed by the Provincial Secretary is the last item on there. It
says, it should say, without looking at it - Highway No. 2 south
to Notre Dame de Lourdes. ] ‘ '

In regard to the road mentioned by the Leader of the Oppos-
ition. It was included in the program, and I must say that I've
not yet been able to find out how it got lost temporarily, but
it was approved and has been approved for a month, at least....
Yes. But, in regard to the roads mentioned by the Leader of
the Opposition I would rather consult with the engineers--bring
them in a statement in regard to that and, I think, that would
be much more satisfactory; and we will also look at the cuestion
of machinery, because I just made a casual inquiry in regard to
that and got the casual answer which I tmentioned there. Beg
your pardon?. ...I don't get all those asides of yours.

MR. GREENLAY:.........some equipment with the province's
name on it going around. ‘

MR. WILLIS: I'm sorry,...I'll have to ask you again. What
was it you said? :

MR. GREENLAY: Mr, Chairman, I said that I see considerable
equipment moving around the Province with the province's name on
it. : ’

MR. WILLIS: Oh, that's fine. That might be maintenance
equipment, but we will get at least the facts with regard to
that. ' - : : _

The First Minister mentioned the share as far as the Missis-
sippi Parkway is concerned, and he was down there and I think,
made the original arrangements, and there has been no change
since that time. But there has been definite assurance from the
people of Minnesota that it is their desire to pay 50-percent of
the cost, and that we will plan the road together, and that it
will be a joint venturej; and they've had engineers up there just
recently, within the last two weeks, to check it over, because I
understand that the terrain is a little difficult in places and
they have to pick and choose where the road is to go. .

-~ The member for Assiniboia made a recommendation with regard
to equipment, and I would be glad to look into that.

For the benefit of the member for Lac du Bonnet, and for any
of the members, they can see the whole picture on our own map as
far as the Mississippi Parkway is concerned, in effect. In other
words, if you look at our own road map, you'll see the north-
west angle, that portion of Minnesota and ours. We have a north-
west angle forest reserve just along side and it is the intention
of the people of Minnesota to build their road north from Warroad.
And again, the exact location is not clear, but you will keep in -
‘mind that their purpose is to get to that north-west angle. It's
a matter of getting the proper road through there to the north-
west angle of the Lake of the Woods. Then when you go just north
of that again you see Shoal Lake, which is the Ontario Lake.

They have to go, I should judge, several miles across to Shoal
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Lake to get to that beach on the west side, and I'm informed
that it's a very good beach, and that it isn't too far across
there to Falcon Lake. So, the road which would be built -
Mississippi Parkway - would serve the north west angle, go north
to the north-west angle about 30 miles, which would serve the
people of Minnesota, and then go north again fairly well in that
line which would to a degree, serve Shoal Lake, although they
would have to build their road in. Ontario would have to huild
their road in to Shoal Lake then it would hook up some place near
Falcon Lake, north of that again. It makes a -- I think it will
become a tourist mecca down there because there are good lakes.
I think there will be a sense of curiosity if nothing else, by
the people of Minnesota, that they should go and visit this part
of Minnesota that lies --that they have to go through Manitoba to
visit, and I think they will be up there in very large numbers,
and it's a good thing for Manitoba - it's a good thing for Min-
nesota -~ and a good thing for Ontario. _

And that being so, I would expect that as soon as possible,
it would be cuompleted and we'd get the great benefits from it. .
And I don't think that anyone would say that this is awong
‘"thing to do but rather that it is a new and exciting idea as far
as tourist traffic is concerned and the result of it would be
that we'd get more Ontario people in Manitoba and more people
from Minnesota in Manitoba and it should be all for the good of
Manitoba.

MR. GREENLAY: Mr. Chairman, I wonder if any attention is
being given in the planning of this road north from the boundary,
from north of Warroads where it goes up to Falcon Lake, - is any
attention being given to making an access road to our own beach
on the Lake of the Woods? When I'm referring to Buffalo
Point- Buffalo Point - I don't know whether very many members know
or not, we have a very nice piece of country which sticks out
into the Lake of the Woods. There's a very nice beach around it.
T have visited it and there were some negotiations going on with
regard to making it available for settlement. Now I know that in
times of high water, there was some difficulty of access. There
was about a quarter of a mile which was fairly boggy but we were
told by engineers that investigated, that there was a hard sub-
soil that could be used to put up a grade across that low spot
and certainly I think that some attention should be paid to it
because it's a very lovely piece of country and a very lovely
beach is around it. It's on the Lake of the Woods. I believe
that it is all included in an Indian Reserve, but it is hardly
ever used as such and from some casual preliminary enquiries, we
were given to understand that it would not be impossible to have
that turned over to the Province for use as a resort area. It is
a very lovely spot, a lovely beach. We landed there and did
look it over and did do some investigation with regard to making
it available, as I say. Now I wonder if any plans are being made
to see that there is an acceéess road made to this point?®

MR. HRYHORCZUK: Mr. Chairman, the more the honourable
minister explains this program, the more confusing the program
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becomes. On picking up the program here, I see it's headed
"Province of Manitoba Proposed Highway Program for 1959 and
1960"., ©Now, just a moment ago, he stressed unequivocally that
that was a new program. And he put that stress on the word
"new''. Now, if we look at the subdivisions of that particular
program, we find that it is divided into four columns - Highway,
Mileage, Location, Nature of Work. Now, since it's a new program
I think it's right to assume that the mileages given here are to
be interpreted as the number of miles that are . still to be
completed in the various projects set out in this prcgram. Now
it would appear from what we have heard so far, in this House,
that some of these mileages are inaccurate. Some of these
mileages, &s an example of one, and there are many, the mileage
given for Foxwarren to Russell is 20.1 miles. My information is,
and I think it is correct, that a contract has been let on this
20.1 miles, that if the construction is not completed, it is just
about complete, and I say to the Honourable Minister that that
shouldn't read 20.1 miles, but it should show the actual mileage
that there is still to do under this program - if he wants it to
be a new program. And I think you could go right through t his
whole program and find out that the mileage given in the sheets
that are before us, far exceeds the actual mileage that is going
to be underteken in this new program. And I believe, in fairness
to the Members here, Mr. Chairman, that the Honourable Minister
should t ake any and all of the items shown on this list that
have been partially completed, and point it out to the Members
of the House, that in the Foxwarren-Russell 20.1 miles, there is
only a matter of another two or three miles to go, if any. I
think that is only right. I don't think that I'm asking for too
muchs And I'm quite sure that the Honourable Minister could
obtain that information for us. '

Now, there's one other thing that I'm not quite clear on,
namely, Mr. Chairman, that if this is all a new program, a nd
that they intenrd to spend 33 million dollars in the completion
of this new program, and if it is shown that this is not all a
new program, is it correct to deduce that the 33 million dollars
which we are appropriating should be reduced proportionately to
the reduction in this mileage? And if so, if so, why is the
Government asking for 33 million dollars? '

Now, just one other question on the matter of access roads.
When the llonourable Minister first got up to speak, he said they
would build access roads to all towns that have been by--passed by
our highways. He later qualified this statement and he said it
wouldn't be all roads. If the distance was too great, then the
access roads would not be built. I would like to ask the
Honourable Minister, as to what distance he is prepared to go
in the building of these access roads? Is it a mile? Two Miles?
Three miles? TWhat distance does he consider is the appropriate
distance from the highway to the village, town or city? And
what type of an access program has he in mind as to distance.

MR. TRAPP: I also have asked a number of questions
yesterday to which I have not received an answer yet. I think the
Honourable Minister certainly has had the time to look the
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answers up and in view of what the Honourable Member from Ethel-~
bert has said, about mileages being on this program that vere
contemplated, the construction of which was contemplated this
past season, I think it would be in the interests of the Member
for Brokenhead and myself, if we were told as to whether this
item - No.4 Bast to Victoria Beach, 53 miles - if that is the
program or is the item that was completed this year or whether
that is something new to be done on that road? TIthink it i«
quite important that we know that. Our people back home will read
the article in the paper and they'll say, what is this Government
trying to do, are they going to put another cost ~n there, or
what are they planning to do? I think that that is something
that we are entitled to know.

There is also this other question that I asked sometime -~ I
asked twice, and that was where this location of five miles wvas
to P.T.H. No.l2 south - where that location is. I see that there
is rlanned 22 miles of construction from Lockport to Beausejour
on the No.4 Last, and then I see No.l4 wWest, P.T.H. No.l2. To my
way of thinking that means that there'll be a construction of
five miles paralleling one another. Five miles of highway being
built, one mile apart, for a stretch of five miles. That's how
it seems to me. I would like a clarification. I think that our
people in that area would want a clarification on that statement.

MR. WILLIS: If I might deal in the same order, the Member
for Lac du Bonnet, if I may say so to him, has made the same
speech twice here. And also I thourht we had agreed that he
would come to see me in regard to it, so that we could go over
it in detail. If he didn't agree, his head was nodding anyway
and therefore Ithink that's the better method to do it. And
we 'l]l be glad to give him all the informatiocin that he wants. He's
entirely right that he's entitled to know and we won't hold it
back from him at all, and we'll be happy to get this information
for him and if he desires to do so, if I'm a little t oo busy,
he can go in and see the Chief Engineer anytime. He's in the
gallery now. He is within sound of my voice. Or if he can go
and see the Deputy Minister, he can do that. He is here. If
he will go and see the Office Lngineer, Mr. McKenzie, he can
get the information from anyone of these three men.

MR. SHUTTL&ZWORTH:  ..... «...1f the Minister intends to
build two highways, parelleling one another by a mile.

MR, WILLIS: Well, it's a little unusual but I don't know
the circumstances in regard to it and we'll get that information
as well. Now, I'll be happy to bring down the information for
the Member for btthelbert in regard to these mileages. I can
only say to him that while he says the milea;tes are wrong, they
are the mileages whizh I got from the Chief Engineer of the
Department, and I should think that he would know the mileages,
even althoush the Honoureble lenber says he is vwrong. And I'11l
" bet my money on the Chief Engineer. And I haven't checked them
myself - I didn't go and drive them. They appeared on here,
and we discussed them, and they were passed, and therefore I
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think they are correct. Certainly we're not trying to fool any-
body in regard to this prQogram. It is - there are the mileages,
and as given to me by the engineering section, and at this moment
I'll be very happy to stand behind them because I think they are
accurate. There is no reason why they should be. inaccurate.

They have had no instructions from me which would tend to make
them inaccurate, and I think likely they are correct.

I do know that in a number of cases, Members here have
mentioned that - well this was done before - but when they look
at the details, they find out this is a seal coat, or this is an
0il treatment on a road that was built before. And I know some
of the Members withdrew their questions on that basis, because
they discovered at a later date that they were wrong and that the
engineers were right. All this information is available. The
Member for Ethelbert said, "in fairness to the Members". Of
course, in fairness to the Members, they are entitled to all this
information. We're not withholding any of it, and if you are in
a hurry in regard to it, I'll be happy to have you go and see
the Deputy Minister, or theChief Engineer, or the Office Engineer
in regard to your mileages, which you speak about. They set the
mileages, you can get the answer in regard to that.

Now the Honourable Member for Lac du DBonnet, says that we've
had lots of time in regard to this. Well, I left this building
last night after midnight. The first appointment this morning
was at 8:30, and then I went from there into the Agricultural
Committee. I was in there all the time. Today I was able to
have lunch. Yesterday I was unable to have lunch, because I
didn't have time. And then we come directly in here. So that I
must say to him, that I have been reasonably busy since 7 o'clock
this morning, and that I haven't been able to get all the details
in regard to this road, but I'm now pointing out to him where he
can get them and I say the same to the Member for Ethelbert.
They're available. They are exactly the same as was given to me.
There were no instructions in regard to any part of it, and I
believe they're accurate.

In regard to the Member for Portage, who spoke about
Buffalo Point, and made a very good point about it, I think. We
have investigated it somewhat, and we get the information that
it is a fine beach, but that to approach it by road is difficult
because there is very heavy muskeg there. VWe realize that if
we can build a road in there it would be a very fine thing, and I
would think it would be an access road from the Mississippi
Parkway and might easily, for us in Manitoba, be a very fine
place for camping and a summer resort. 5o that we might have
three of them right along the same road; one owned by Manitoba,
one owned by Minnesota, and one owned by Ontario. All on the
same road. #And people could pay their money and take their
choice, and I think it forms an interesting future as far as
that part of the country is concerned, and if these people come
there and spend their money there, it will be helpful to that
part of the country which needs an assist very badly.

MR. HRYHORCZUK: lpr. Chairman, I have the highest regard
for the engineers of the Department of Public Works. I know
most of them persocnally and I certainly don't like to see them
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saddled with the blame for any errors in this program. However,
in fairness to the engineers, the Honourable liinister and
myself, I do not think it would be too difficult for him to
obtain any answer to one gquestion - an answer to be given to us
tonight. Take the road which I referred to- Foxwarren to
Russell, 20.1 miles. Would the Honourable Minister be kind
enough to find out from his engineers, how much of this 2Z0.1
miles is completed, partially completed, and all the details on
this one project. He didn't give me an answer to my question on
access roads.

MR, MOLGAT: Mr. Chairman, the Minister was mentioning that

he has been very busy, and hasn't been able to give us answers
and I certainly sympathize with him. Wwe agree, we've been very

busy too. I would merely like to remind him that the pace of
this matter is settled by his friend the First Minister and not
by ourselves. So on that matter I think he should speak to him
in that regard.

Yesterday in the presentation, the Minister spoke to us about
the roads in Manitoba that were not properly built, weren't built
up to proper standards in the best, and had been breaking down.
Now, I'm sure all of us are agreed that we don't want to see situ-
ations like that. If it has happened in the past, we don't want
to see it happen again. Now he gave us as an example yesterday,
the highway from Headingley to Portage la Prairie. Now with all
due respect, that highway having been built in 1935, and merely
as a comparison for example, being older than a certain Member
of this House, I really feel that it isn't quite the proper
comparison that we would need to judge on the standards of the
highways built by the Government which went out on the 16th of
June. But I would appreciate it in that regard, if he would
undertake to give the House a list of the roads that lave been
surveyed, which he told us has been done and found unsatisfactory.
I think that would be very useful to the Members in this
discussion. I think, furthermore, that if it could be added in
there, the year in which those roads were built, because there
are factors as he will recall,of, oh- temperature and climate
to affect these things. And at the same time, the mileage of
course involved and the expenditure required for the construction
of these various items. Now I realize that may be a fair amount,
but after all he did say that that survey had been undertaken,
that he had obtained the information, and I presume it's all
together in the files of the department.

MR. ROBLIN: Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that this is
probably the proper note on which I should suggest the Conmittee
rise and report and we'll discuss it later. We can't get any
sillier, I don't think.

‘MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Speaker, The committee of supply has
considered certsain resolutions and would like to report the same.

DR. MARTIN: Mr. Speaker, I begto move, seconded by the
Member for Roblin, that the revort of the Committee be received.
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Mr.lSpeaker put the question, and after a voice vote
declared the motion carried.

MR. ROBLIN: Mr. Speaker, I begto move, seconded by the
Honourable the Minister of Agriculture, that the House do now
ad journ and stand adjourned until 8 o'clock this evening.

MR. CAMPBELL:  Mr. Speaker, before you put the question,

does the Leader of the House intend us to continue with the
committee immediately we reconvene?

MR. ROBLIN: I think so, Mr. Speaker, we'll follow the
usual Order Paper.

Mr. Speaker read the motion and after a voice vote declared
the House adjourned until 8 o'clock this evening.
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