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THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
2:30 o'clock, Tuesday, June 13, 1972

Opening Prayer by Mr. Speaker.
INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MR, SPEAKER: Before we proceed I should like to direct the attention of the honourable
members to the gallery where we. have 14 students of Grade 9 standing of the St, John's High
School, These students are under the direction of Mr, Sanders. This school is located in the
Constituency of the Honourable Member for Inkster.

We also have 8 students of Grade 9 standing of the Sansome Junior High School. These
students are under the direction of Mr, Siemens., This school is located in the Constituency of
the Honourable Member for Assiniboia.

There are 21 students of Grade 11 standing of the Amaranth Collegiate, These students
are under the direction of Mr. Whiteway. This school is located in the Constituency of the
Honourable Member for Ste. Rose. And we have 65 students of Grade 12 standing of the
Butterworth School, These students are under the direction of Mr, Rae, Mr, Braemer and
Mrs. Lord. This school is located in the Constituency of the Honourable Member for Logan.
On behalf of all the honourable members of the Legislative Assembly I welcome you here today,

MR, SPEAKER: Presenting Petitions; Reading and Receiving Petitions; Presenting
Reports by Standing and Special Committees. The Honourable Member for St, Vital,

REPORTS BY STANDING COMMITTEES

MR, JAMES WALDING (St. Vital): Mr, Speaker, I beg to present the second report of
the Standing Committee on Private Bills,

MR, CLERK: Your Standing Committee on Private Bills begs leave to present the follow-
ing as their second report:

Your Committee has considered Bills:

(No. 31) - An Act for the Relief of Ross Meroslaw Kozak and Arlene Kozak,

(No. 33) - An Act to amend An Act to Incorporate Co-operative Credit Society of Mamtoba
Limited,

(No. 36) - An Act to amend An Act to incorporate the United Way of Greater Winnipeg.

And has agreed to report the same without amendment.

Your Committee has also considered Bill (No. 60) - An Act to incorporate Transcona
Country Club, and has agreed to report the same with amendment,

Your Committee also recommends that the time for receiving petitions for Private Bills
be extended to the 21st day of July, 1972, and that the time for presenting Private Bills to the
House be extended to the 28th day of July, 1972,

All of which is respectfully submitted.

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for St. Vital,

MR, WALDING: Mr, Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Gimli
that the report of the Committee be received.

MR, SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried,

MR, SPEAKER: Ministerial Statements, The Honourable Member for St, Vital,

MR, WALDING: Mr, Speaker, I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for Gimli
that the time for receiving petitions for Private Bills be extended to the 21st day of July, 1972;
and that the time for presenting Private Bills to the House be extended to the 28th day of July,
1972,

MR, SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MR, SPEAKER: Ministerial Statements; Tabling of Reports. The Honourable Minister
of Labour,

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS

HON, RUSSELL PAULLEY (Minister of Labour) (Transcona): Mr, Speaker, it is my
desire to make a ministerial statement dealing with the unemployment situation in the Province
of Manitoba, I have copies for you, Sir, the Leader of the Opposition and I have another two or
three copies, Mr. Speaker, that I will table, If any honourable member happens to be interested,
then I'm sure that they will be available to them,

Mr, Speaker, members of the Assembly, I am pleased to announce that for the second
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(MR, PAULLEY cont'd) . . . . . month in a row Manitoba has the lowest unemployment rate in
Canada, In May 1972 Manitoba had an actual unemployment rate of 3.2 percent, almost half of
the national average of 6.2 percent. In May 1972, regretfully, there were still 13,000
Manitobans unemployed. This is a reduction of 5,000 over the month previous, namely April
1972, a reduction of 3,000 over the same month in 1971, Manitoba's labour force increased by
14,000 in May 1972 over April of 1972, and was 11,000 higher than May of a year ago. This
means, Mr, Speaker, that 19,000 more people were employed in Manitoba in May than were
employed in April of 1972 and 14,000 more people were employed in May 1972 than in May 1971,

Mr, Speaker, this is an indication that despite prophecy of doom and gloom Manitoba's
labour force is increasing at a far more rapid pace than the national average and I am sure
that honourable members will now agree that the policies of this government have a direct
influence on the forward thrust in the field of employment in Manitoba,

Contrary to assertions by some political parties, there is no evidence that a '"'mass
exodus" of Manitobans is helping to hold down our unemployment rate, Within the past two
weeks Statistics Canada released provincial population estimates for April 1972 which showed
that Manitoba's population increased by 2,000 in the three months from January 1st, 1972,
Both the large growth and employment shown by the Labour Force Survey and the population
estimates by Statistics Canada point to an economy much healthier than is the Canadian norm,
This is not to say that unemployment is as low as it should be. It is still far too high. This
government intends to do whatever it can within its capability to further reduce the incidence
of unemployment in Manitoba, and I think all Manitobans should be proud of the effort of this
New Democratic Government in Manitoba,

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside,

MR, HARRY J. ENNS (Lakeside): Mr, Speaker, in responding to the Honourable the
Minister of Labour's statement let me hastily assure the Honourable Minister as well as his
colleagues that we along with himself and members of his government most assuredly share
the good news of the employment situation with him., We agree, of course, as he indicated in
his closing remarks that as long as there are unemployed there is still work to be done.

I might say, Mr. Speaker, that we look forward to in the immediate future that at least
another unemployed in this Chamber will soon be employed back in the ranks of the Cabinet,
and that will further reduce the ranks of the unemployed. As I would also have to say that
certainly for the past little while those who have an aversion for politics are surely all em-
ployed in the constituency of Wolseley at this particular time, Whether or not that had an
influence in the figures just mentioned, that may be somewhat facetious,

All in all, certainly I was - I want to just reiterate the position of our party, the position
of the Opposition that we are very pleased to hear the figures as stated, We have some indi-
cation in those figures that the private sector, despite some of the obstacles placed in its way,
are indeed fulfilling their responsibility in providing employment opportunities and jobs in this
province and we look forward to seeing even the figure of unemployed that still exists in the
province to be lowered still more in the future, Thank you, Mr, Speaker,

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris,

MR, WARNER H, JORGENSON (Morris): I am getting somewhat alarmed at the tendency
that seems to be permeating the government at this time to use this particular opportunity,
rather than to announce policy, which is the purpose of this particular item on the Order Paper
- Ministerial Statements, They are intended to provide the government with an opportunity to
give the House statements of policy, course of direction, or information dealing with govern-
ment policy and there's an opportunity to respond to that, The Minister of Labour is choosing
this opportunity simply to trumpet something that can be done on an occasion that is more
suitable such as on his estimates or during the consideration of a Bill or something like that,

I am not going to take objection to the statement at this time but I think that we want to
be careful that the purpose of this particular occasion is to announce statements of government
policy and I could hear nothing in the way of a statement of government policy on the statement
that was made by the Minister at this time,

MR, SPEAKER: On the point of order, I would suggest the honourable member can very
well raise that matter when the Rules Committee meets, The Honourable Minister of Labour,

MR, PAULLEY: Mr, Speaker, on the point of order raised by my honourable friend,
the Member for Morris -- and I can understand why he would rise on a point of order at such
good news for Manitoba, notwithstanding the Wolseley by-election ~- but if my honourable
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(MR, PAULLEY cont'd), . . . . friend had been listening, he would have detected in the
announcement that I made, reference to the policy of this government, and we suggest that be-
cause of the policy and the policies of this government, Manitobans are proud to be able to say
from coast to coast that we do have the smallest ratio of unemployment in all of Canada, I

want to say insofar as the point of order of the Honourable Member for Morris --(Interjection)--
I'm speaking on a point of order so just sit down on your fanny for a little while, You didn't like
my announcement either, and it may be because of some relative I don't know,

But, Mr, Speaker, I have had on a number of occasions, to announce in this House that
there were increases in the number of unemployed in Manitoba and I did not hesitate to inform
the House, Mr, Speaker, on those occasions and they were received with glee by the Opposition.
The boot is on the other foot today and the Opposition do not like it if they are only being honest.
So I say on the point of order raised by the Honourable Member for Morris, as he is so often
ill-informed on the rules of procedure and the contents of ministerial statements in this House,
we are happy with the reduction if my honourable friend is not.

MR, SPEAKER: As I indicated, the point of order -- order, please, Order! AsI indi-
cated, the point of order can very well be discussed in the rules committee,

Ministerial Statements; Tabling of Reports; Notices of Motion; Introduction of Bills; Oral
Questions, The Honourable Leader of the Opposition,

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

MR. SIDNEY SPIVAK, Q.C. (Leadei' of the Opposition)(River Heights): Mr. Speaker, I
have a question for the Minister of Health and Social Development. I wonder whether he can
indicate to the House whether instructions have been given from his department to the Minister
of Public Works for the renovations of the old Grace Hospital ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

HON. RENE E. TOUPIN (Minister of Health)(Springfield): Mr. Speaker, there is a very
close working relationship between the Department of Health and Social Development and the
Department of Public Works pertaining to the facilities just recently acquired, the old Grace
Hospital site, and other facilities that are to be constructed by government services.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, if the Attorney-General can contain himself I'd like to ask
a question of the Minister of Public Works. I wonder if he can indicate to the House whether
he's received any instructions for the renovation of the old Grace Hospital from the Department
of Health and Social Development, o

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Public Works.

HON. RUSSELL DOERN (Minister of Public Works)(Elmwood): Mr, Speaker, we have in
fact made some renovations to the old Grace and we are now in close contact with the Depart-
ment for the development of the rest of the program.

MR. SPIVAK: A supplementary question. I wonder if the Minister of Public Works canin-
_dicate whether any preliminary plans and specifications are now being draftedbyhis department ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance,

HON, SAUL CHERNIACK, Q.C. (Minister of Finance) (St. Johns): Mr, Speaker, in
connection with these last series of questions, I am not sure whether the Honourable Leader of
the Opposition was also in his general question asking questions in relation to some 17, I be-
lieve it is, houses that were acquired along with the old Grace Hospital, on the disposition of
them,. In that respect I can make a statement if indeed that is included in the Honourable
Leader's question,

MR, SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable Member for Morris,

MR, JORGENSON: I should like to direct my question to the Attorney-General and ask
him if he is going to be able to table the report of the Human Rights Commission dealing with
an investigation into, I believe it was McGavin Toastmasters last winter as well as Canada
Packers, and I believe there was one other I don't recall at the present time, I wonder if the
Minister could advise the House whether there would be a tabling or if there is such a report
from the Human Rights Commaission,

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General,

MR, MACKLING: Mr, Speaker, if the honourable member will refer to the Act, he will
know that the reports are made to the Minister and there's no provision for tabling of those
reports in the House and they're not expected to be tabled in the House,

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR, JORGENSON: Iwonder if the Minister now would respond to the request I made to
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(MR, JORGENSON cont'd), . ... make those reports available - if they will be made avail-
able to the members of the House upon request.

MR, MACKLING: Mr, Speaker, the reports pursuant to the provisions in the Act are
made to the Minister responsible to reporting to the House for the Act. They are confidential
to the Minister upon which the Minister makes a decision. They are not to be tabled in the
House,

MR, JORGENSON: I wonder, Mr., Speaker, if the Minister would undertake to make
a statement to the House dealing with the investigations that were carried on by the Human
Rights Commission into those companies that I mentioned, If he objects to tabling the report
perhaps he'll make a statement,

MR, SPEAKER: Order, please., The Honourable Attorney-General,

MR, MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister will make such dispositions
of those reports as he deems advisable,

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable.Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS, INEZ TRUEMAN (Fort Rouge): Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Honour-
able Minister of Labour., My question is for the Honourable Minister of Labour. Could he in-
form the House what percentage of the labour force in Manitoba is female?

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour,

MR, PAULLEY: Well I don't know, in answer to my honourable friend from Fort
Rouge whether he would even digest the facts if they were availed to him,

Approximately, and I'm sorry I can't give the figure precisely to my honourable
friend, but I would say that approximately 36.4 percent of the labour force are women and
76.1 percent are males., --(Interjection)-- You know, Mr. Speaker, you know for the first
time that he's been in this House, the Leader of the Opposition has even indicated he has some
intelligence because he was able to add 36.4 and 76.1 to come over 100 percent and these are
the statistics of Statistics Canada of the average - and if my honourable friend the Leader of
the Opposition and his cohorts had remained silent until I had been able to explain -- this is
the average over the 12-month period and it does vary from time to time, Again, Mr. Speaker,
at long last I have come to the conclusion that there is a spark of intelligence in the Leader of
the Opposition's mind.

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS, TRUEMAN: A supplementary question, Mr, Speaker. Could the Minister then
inform us what percentage of the currently unemployed who are seeking employment are
female ?

MR, PAULLEY: No, Mr. Speaker, I'm sorry I haven't that precise information before
me but I can indicate that there is a growing number of females who are interested in getting
into the labour force in the Province of Manitoba and we are accommodating them to the best
of our ability,

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture.

HON, SAMUEL USKIW (Minister of Agriculture) (Lac du Bonnet): Mr. Speaker, a
few days ago the Member for Morris put a question to me on whether or not the Manitoba Egg
Producers Marketing Board had any undue influence or otherwise on the Ogilvie Company who
he alleged was withdrawing from contracts arranged with a number of producers in the egg
business. I had a call from the company headquartered in Montreal to the effect that they were
wondering in whose imagination, or in whose mind such an imaginative approach was conceived
because they were not aware of any such undertakings and I would hope that the Member for
Morris when he puts a question puts an honest question to me from this point on,

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR, JORGENSON: My question was a perfectly straightforward one. I will not rise
on a point of order or a question of privilege notwithstanding the imputations in the Minister's
statement, I simply asked the Minister if the government had any intention of phasing out those
contracts that are currently in existence between certain egg producers in this province and
the Ogilvie-Labatt Company. Now either the answer is yes or no and the Minister only himself
can answer that question because he knows what the government policies are.

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture.

MR, USKIW: The Member for Morris alleged that the company was indeed phasing
out contracts and that somehow had something to do with the operations of the Manitoba Govern-
ment and the Board.
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MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. Order, please. I do not think we desire a debate at

this time on which is which. The question has been answered, the honourable member gave a
Order! The honourable member gave a clarification on a matter of privilege as to what
his question was. I think we can leave it at that.

The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR. JORGENSON: Is the government's intention to phase out contracts that currently
exist between Ogilvie-Labatts and certain egg producers in this province before their normal
expiry date ?

MR. USKIW: No, Mr. Speaker, but I want to indicate to the Member for Morris, I want
to indicate to the Member for Morris that the Board has the powers to phase out contracts, or
that is not to allow a renewal of a contract or extension of a contract in that the Board and the
Government of Manitoba does not wish to allocate market quotas - large market quotas - to
huge feed companies. In other words, we want to bring production back to the producers them-
selves and phase out the integration that has taken place over the last number of years.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Thompson.

MR. JOSEPH P. BOROWSKI (Thompson): Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Minis-
ter of Labour in view of the statement he made in answer to the Member for Fort Rouge giving
the number of females ..

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. Would the honourable member place his question.

MR. BOROWSKI: I'm getting to it, Mr. Speaker. The number of females unemployed,
I'm wondering if the Minister is within his rights and in fact whether he's not breaking the law
by stating the number of females as he forbids employers to advertise male or female ...

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. Order, please. I will indicate once more that during
the question period the purpose of the question period is to obtain information and not to supply
it to the House, and to be brief and terse. I cannot make any exceptions for any member in
that regard. .I wish the Honourable Member for Thompson would co-operate. The Honourable
Member for Thompson.

MR. BOROWSKI: Mr. Speaker, I'm not going to argue with you. I have a question to ask,
I would hope you give me the courtesy of asking it. It may not be as short as you would like it
but I can't help that. It requires me longer than some experts in this House.

I have another question for the Minister of Finance. Last week or two weeks ago the
City of Winnipeg announced they were going to raise the bus fares for the old age pensioners.
I'm wondering if the Minister of Finance could indicate whether he's made a grant to the City
to prevent an increase of bus fares to the old age pensioners ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I wouldn't quite agree with the premise that the City
announced that it was going to increase. There was a recommendation from the Board of
Commissioners of the City to the City Council that they do increase transit fares. I discussed
that with the official committee of the City, at which time I satisfied myself that there was no
intention of increasing fares and consistent with that the government - and I informed the City
to that effect - that the government was making a grant of $250, 000 to the City on the under-
standing that the City had already decided not to increase fares. On that basis there was an
increase grant of a quarter of a million dollars.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Thompson.

MR. BOROWSKI: A question for the Minister of Health, Mr. Speaker. I wonder if the
Minister of Health would consider making a monthly report in this Legislature giving us the
welfare force in Winnipeg in the same glowing terms that the Minister of Labour gives the
unemployment figures ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. TOUPIN: Well, Mr. Speaker, first of all this is a question that can't be decided by
this government. This House does not sit 12 months a year and it would be kind of difficult to
make a report each month. There are, as you know, in the report submitted by the Depart-
ment of Health and Social Development a breakdown of the welfare rolls, those on social
allowance, on a month to month basis.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Labour. I wonder whether
he can confirm to the House that within the last eight months, at one period, the report for the
labour force indicated a higher labour force for Manitoba than 402, 000 ?
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, I did acknowledge some capabilities of my honourable
friend the Leader of the Opposition. I indicate that the labour force has increased for May
over April of 14, 000; I did indicate that the labour force in Manitoba of May of 1972 over 1971
was a ratio of 11,000 to 14,000. Of course it's -- and I have been doing this constantly to this
House while it's been in session.

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR, SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, I'm afraid the Minister of Labour misunderstood the
question. I wonder whether he could confirm to this House that Manitoba's labour force within
the last eight months has been higher than 402,000?

MR. PAULLEY: Manitoba's labour force grew to 402, 000 in May; a seasonal rise of
14,000 over April and an 11, 000 increase over May 1971. The number of employed rose by
19,000 to 308.000 in May, or 14,000 higher than last year. Now I don't know if my honourable
friend can conceive that the difference is 12 months and not eight months that he referred to.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, I'll try and frame the question another way. Approximately
six months ago I believe, and I'd like him to confirm this, he announced in this House. . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. Section D, Citation 171: '"A question written or oral
must not repeat in substance the question already answered or to which an answer has been
refused. " I think the Honourable Leader of the Opposition has tried on two occasions to elicit
the answer. This is the third one. It's against the procedural rules. The Honourable Minis-
ter of Labour on the point ?

MR. PAULLEY: Yes, if you will permit me, Sir, --(Interjection)-- I beg your pardon ?
--(Interjection)-- I want to answer my honourable friend, Mr. Speaker. Statistics are some-
times a little confusing and my honourable friend, if I understood him, to ask whether or not
the 402, 000 was the highest number that we've had in the Province of Manitoba in the last
eight months and I am pleased to be able to say that it is the highest in the whole of the 100
years - 102 years - of the existence of the Province of Manitoba. And if my honourable friend,
Mr. Speaker, would like to listen to some precise figures I have them here now in front of me.
That in 1958 - 324, 000; in -- this is a 12 month average incidentally. In 1959 - 325; 60 - 334;
61 - 341.

MR, SPEAKER: Order, please. I wonder if the Honourable Minister would table the
document then everyone would can have it.

MR. PAULLEY: Well, Mr. Speaker ... I would say ...

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. I do believe the rules apply to answers as well as to
questions and I think we should during the question period be short and brief. The Honourable
Member for Brandon West.

MR. EDWARD McGILL (Brandon West): Mr. Speaker, my question is for the Honourable
the Acting Minister of Mines, 13esources and Environmental Management. I wonder if he
could tell the House if in his conversations with Pan Arctic Oils regarding the prospect of a
gas pipeline from the Arctic through Manitoba to eastern Canada, has he been able to deter-
mine if that pipeline corridor would include a road i:hrough from the northern border of
Manitoba to the exit point of the pipeline ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce.

MR. LEONARD S. EVANS (Minister of Industry and Commerce) (Brandon East): Mr.
Speaker, I have not been able to determine that. For one thing the matter is very preliminary
and some of the concerns of the honourable members are rather premature in my opinion.

Mr. Speaker, I can advise all honourable members that we have been in touch with the
company and I believe the President will be here in a matter of two or three, four weeks
perhaps. We have considerable information on the possible routes that are being considered
and we have a number of people looking into the matter. But I simply state that some of the
concerns of the honourable gentlemen are perhaps a bit premature.

While I'm on my feet, Mr. Speaker, as the Acting Minister of Mines, Resources and
Environmental Management I was asked a question a few days ago by the Honourable Member
from Churchill on the policy with respect to commercial fishing licences for Lake Winnipeg.
The question being, are they limited in number to that which was in force when the lake was
closed for mercury pollution - those were his words. I can advise the honourable member
that the number of fishing licenses being made available to fishermen, for this summer at
least, on Lake Winnipeg is the same number that was made available in 68 or 69 prior to the
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(MR. EVANS cont'd) . . . . . lake closure. But I would stress it is for this summer and at
the present time we are reviewing the policy with regard to the issuance of licences.

A supplementary question was asked by the honourable member as to whether these
licences might be made transferable and I can advise him that this matter is also under
review,

As Minister of Industry I was asked a question by the Honourable Member from Portage
la Prairie whether any machinery at the James Bertram plant at The Pas had been sold and
I'm advised that the answer is negative.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon West.

MR. McGILL: I have a supplementary question, Mr. Speaker. In respect to these
discussions with Pan Arctic Oils and the Minister's reply regarding the roadway, could he
tell the House if in fact the matter of the roadway has been discussed at all up to this point
in the discussions?

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Acting Mines and Resources.

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I can only inform the honourable member and other mem-
bers of the House that various aspects of the entire program have been examined and obviously
the question of roads. I cannot say that I've dwelt on this matter myself but that is beside
the point. I can tell you, as I said a moment ago, that several officials of the Department of
Industry and Commerce as well as one or two in Resources have been quite concerned about
the possible routes taken and all the implications involved, including the environmental
questions.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Winnipeg Centre. A supplementary ?

The Honourable Member for Brandon West. Sorry.

MR. McGILL: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary question. Is the Minister's Department
co-operating in the aerial reconnaissance of the route at this time?

MR. EVANS:Mr. Speaker,I don't know if he's talking - are you talking about the Depart-
ment of Industry - oh you're talking about the Department of Mines and Resources.I don't know to
what degree we have responsibility to do work for private enterprise per se. I can look into that
matter. Ithink the implication is that we should co-operate inthis particular matter, co-operation
is always appreciated butI don't know to what degree we have a responsibility in this particular
matter.But I'l]l look into it and see if I can provide you with more precise information,

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Winnipeg Centre.

MR. J. R. (BUD) BOYCE (Winnipeg Centre): A question to the Minister of Finance,
Mr. Speaker. Earlier the Minister indicated that a decision had been made relative to the
houses acquired with the old Grace Hospital. I wonder if he would care to announce that policy
to the House. :

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, there are some 17, 000 square feet of vacant land
immediately north of the old Grace Hospital which in some parts includes the basement of a
former building. It is the proposal that one-half of that 17,000 square feet be used for
additional parking facilities and the other half be turned into a recreation and rest area for
people who are inmates of the building itself. However, there are also some, 17 I believe is
the correct number, of homes including two vacant lots to the south of that building and I
have already written to the City of Winnipeg offering some 12, 000 square feet of land and the
buildings on it, which consist of the southwest corner of the land taken, offering it to the city
on the understanding that the city would conver this 12,00 square feet to recreational pur-
poses for the use of the community.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Birtle-Russell.

MR. HARRY E. GRAHAM (Birtle-Russell): Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is
to the Honourable Acting Minister of Mines and Natural Resources. Earlier he indicated that
the same number of fishing licences would prevail this year as in 68 and 69. Could he indi-
cate to the House the percentage of reduction in quota for total fish on the lake in this coming
year as compared to 68 and 69?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I don't have any detailed information on this at my finger-
tips.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Radisson.

MR. HARRY SHAFRANSKY (Radisson): Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Minister
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(MR. SHAFRANSKY cont'd) . . . . . of Public Works. In view of the hot air that is emanating
from members in the Opposition I just wondered when . ..

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. Order, please. I would sincerely request the honour-
able member to rephrase his question. The Honourable Member for Radisson.

MR. SHAFRANSKY: Could the Minister of Public Works indicate to the House when he
is planning to proceed to install proper air conditioning in the Legislative Building ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Public Works.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Speaker, that's a question of policy but I would hope that something
could be done in the next few years.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye.

MR. LEONARD A. BARKMAN (La Verendrye): Mr. Speaker, my question is to the
Minister of Health and Social Development. Is the government giving any consideration to the
extension of Medicare coverage to include drugs and medicine for senior citizens during this
session ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. TOUPIN: Mr. Speaker, while discussing the Estimates of the Department of Health
and Social Development I did make reference to a policy that is the policy of this government
to cover some elderly persons in this province so far as drugs and medical needs of these
senior citizens, those that are in need, not necessarily on welfare, but those that are on the
guaranteed annual income supplement, and I made reference to a figure of approximately
65,000 in the Province of Manitoba. I hope to have a chance to give more details on this
policy a little later on during the discussion of the estimates.

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable Member for Minnedosa.

MR. DAVID R. BLAKE (Minnedosa): Mr, Speaker, my question would be to the Honour-
able Minister of Highways. While I realize the Riding Mountain National Park is Federal
jurisdiction I wonder if he can inform the House if he is aware of a survey presently under
way to reroute or construct a new road, a portion of No. 10 Highway through Riding Mountain
National Park?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Transportation.

HON. PETER BURTNIAK (Minister of Highways): Mr. Speaker, as the honourable
member mentioned, it's naturally Federal jurisdiction and of course whatever the Federal
authorities decide to do, whether they want todivert the road or construct a new one is
entirely under their jurisdiction, and of course doesn't apply to the Department of Highways
of Manitoba.

MR. BLAKE: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. I was wondering if he was aware of the
survey, if he can inform the House if this survey was going on or not?

MR. BURTNIAK: Mr. Speaker, I was aware that there was some work being done in the
Clear Lake area long before I became the Minister of Highways -- as a matter of fact in the
Department of Tourism I knew of some surveys that were taking place. I wasn't quite sure
whether it was for roads or whatever it would be but I knew there were certain surveys taking
place.

Mr. Speaker, while I'm on my feet, a week or so ago the Honourable Member for
Assiniboia wanted to know in regard to Teleset locations in Manitoba, whether any work for
Teleset will be done by local electrical contractors. In that respect I might say, Mr. Speaker,
that in the location of Belair, Manitoba the total Manitoba work content on this job will amount
to about $31,000, or something like 3. 6 percent of the total job to be done by the Manitoba
content, and at the Churchill site the content of the job being done by Manitoba companies will
be about $18, 616, or approximately 9, 3 percent of the job cost.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Rupertsland.

MR. JEAN ALLARD (Rupertsland): Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Minister of
Mines and Resources. Could he tell the House what happens to the fishing licences on Lake
Winnipeg of those fishermen who are not fishing this year who were in 68 /69, who have retired,
who have died or something of that nature, and whether any other individuals would be able to
get those licences ?’

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce.

MR. EVANS: Well, Mr. Speaker, this question hinges on a question asked earlier and
a reply which I gave and I tried to make clear, but perhaps I omitted a part in my reply, but I
tried to make clear the licences are given to those people who held licences in 68/69 prior to.
the closing of Lake Winnipeg for reasons of mercury pollution. These are not transferable
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MR. EVANS cont'd) . . . . . even to a son or a relative. Therefore because of attrition there
will be a smaller amount of licences made available this summer for the summer fishing
season than was the case in 68 or 69. So therefore the number of licences are therefor
smaller than they were in 68 and 69. That number is smaller.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Churchill.

MR. GORDON W, BEARD (Churchill): To the Minister of Mines and Natural Resources.
In respect to the Pan Arctic pipeline coming through the Winnipeg area could the Minister
advise what would be the potential market for gas pipeline in the Winnipeg area should it be
able to service Metropolitan Winnipeg.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce.

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, that is a very broad question and it's very difficult to give
a simple answer. As you know, the City of Winnipeg is serviced by a local utility which
obtains its gas through the Trans-Canada Gas Pipeline System and if the Pan Arctic line should
happen to come down through this section of the province it's very difficult to say to what
extent the local utility would be purchasing from that source as opposed to the existing source.
We would be speculating of course but it would be very difficult -- it would be a very difficult
matter to determine.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR. L. R. (BUD) SHERMAN (Fort Garry): Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is
for the Honourable Minister of Labour. In the employment totals that he offered a few
moments ago I wonder if he could advise the House what percentage is made up by students
on government-funded make-work programs for the summer ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MR. PAULLEY: No, Mr. Speaker, I'm sorry I cannot give this information to my
honourable friend because the statistics that I gave to the House this afternoon are compiled
in Ottawa under the Statistics Bureau of the Government of Canada and they don't have that
breakdown.

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable Member for Thompson.

MR. BOROWSKI: Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the Minister of Mines and
Resources. I wonder if the government is considering investing some money in this Pan
Arctic Oil Company that's drilling off the Churchill coast through their newly set up mining
exploration company -- Mineral Resources Corporation ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce.

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I have to give the usual answer which is that it's a question
of policy and any policy decision will be announced in a matter of course.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to direct a question to the Honourable the First
Minister and ask him if he has had any response as yet from authorities in South Dakota to
his offer of assistance in their current troubles?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

HON. EDWARD SCHREYER (Premier) (Rossmere): Mr. Speaker, a message was left
there with the Governor's office and I believe with the Director of their equivalent of
Emergency Measures, a message in the nature of a standing offer to stand by to see if there

was any way in which we might be able to be of assistance if we could obtain specification.
Thus far to my knowledge there has not been any direct response and the matter rests there

for the time being.
MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable House Leader.

ORDERS OF THE DAY - SPEED-UP MOTION

MR, PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, I intend to propose a resolution for the consideration of
the House.

I move, seconded by the Honourable the Minister of Public Works,

THAT for the remainder of the session, the House have leave to sit in the forenoon
from 10:00 a. m. to 12:30 p. m. ; in the afternoon from 2:30 p. m. to 5:30 p. m.; in the evening
from 8:00 p. m. and each sitting be considered a separate sitting, and have leave so to sit
from Monday to Saturday, both days inclusive, and the Rules with respect to the 10:00 o'clock
p. m. adjournment be suspended, and that government business take precedence over all

other business of the House.
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MR. SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion? --(Interjection)--
Is the Honourable Member for Morris trying to debate ? The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MR. PAULLEY: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I'm happy to explain --(Interjection)-- Pardon ?
My honourable friend, Mr. Speaker, the Member for Souris-Killarney points out that while I
was seated in --(Interjection)-- No that was at about 4:00 o'clock in the morning when the
Honourable the previous Attorney-General, one Sterling Lyon, insisted on proceeding with the
first reading of bills and I objected ...

A MEMBER: That's history.

MR. PAULLEY: That's history, that's correct, and I objected at that time. But I just
want for the clarification of all new members of the House, the occasion on which I placed a red
toque on my head, and of course the Honourable Member for Churchill states quite properly
that that was history. He was a supporter of the Conservative Government at that particular
time and condoned that attitude of the then Attorney-General.

However, Mr. Speaker, this is a resolution that is not unusual at this stage in the deliber-
ations of the House. I frankly confess, for the benefit of my honourable friend the Member for
Souris-Killarney, that I objected to any undue pressure by the government under this resolution
to enact legislation. I did on one or two occasions while the Leader of the New Democratic
Party at that particular time introduced an amendment or two to change the hours of sittings and
I was overruled of course by the then Conservative majority in the House. But when a discussion
had taken place even I who objected at that particular time realized that the government had a
responsibility and in the final analysis agreed with the general consensus, the general opinion
of the government of the day, that a motion of this nature should at the appropriate time be
complied with. --(Interjection)-- You'll do the same, Harry? Fine.

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a slight change in the hours of sitting proposed in the reso-
lution that I have just read in respect of the morning sitting. The morning sittings previously
were called for 9:30 in the morning. I suggest that 10:00 o'clock should meet the convenience
of the members of the Assembly. I realize, for instance, Mr. Speaker, my friend the Me mber
for Lakeside journeys between his domicile and here and I don't want him to have to get up any
earlier under the new rules, or suggested rule, than he does at the present time, for instance,
on Friday mornings, namely, 10:00 o'clock.

I also want to say, Mr. Speaker, that it is no intention of the government to bring this
rule into effect immediately. The reason that I introduced it today was to give due notice to all
of the members of the Assembly, as has been done in the past, that after the date or the timing
of the estimates that there is the probability -- not possibility but probability -- of the suspension
of the rules being brought into effect. I give my undertaking as House Leader that we will not
deviate from the previous practices of the Conservative administration insofar as the timing;
but I do want to give the assurance as far as I personally can give that assurance, I have no
intention of duplicating the incident referred to by the Honourable Member from Souris-
Killarney of introducing bills at 3 o'clock in the morning. I agree with him that our minds really
can only absorb as much as our posteriors can absorb as we are sitting in our seats.

I do want to suggest, Mr. Speaker, that I am sincere in the introduction of this resolution,
that I have no intention or the government has no intention of imposing upon members of the
Assembly any undue penalties insofar as hours of sitting are concerned. One of the purposes of
course of this resolution, and this type of resolution is that it will permit us as government, as
members of this Assembly to go into committee, to come out of committee, to have separate
sittings in the House in order to expedite the business of the House.

And while I am speaking on the introduction of this resolution, Mr. Speaker, I want to
reaffirm an undertaking that I gave to those people who appeared before the Industrial Relations
Committee, back in November, that there will be no endeavour on our part to speedily dispose
of any consideration of the Act which will form part of the new labour code for the Province of
Manitoba. I gave that undertaking now and I want to reaffirm that as soon as possible we will
reveal to the House and to interested parties the contents of the labour code.

I regret very much that I have not been able as Minister of Labour to compile these
amendments as quickly as I had hoped to. Mr. Speaker, I accept the responsibility that some
of the fault may be mine but then it is a huge undertaking. I want to assure all and sundry there
will be no endeavour to speedily consider the points that will come under consideration in those
bills, and I think this is equally true of other matters of great importance.

It can well be that we will sit on a few occasions after the present adjournment hour of
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(MR. PAULLEY cont'd) . . . . . 10 o'clock in the evening but I am sure that honourable mem-
bers will realize that as of June 13th, that if we can expedite the business of the House within
reason it is to the benefit of all of the people of Manitoba as well as to the members of this
Assembly. Sol recommend this resolution, Mr. Speaker, to members of the Assembly, I ask
them to accept it in the spirit in which I am presenting it, not in an atmosphere of imposition
on the members of the House but in a realization that this has been historic in the 18 years or
more that I have been a member of this Assembly and I as the present House Leader give my
assurance I do not intend to abuse the contents of the resolution even though at times I may be
accused of so doing. I recommend the resolution to the House.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, the Minister's dulcet tones are in marked contrast to
the arm swinging, blustering approach that he was using just a little bit earlier.

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please.

MR. JORGENSON: During an earlier consideration of a matter that was before this
House. Anytime the Minister adopts that kind of tone I always get a little bit suspicious of what
his motives are.

Sir, let me make it very clear at the outset, that in principle we have no objection what-
soever to the speed-up motion coming into force. It's generally recognized as a means of '
getting through the business of the House when there are a few matters left toc be dealt with and
on that basis there can be no objection to the application of the speed-up motion. But, Sir,
when the speed-up motion is intent to bring about legislation by attrition, then that's another
matter. Sir, that is the attitude in which this government is approaching the speed-up motion.
For weeks on end, Sir, there were 19 bills standing on the Order Paper in the name of the
government, 19 of them -- not one of them given first reading, not one of them given a first
reading by the Minister, an introduction by the Minister, so we could have an opportunity to
examine and peruse the statements of the Ministers to determine what was intended by the .
introduction of that legislation.

The Minister of Labour came over here on several occasions and asked what bills we
were prepared to let go. I gave him a list of bills that we were prepared to advance to com-
mittee at the earliest opportunity. He hasn't even called them yet and I don't know what he
wants in the way of co-operation from members on this side of the House in order to expedite
the business of the House. If those bills had been called, given first reading by the Ministers,
given an explanation as to their intent, an opportunity for the opposition to examine them, that

in my opinion, Sir, would have been the expediting of the business of this House. Many of those
bills at this moment could have then proceeded on to law amendments and could have been
already dealt with in law amendments. I can't say that the same consideration would have been
given to all those bills, because there are some of them that are contentious and that's to be

expected and that's to be expected.

MR, SPEAKER: Order.
MR. JORGENSON: There's no possibility that even the Minister in his wildest moments

can expect that any opposition party is going to agree with everything that he proposes. There
will naturally be objections to certain facets and certain aspects of certain pieces of legislation,
but the purpose of debate is to bring out weaknesses in legislation so that the public have an
opportunity of hearing both sides of a story. And, Sir, the method by which this government

is proceeding with their legislative program and now attempting by attrition to ram the whole
bundle down the throats of the opposition in the last stages of the legislations, Sir, is a process
that is unheard of. The Minister knows it.

If there is a possibility that legislation can be brought forward, dealt with, sent to the
proper committees, given a proper hearing and then returned to this House for final approval,
it has the effect of giving some substance to the democratic process. But, Sir, they don't
want the criticisms of their legislation being brought forward except in a very short period of
time during the speed-up motion. They don't want the public to know that there may be weak-
nesses in that legislation. The Minister himself apologizes for not bringing forward his Labour
Code. That could be a very contentious issue. Does he mean to tell me that he wants to deal
with that during a speed-up? Well it appears so because it isn't even on the Order Paper. It
isn't even on the Order Paper, Sir, -- and all the insults and gratuitous remarks of the
Minister is not going to make one iota of difference. If he thinks that he's going to intimidate
anybody on this side of the House by ingratuitous remarks he better think again.
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(MR. JORGENSON cont'd)

I'm simply saying, Sir, the government's legislative program has been a fiasco from day
one. They brought forward legislation that is unpopular with the people of this country and they
know it, they refuse to bring it forward, refuse to have it dealt with at the proper time. They
want it all condensed into a short period of time so that proper dissemination of opposition to
that legislation, the both sides of the story with regard to their iegislative program cannot be
heard by the people of this country - there is no way that it can be done when it's done under
attrition. That has been the one feature of this government in bringing forward their legislative
program; everything must be done under those circumstances. They know that there is no way
that the public are going to be able to get the kind of infor mation that they should get, the kind
of advance notice in preparation for appearance before Law Amendments. And I daresay that
honourable friends opposite are not very anxious to have anybody appear before Law Amend-
ments, they have indicated that on more than one occasion. Perhaps that's the reason for this
technique of dealing with legislation. Sir, it's been a fiasco right from the very start.

The Minister has given his personal assurance that no undue pressures are going to be
applied in dealing with the legislation that is going to be brought for ward during the pressure
cooker period, and I'd like to take the Minister's word. As a matter of fact, I'd be happy to
take the Minister's word that he personally would not like to do that. But what can you expect
when you're dealing with -~ he doesn't even know how many bills they've got yet to come; the
lines of communication are so bad that there's no way one Minister knows what the other one is
doing. As a matter of fact, there's even confusion in the minds of one Minister as to what
direction he is to go, he tries to move in both directions at the same time. No way, no way can
the House Leader conduct the business of this House in the proper fashion unless he has the
co-operation of his Ministers; and obviously this House Leader does not have the co-operation
of the Cabinet that sits behind him. If there is a possibility that we can expedite business of
this House, Sir, under normal circumstances, to insure that which is most important in the
legislative process, that is,; that the public be getting informed, instead of the method that
honourable gentlemen opposite are choosing.

Bill 55 has not passed yet, Sir, and yet they are already spending thousands of dollars in
advertising the program that has not received the approval of this House. That, Sir, is con-
trary, contrary to the spirit of parliament or to the Legislature. It's presumptuous to assume
that before a bill is even given second reading in this Chamber they are going to spend thousands
of dollars advertising a program, and the Minister of Finance who sits in front of me should
know better than that. Thousands of dollars being used in advertising already before the Bill
has even received second reading. Sir, that is supreme arrogance in my opinion, but pompous
arrogance, that's right, the Attorney-General described it accurately.

Sir, the legislative program of this government has been characterized by confusion right
from the start, but as I indicated earlier, we have no objection to the speed-up motion being
passed, we have no objection to it taking effect; what we object to is the manner in which the
legislative program has been dealt with up to this point, because we feel that most of the legis-
lation that is currently on the Order Paper, on the Order Paper, Sir, could have already been
dealt with, could have gone through the Law Amendments Committee and been back in the House
for final approval, had it not been for the bumbling attitude of the government who seem to be
incapable of bringing forward even the simplest legislative program and presentation to the
House.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Inkster.

MR. SIDNEY GREEN, Q. C. (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, there were numerous parts of my
honourable friend's remarks which I am sure that he made for the purpose of making points
other than dealing with the motion before the House, which I think is legitimate parliamentary
debate, and I'm really not going to comment on them, except to indicate that he started off by
saying, and I believe he closed by saying that the Opposition really doesn't have any objection
to the type of motion that is now being proposed by the Minister of Labour, and I am sure that
the other matters that he raised will be raised from time to time and will have to be debated
and I really don't intend to deal with them because they are not quite germane to the motion.

I know, Mr. Speaker, that it is traditional in this House for the government side to move
a motion which changes the hours of debate and it is also the tradition for members of the
Opposition to rise in righteous indignation and protest to that motion and I've always had the
feeling that despite the indignation and the protestation -- well you know, the honourable member
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(MR, GREEN cont'd) . . . . . didn't really protest to the motion and that's the kind of point
that I'm trying to make, but everything he spoke and the tone that he used, was a protest, Mr.
Speaker, which reminds me of a story that is told of a meeting between the big three -- the
honourable member may know the story. It had to do with Churchill and Stalin.

Stalin was protesting very much about the British not opening up a second front and he
had some very crude remarks to say about the English. As a matter of fact at one point he
said to Churchill that the British should try fighting for a change and if they do so they will
find that it's not so bad. And Churchill of course, rightfully offended by what was said, pounded
his fist on the table and spoke of the courage of the English soldier and about the tradition
which the English soldier had become known for for fighting, Churchill was very angry and he
pounded his fist and he shouted and screamed and then Stalin said to the interpreter, ""Please
don't interpret anything that he has said, I don't understand a word of it, but I admire his
spirit. " I think that with regard to the speech that the honourable member has made, that
although he was not indeed protesting to the motion that has been put, that his spirit was in-
tended to convey some indignation on the part of the Opposition to points which I don't believe
really were raised as against the motion to change the rules. AndI think we should bring that
back into perspective, that what is presented here is a motion to change the rules; to change
the rules to permit more hours of debate and I want to try to assure the honourable member,
as I tried in the past, to assure him that I don't feel that the debate should in any way suffer
by virtue of us working longer hours.

Mr. Speaker, if you will go through the records of this legislative session, that is, I'm
including from the first sitting on, and look at the debate previous to the rules being changed
and the debate after the rules being changed, I would venture to say that the debate and the
nature of the debate, the depth of the debate, the speeches that were made were better after
the motion was brought than before the motion was brought. I am not on that account, Mr.
Speaker, I'm not on that account suggesting that the rules be that way all along as if to say.that
there is a cause and effect relationship in this connection. All I'm saying is that I haven't
found a single member -- that includes members of the opposition, who I believe are fulfilling-
their responsibilities, members on this side of the House who I believe are fulfilling their
responsibilities -- I haven't found them willing to in any way inhibit their style, inhibit their
speeches or make any allowances for the fact that they are working long hours which only indi-
cates to me, Mr. Speaker, that the members of the House are strong-willed people, that they
are going to perform their responsibility no matter how difficult it is for them to perform
their responsibility; and indeed, Mr. Speaker, that they will overcome obstacies and even
come out better when they are put stronger to the task. So that for a portion of the legislative
session the hours are changed. ’

Mr. Speaker, I want to put that into perspective, becanse one would think that something
is happening in Manitoba that is very unusual, that after three or four months of legislative

sitting that they go into a longer hour process and during that process something unusual occurs.

That's not the situation at all, Mr. Speaker. As a matter of fact the legislative sittings in
Manitoba are almost unique as I understand them across this country. Would it surprise you,
Mr. Speaker, to know that in Saskatchewan where there is a real polarization between govern-
ments and opposition, that they sit for less than 60 days every year. That even in the period
of the Thatcher administration and now in the period of the Blakney administration, that they
manage to sit for less than 60 sitting days; and they have never gone beyond 60 sitting days
and they accomplish their whole legislative program. I'm not saying that they are better than
us. As a matter of fact I happen to like the Legislature and I happen to like the debates that
take place and I happen to like it even when it's repetitive, because I don't think it's ever
exactly repetitive and I think that the process itself is a good one. But for someone to suggest
that the process that takes place here is in some way an inhibition or an infringement or a
curtailing of debate is not to recognize what takes place in other jurisdictions. The fact is
that in British Columbia they have sat continuously, Mr. Speaker, and they still don't have the
type of legislative sitting that we have in the Province of Manitoba. I think it used to be the
rules of parliament in Ottawa that there was no closing hour at the end of the evening, that
they closed whenever they felt like it, and that they often sat for a long long time. And if one
would read debates from the Mother of Parliaments that one of the things that they used to do
was to sit continuously, that without ever adjourning the House the debate continued. I'm not
suggesting that that should happen, and I'm not suggesting, Mr. Speaker, that that would be an
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(MR. GREEN cont'd). . . . . improvement over what we are doing. All I am suggesting is that
this motion as I see it, and as I have always seen it, and members will know that I have
studiously avoided calling it a speed~up motion because I don't think it is a speed-up motion,

I haven't seen it speed things up a great deal, all that it is is a motion whereby we undertake
for our own benefit - and I know that it's for the benefit of the members of the Opposition also

- that we try to put more work into one day in the hope that by doing that what would normally
have taken two months to accomplish because we are sitting twice as long will take one month
to accomplish. Not that there will be any less debate, not that there will be any curtailment,
not that the debate will be less vigorous but that we will put that much work into a shorter
space of time.

It rather reminds me of my father. My father was one of the most physically strong
men that I have ever met and he was a coal dealer, he delivered coal; and the way of delivering
coal was to put 100 pounds of coal into a sack so that there were 20 sacks to a ton. I can
remember, Mr. Speaker, that we were scaling out one day and my father had 10 sacks of coal
on the back of the truck and we came to the scaler and he said, "You've got a half a ton". He
put the scale at half a ton and it was heavy. Then he said, ""Well you weigh heavy, Mr. Green."
My Dad said, "Try a ton, " and he tried a ton and we were right on. He says, '"You've got 10
sacks to the ton." So my Dad said, '""Well, I don't like to carry twice as many sacks so I put
200 pounds in everyone of them.'" And all we are saying is -— and I take this, Mr. Speaker,

I take this to be the general will of the House, I know that it is the custom, it is the style, it
is the tradition, and I hope, and I'm trying to remember correctly, that I never ever protested
on the speed-up motion because I was prepared to work, and I remember the Honourable
Member for Morris during the first session got up and voted with the government side on this
particular motion saying that that's the kind of work that we intend to do. So his objection,

his objection relates to the style in which we have proceeded.

Mr. Speaker, I'm not going to deal with that objection, perhaps the House Leader will at
the time when it comes for him to close debate because he would be the essential person to
deal with those questions. That what is being objected to is some style, that we have
proceeded, although the Member for Morris in making that objection as I repeat, I like his
spirit, it attempted to build up to an objection to the motion when it really wasn't. I assume
that the opposition will deal with that style at various times when various bills are brought up
and try to make their point that the Legislature has not proceeded in a way which the Honour-
able Member for Morris thinks it should have proceeded and he is certainly:legitimate in
making that point. But the essential point that he makes, and I think that the one that we should
all be accepting and not be making a tempest out of a teapot of, is that what we are doing is
almost, Mr. Speaker, - I hesitate to use the word - but almost by concurrence we are adopting
a procedure which everybody feels will enable us to work longer, just as hard, at the same
pay, without comprising our regponsibility to our electorate on either side of the House and
maybe get more work done with the result that we may have a little longer time left over at
the end. I'm glad, Mr. Speaker, that that's acceptable to the Member for Morris and I there-
fore take it that there will not be a great deal of difficulty this year in dealing with this motion.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, there is no chance whatsoever that we can win a debate
on this resolution, not the slightest chance, and I sometimes wonder why my colleagues and I
insinuate ourselves into debates of this kind because we know we're beaten before we start.

We know there's no logic and no future into getting into the debate and maybe the reason we do
it is because it feels so good after we stop.

I appreciated the remarks of my honourable friend the Member for Inkster, the future
Minister in the administration, but I want to say this, Mr. Speaker, that notwithstanding the
principles to which his father adhered, and notwithstanding the kind of techniques that his
father brought to his labours, there is a possibility that some day the seams on one of those
sacks might have split and the coal might have spilled out on the street and then what would it
have profited the honourable member's father or anybody else in the business to be loading
200 pounds of coal into a sack that should really only hold 100 or 150.

I must take exception in a minor way, Mr. Speaker, to the offer extended by my
colleague and House Leader, the Honourable Member for Morris, when he said that we on
this side had no objection - I think that was the term he used, no objection to the speed-up
motion. I certainly have objection to the speed-up motion, Mr. Speaker, I haven't caucused
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(MR. SHERMAN cont'd) . . . . . the question with my House Leader and I know what he was
saying was that there are ways of speeding-up the business of the House, limiting perhaps
members like myself from lengthy debate in order to expedite the business of the people and
the business of the province, but I wouldn't want his statement that we have no objection to

the speed-up motion to sit on the record in that particular form and in that particular context
without being explained in part from my perspective. Because I believe that we get inferior
consideration of legislation, we get inferior government, we get inferior opposition and we give
inferior service to the people of Manitoba when the minds and the energies and the intellect,
such as they are, of all members-inthis Chamber are strained and sapped to the wearying
point. And they are strained and sapped to the wearying point when we go into lengthy, tedious
sessions of debate under speed~up. It's happened before and notwithstanding all the good
intentions of the Minister of Labour it will happen again, Mr. Speaker. There is no question
in my mind that regardless of the prophecy and the promise of the Minister of Labour in intro-
ducing his resolution this afternoon to the effect that there is no intention or no inclination on
his part or the government's part to abuse the privilege extended under the speed-up motion,
no question in my mind that when the heat is on, when the crunch comes, when we're down to
the nitty-gritty on specific questions of legislation, when we're down to the eyeball to eyeball
confrontation between government and opposition at 10 o'clock at night, and at 11 0'clock at
night, and at 10 o'clock on Saturday morning - and perhaps as my colleague suggests at

2 o'clock in the morning - we will sit and we will stay here and the privilege of speed-up will
be exploited, will be extended and will be abused, despite the highest intentions of the Minister
of Labour and anybody else in the House to avoid that kind of practice. I don't believe you get
good government and you get good opposition under those conditions, Mr. Speaker.

We've heard the song about consideration and an intention to treat the motion responsibly
before, like the old song of the 1940s used to say, "It Seems to Me I've Heard that Song Before"'.
And we have heard it before. We heard it in 1970 and we heard it in 1971, and if memory
serves me we heard it in 1969, and we're hearing it again in 1972. When the crunch is here
and when the heat of debate reaches the kind of crescendo that it does after you're three and a -
half or four months into a session, with the kind of philosophical differences that exist in this
province between government and opposition, there is no way that the best intentions of the
Minister or anybody else can avoid the speed-up privileges from being abused.

The Honourable Member from Inkster has talked about his approach to the concept of
government business. He and others have mentioned that in various other Legislatures in
Canada there is never the kind of difficulty, the kind of argument that we seem to have in our
Chamber here over speed-up provisions. But I would just remind the Member for Inkster and
others of that line of thinking that we probably are in a unique parliamentary position in this
Legislature in comparison to that existing in others. I was in the Legislature in Edmonton -
the Alberta Legislature - two weeks ago for a day and, Mr. Speaker, there is - I hesitate to
judge that Legislature on the basis of one afternoon sitting - but I did spend some time with the
Premier and the Ministers in that administration and I talked to them about the kinds of things
that were happening and going on, and there is no comparison to the climate, to the philosophical
situation in that Chamber and this one. Here we have legitimate and welcome conflict and con-
frontation of ideas. . The Member for Inkster and I do not agree on the directions in which this
province should be moving in general terms. Certainly that applies right across the benches
on both sides of the House. But you don't find that situation in Alberta. --(Interjection)-- Well
perhaps you find it in Saskatchewan, you certainly don't find that situation in Alberta. You may
find it in intent in Ontario but it doesn't articulate itself in Ontario because the opposition there
has been in some disarray since the last provincial election and it may take another session or
two for them to define their positions and stake out their role in the House in the effective man-
ner to which their comrades and colleagues in Manitoba would aspire. But here in Manitoba we
have direct ideological, philosophical conflict, and it's not an unhealthy thing, and in my opinion
it's a healthy thing. And the people of Manitoba are well served by it when people in this House
on both sides of questions can bring fresh minds and fresh energies to the legislation in debate.
That doesn't happen at 10 o'clock or 11 o'clock at night after five or six days in midsummer
heat, and it certainly doesn't happen at 2 o'clock in the morning. So I repeat what I've said in
previous debates on this issue. Last year or the year before I stated my objections to the con-
cept and the principle of the speed-up motion.

I would like to commend the Minister for having changed the hour of start or proposed a
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(MR. SHERMAN cont'd.) . . . . . change in the hour of start to 10 o'clock inthe morning
rather than 9:30, that's an improvement. I think that extra half hour is going to be helpful in
terms of maintaining the energies of members in the House, but I think the Saturday sitting is
a handicap and a drawback to good government and good opposition in the Province of Manitoba.
I think six days a week in here for 12 to 14 hours a day in midsummer heat does no service,
does no service either to the government supporters or the opposition supporters.

The Minister of Labour started the afternoon on a high note of propaganda, Mr. Speaker,
when he made his Ministerial Statement having to do with the employment situation and he's
kept a consistent posture all afternoon. He wound up on a similarly high note of propaganda in
introducing this resolution when he said, we won't abuse it, there'll be no attempt to take ad-
vantage of it or exploit it, we're not going to be irresponsible in our approach to it. Well that's
sugar-coating. Never mind the sugar-coating, we'll take the pill. We expect it to be tough, we
expect to lose the debate, we expect to go into 12 and 14 hour sittings, but let's have it straight.
That's the way it's going to be and I'm opposed to it.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member for Fort Garry has talked
about the way we intend to work, all of us. Of course he says we have no choice, it's going to
be voted in, and of course the reason he has no choice is that it would appear that either his
Party is supporting the resolution or there's a split in the Party and that of course is their pro-
blem.

The Member for Morris talked about the fact that their caucus would like an opportunity
to see what is expected to come up in debate so they can caucus on it and form a position, and
obviously they have not had an opportunity to caucus together on this question and therefore
they find themselves in some disagreement. Which, Mr. Speaker, seems to happen on this side
on occasion and seems to support the suggestion that with our Party as it is on this side, we
don't really need an opposition and we're not really getting an official opposition to the extent
that we are able to debate in the House issues that affect people on both sides and both sides
have points of view that may differ. So that I can well understand the Member for Fort Garry
and the Member for Morris having a disagreement on how to vote on this issue, but no doubt it
will be resolved and we will proceed.

The main reason I wish to make some comments was the question raised by the Member
from Morris in relation to Bill 55 where he talked on abill that hasnot yet been passed and is
being advertised. I thought I should clarify for him and for members of the House just what
has happened. The principles enunciated in Bill 55 - and we'll be hearing from the Member for
Fort Garry very soon I hope on this very question - the principles were enunciated and debated
at great length during the Budget Speech; they have come up, they've been called in the House
on seven different occasions; there have been some 12 speakers - I think in my counting I in-
cluded the Member for Fort Garry who will be speaking today so that by the end of the day --
(Interjection)-- Oh, apparently he's not speaking today. So again this will be delayed a little
longer, but it has been in the public eye substantially.

The advertising that has appeared and will be appearing is in relation to the tax bills that
were received yesterday I guess by half of the people of Manitoba; and those tax bills carry
within them legislation or the effect of legislation which was passed by this Legislature at the
last session, and I think that it is very important and justified that people are acquainted with
the nature of the structure of the tax bill, to point out the manner in which they are receiving a
long-awaited tax credit on their bills based on a reduction in education tax, and, so that they
understand - that is those who are tenants - the manner in which they will be able to get their
share. Therefore there has to be notice to landlords that this $50. 00 received by them is in-
deed the effect of the legislation passed last year, is indeed a reduction in education tax related
to the provincial contribution - that's over and above anything else - and that the landlord has to
know that and has to know that he must pass that benefit to his tenant, and that tenant has to
know how he can claim it and receive it. So that that advertising is not only justified, it's im-
portant to carry out the full intent of the manner in which the government has reduced the
impact of education tax on real property.

Now because of the debate that took place during the Budget, all the Budget speeches, be-
cause of the seven different occasions and the approximately. 12 speakers that have debated Bill
55 in the House already, it is important I believe for the people who are receiving tax bills to
know the manner in which this other matter is proposed to work so that they willnot confuse
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(MR, CHERNIACK cont'd.) . . . . . the two. I think that honourable members should support
the idea that there be clear explanation to people who are listening and reading the media to
understand the distinction between the two very important educational real property tax reduc-
tions. Therefore I say that we were justified in doing it; the bill has been debated at great
length, the people are entitled to know the distinction between the two and the effect of the two,
only so that they can understand what was passed last year and the impact on their reduction in
tax and what is expected for the 72 taxes in the income tax returns so that they will not confuse
the two. But this Bill 55 has not been passed; it has certainly been debated; I had hoped it would
be passed .

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. Order, please. I do realize that the relevancy to the
explanation of Bill 55 is essential but I do believe the Honourable Minister could proceed with
the debate on the resolution as well.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I was only concluding my remarks by regretting the fact
that apparently Bill 55 cannot pass today.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: Would the Minister permit one question related to the remarks he made
on the resolution? Would the Minister predict that if everybody on this side of the House voted
against this speed-up resolution that the resolution would be defeated ?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I am proud to predict that for years hence the govern-
ment, which is a New Democratic Party Government, will be able to carry on the business of
the people of the province in a manner which will satisfy the people of the province. —-(Inter-
jection)-- Well then the direct answer is: my prediction is that there will be sufficient support
to the Honourable Minister of Labour to pass this resolution.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie.

MR. GORDON E. JOHNSTON (Portage la Prairie): Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by
the Member for Assiniboia, debate be adjourned.

MR. SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.-

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MR. PAULLEY: Would you kindly call Bill No. 55, Mr. Speaker.

GOVERNMENT BILLS

MR. SPEAKER: The proposed motion of the Honourable Minister of Finance.

The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: CouldI have this matter stand, Mr. Speaker ?

MR. SPEAKER: Agreed? The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MR. PAULLEY: Well, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to it standing in the name of the
Honourable Member for Fort Garry. It could well be that there may be other members who are
desirous of speaking to this most important bill which has been criticized because of its manner
of introduction into this House. I wonder if anyone else wishes to speak?

MR. SHERMAN: That's acceptable.

MR. PAULLEY: Apparently no one wishes to speak at this time, Mr. Speaker. I wonder
if you would call Bill No. 63 on page 3, a bill standing in the name - the adjournment in the
name of the Honourable the Member for Fort Garry dealing with Workmen's Compensation.

MR. SPEAKER: The proposed motion of the Honourable Minister of Labour. The Honour-
able Member for Fort Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, could I have this matter stand?

MR. SPEAKER: Agreed? The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, it seems my honourable friend has no inclination apparent-
ly at this time to process the business of Manitoba. I wonder if anybody else wishes to speak on
Workmen's Compensation that is so vital to Manitobans.

MR. SHERMAN: If anyone else wants to speak that's all right .

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Radisson. The Honourable Minister of
Labour.

MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, someone will speak on some bill. I now call Bill No. 57,
standing in the name of the Minister of Labour.

MR. PAULLEY presented Bill No. 57, The Apprenticeship and Tradesmen's Qualifications
Act, for second reading.

MR. SPEAKER presented the motion.
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MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, I don't know whether really an explanation is necessary.
This bill has been printed and distributed to members of the House for some considerable per-
iod of time and I'm sure that honourable members in the House have had ample opportunity of
considering the bill.

I suggest, Mr. Speaker, the following information will be of interest to members of the
House. This Act combines the present Apprenticeship Act and the Tradesmen's Qualifications
Act, both of which will be repealed on the coming into force of this legislation. The Appren-
ticeship Act originally enacted in 1944 establishes a framework for organized apprenticeship
training programs in the Province of Manitoba by persons that might achieve certification in a
number of designated trades. The Tradesmen's Qualifications Act originally was enacted in
1961 and it provides for a formal way of certifying tradesmen who have gained experience in
their trades other than by way of apprenticeship.

Since both of the existing Acts deal with certification, the legislation would be simplified
by combining them as some other provinces in this country have done. More would be achieved
by this legislation however than merely a combination and simplification of the two Acts. The
new legislation does away with the provision in the old Acts which have become outdated, and
more importantly it incorporates new provisions which would allow for flexibility in the admin-
istration and development of apprenticeship training and certification programs in the province.

The highlights of this proposed bill, Mr. Speaker, are as follows: that under the com-
bined Act it would be possible to have regulations for each trade or closely allied group of
trades dealing with the certification of tradesmen, whether they obtain their training and ex-
perience under formal apprenticeship programs or gained their experience in the trade as help-
ers, or have training and experience from other jurisdictions including those from lands other
than here in Canada. Prior to this, certification of tradesmen other than apprentices has been
done under the existing Tradesmen's Qualification Act by separate examination boards but not
in all trades in whjch apprenticeship training has been offered. Under the Act which I am now
proposing regulations based on recommendations of trade advisory committees and the Pro-
vincial and Tradesmen's Qualification Board would set out the requirements for certification in
eéach of the designated trades and the Department, that is of course the Department of Labour,
would administer them by conducting examinations, checking qualifications and experience,
whatever is required.

Like the existing Tradesmen's Qualification Act, the new Act has a provision which would
enable compulsory certification of trades by Order-in-Council. In such circumstances persons
entering the trade would be required to take apprenticeship training; persons .who have been
working in the trade at the time compulsory certification is established for a period of time ex-
ceeding the length of apprenticeship for the trade would be issued a temporary permit to con-
tinue working in the trade for a year. During that year the person would be required to obtain
a certificate of qualification in the trade in order to continue working thereafter and regulations
would establish the requirements to meet such certification. I think, Mr. Speaker, this is most
necessary particularly in the field say of electricians who have to have certain qualifications in
order to perform work which may adversely affect people by wrong installations, etc. in the
electrical industry. I only use that, Mr. Speaker, as an illustration because I'm sure honour-
able members will agree with me that even in the, say in the bricklayer or carpenter trades,
that in order to protect the public we should make sure that people are qualified in order to per-
form the work that is required of them. Apprenticeship under the new Act would only be com~
pulsory in trades where certification of tradesmen has been declared compulsory as just des-
cribed. In other words, apprenticeship would be voluntary. This would mark a departure from
the existing Apprenticeship Act which makes apprenticeship compulsory for persons between 16
and 21 years of age working in any apprenticeship trade.

Under the proposed Act, Mr. Speaker, the Minister would be empowered to designate any
trade or occupation for apprenticeship for certification. Under the existing Act only certain
trades actually listed in a Schedule of the Act may be designated for apprentice training. Any
such schedule is of course inherently restrictive and prone to become outdated as new trades
come into existence which are appropriate for apprenticeship and certification. The new Act
would give the Apprenticeship Board the right to hear appeals from any person affected by any
decision or order of the Director of Apprenticeship. Appeal rights in the existing Apprenticeship
Act are limited to a refusal on the part of the Director to register, terminate or transfer an
apprenticeship agreement.
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(MR, PAULLEY cont'd.)

Mr. Speaker, provision has been made in the new Act establishing the right of an appren-
tice to take part in a legal strike without prejudicing his standing as an apprentice. This is not
contained within the present Act. The new Act makes provision for recognizing certificates
issued under the previous Acts and for the recognition of apprenticeship existing prior to the
coming into force of this Act. The main characteristics and principles of apprenticeship train-
ing and the certification of tradesmen are retained under the new Act. The Provincial Appren-
ticeship Board would continue its advisory and decision-making role within the framework of
the legislation but its responsibilities would be extended to cover matters relating to tradesmen's
qualifications as well. Similarly, trade advisory committees would continue their work in con-
nection with investigating and making recommendation on apprenticeship and certification matters
for the various particular trades. Both the Board and the Committee would be representative of
employers and employees as they are at the present time. Provision is also made for repre-
sentation on the board from the Department of Colleges and University Affairs and for other
persons considered suitable for appointment. Under the existing Acts regulations deal with
entrance qualifications, the nature of training to be given, apprentice wage rates, examination
requirements and related matters. These would continue to be governed by regulations under
the new Act. The new Act is primarily intended to simplify, update and improve the existing
legislation and should allow better services and programs to be provided to the public in the
apprenticeship and certification fields.

I want to go further, Mr. Speaker, at this time, if I may, that it is intended under the
regulations of this Act to permit the government or the Minister of Finance to make a provision
for the payment to apprentices of an allowance for the period of time in which they are taking
courses for apprenticeship training. This provision has been requested by the representative
administration boards over a long period of time without avail.

Previous administrations in this province have rejected requests for a contribution to be
made for allowances to apprentices while they were taking their courses. I believe that as of
the present moment, we are one of two provinces in Canada that does not make provision for
allowances for board and room for apprentices undergoing training programs, and it is our in-
tention, and members, Mr. Speaker may recall that during the consideration of the Estimates
of the Department of Labour, there was a financial provision contained within the estimates to
assist in covering board and room allowances for apprentices.

I might say, Mr. Speaker, that I am pleased that the Federal Government has under con-
sideration at the present time, a piece of legislation that would provide for board and room
allowances to apprentices under our apprentice training schemes in Manitoba, and of course,
the other jurisdictions as well. Previously it was a requirement that only those who had been
in and then out of the labour movement for a period of three years that there would be any con-
tribution by the federal authority. However, it does appear at the present time, and I repeat,

I am pleased to note that the federal administration have proposed a bill for the consideration
of the House of Commons that will extend the allowances to the apprentices under our provincial
scheme as well, and it may well be that upon the enactment of that legislation it will not be the
requirement of using provincial funds for this purpose. However, Mr. Speaker, one never
knows in this game of politics and legislative procedure as to when or if a bill may pass. Itis
needless then for me to say that if this Assembly agrees to this proposed legislation notwith-
standing whether or not the federal legislation is passed, for the first time in the history of
Manitoba apprentices in training will be allowed some allowances during their period where it
is a requirement for them to attend the likes of the Red River Community Ccllege or other col-
leges as well, and Mr. Speaker, I recommend this legislation as a forward advance in the Pro-
vince of Manitoba in respect of apprentice training.

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS_

MR, SPEAKER: Before we proceed I should like to direct the attention of the Honourable
Members to the gallery where we have 65 students, Grade 5 standing of the Hazel Kellington
School. These students are under the direction of Mr. Rimmer, and Mrs. Murray. This
school is located in the constituency of the Honourable Member for Gladstone. On behalf of all
the honourable members I welcome you here today.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS. TRUEMAN: Mr. Speaker, I move, seconded by the Member from Morris that the
debate be adjourned.
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MR. SPE AKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader.

MR, PAULLEY presented Bill No. 68 an Act to amend the Vacations with Pay Act for
second reading.

MR. SPEAKER presented the motion.

MR. PAULLEY: Mr. Speaker, this is a Bill which will make provision for the payment
of three weeks vacation with pay to every employee in the Province of Manitoba, under the act,
after five years' of employment. My honourable friend from Thompson asks me whether it will
include MLA's. There are many who consider that MLA's are on vacation at all times. I don't
agree with that proposition but I do want to say to my honourable friend the Member for Thompson
that there is no provision in this Act for MLA's. He will have to negotiate for them.

When I speak on the question of negotiations, Mr. Speaker, it is interesting to note that
there are varying provisions in negotiated agreements at present in effect in the Province of
Manitoba in respect of Vacations with Pay after five years of employment. Some collective
agreements suggest three weeks' vacation with pay after ten years of employment, some others
seven, six and eight years. This is the type of legislation that we feel particularly would be of
advantage to persons who are not covered by collective agreements. I, as Minister of Labour
suggest that it is unfortunate that so many in the Province of Manitoba are not covered by col-
lective agreements and in many instances have not taken advantage of our legislation to enter
into collective agreements.

I realize that there are some who will say that the government of the day is iegislating
beyond collective agreements. I'm prepared to accept those objections. I also agree that many
in the Province of Manitoba will say it's fine that you're bringing in this legislation today but
after all you have been in government for three years. My honourable friend from Assiniboia
I suggest, Mr. Speaker, will be one of those and I don't fault him for it. I don't fault him for
it, except that I would say that the government of his political affinity had an opportunity for 22
years previously to bring in similar legislation and they did not.

I also suggest that maybe the labour critic of the Conservative party, whoever he or she
may be, will also say likewise and - it looks to me as though they are absent as well - will say
well you should have done likewise and we are so disappointed that the provision of the Act
brings into effect the provision for three weeks' vacation with pay on the 1st of January 1973.
And I suggest to the labour critic or critics of the Conservative party that they may have a
valid point.

My honourable friend the Member for Thompson says why the delay till the 1st of January
1973? - which is a very valid question. The only answer thatI can give my honourable friend
is that here we are halfway through the summer, many people have had their vacations, no for-
mal notice has been given and after all, we have waited for 102 years in Manitoba to have this
progressive legislation, I guess there should not be any general objections to waiting another
six months before it becomes fully effective.

So, Mr. Speaker, here again, here again in my capacity as Minister of Labour I do re-
commend changes in our labour legislation which will be beneficial to the people who work in
the Province of Manitoba. I recommend it to the House, I'm prepared to accept the criticisms
from members in the House - on all sides for the delay in the enactment, but I want to indicate,
once again, in the labour legislation that we have proposed in this House, that this will be bene-
ficial and will provide to the worker of Manitoba, provisions that hitherto were not part and
parcel of our legislation.

I am sure that in the final analysis at least I shouldn't say, Mr. Speaker, thatI am sure -
but I trust that in the final analysis this legislation will be given the unanimous approval of all
members of the House and that the bill will be forwarded to the Industrial Relations Committee
for its consideration.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Charleswood.

MR. ARTHUR MOUG (Charleswood): I beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Me mber
from Minnedosa that debate be adjourned.

MR. SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader.

MR. PAULLEY: I wonder, Mr. Speaker, if you would kindly call Bill No. 58, an Act to
amend the Water Supply Board Act in the name of the Honourable Member for Birtle. . .

MR. J. R. FERGUSON (Gladstone): Could we have it stand?
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MR. PAULLEY: In the absence of the Honourable Member the matter will stand unless
some other member of the House wishes to become involved in the debate, I leave it open.

Mr. Speaker, will you excuse the delay, I'm trying to look at the Order Paper and seeing
what members are present in order to progress the legislation of the Province of Manitoba.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR. JORGENSON: If the House Leader would extend the courtesy to the opposition of
telling them what bills he proposes to call perhaps I could make arrangements to have people
here who intend to speak on them. That's a courtesy that I think could be extended the oppo-
sition to expedite the business of the House.

MR. PAULLEY: I point out to my honourable friend, I accept his admonition but would
he not agree that one of the principles of being a member of this Assembly is to be in attendance
in the service of the Assembly.

Mr. Speaker, would you kindly call Bill No. 54°?

MR. SPEAKER: The proposed motion of the Honourable Minister of Agriculture. The
Honourable Minister of Agriculture.

MR, USKIW presented Bill No. 54 an Act to amend The Farm Machinery and Equipment
Act for second reading.

MR, SPEAKER presented the motion.

MR, USKIW: Mr. Speaker, the members opposite will recall that this particular Act was
brought into being last year and they will probably observe that not all sections of that Act were
proclaimed and the reason being Mr, Speaker, that we have had a great deal of discussion and
consideration of some of those sections, discussions with the industry to determine whether
there wasn't a more appropriate approach to the problem in particular, the problem of warranty
provisions with respect to the sale of new farm equipment.

The Farm Machinery Board which was established under that Act also had lengthy debate
on the methodology and provisions that might be contained in this regard and recommend that
we not proclaim the warranty section of the Act passed last year but rather that we amend the
Act so that we would stay within a certain calendar period as opposed to hours of use warranty -
system, Under the Act in which the sections were not proclaimed there is a provision for
1, 000 hours of warranty with respect to the purchase of a tractor or a combine, and the changes
here will allow that the warranty provisions will be three years and one year for all other equip-
ment. So that in essence is a major change within this bill. There are other small changes
that are mostly of a technical nature, Mr. Speaker, resulting from experience and deliberation
of the Farm Machinery Board over the last year, and I would think that I shouldn't touch on
those technical points but that that should be left to the committee to more appropriately discuss
those points.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Birtle-Russell.

MR. GRAHAM: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the Honourable Member for
Morris that debate be adjourned.

MR. SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader.

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

MR. SPEAKER presented the motion and after a voice vote declared the motion carried
and the House resolved itself into a Committee of Supply with the Honourable Member for
Logan in the Chair.

. continued on next page
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COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

MR, CHAIRMAN: Resolution 16 -- passed. Resolution 16 in the amount of $2, 720, 100
. . the Honourable Member for Thompson.

MR, BOROWSKI: The Minister hasn't answered all the questions we asked yesterday
on that resolution,

MR, USKIW: Mr. Chairman, I thoughtI did. If there is a point that I didn't cover I
would hope that the Member for Thompson would relate it at this point,

MR, BOROWSKI: The two questions I asked, Mr. Speaker, were regarding an in-
centive -~ Farm Loan Incentive Program which doubled from 300 to 600 thousand, Did he have
any idea where it's going to stop. In other words has he got something in his budget where it
will go up to a certain maximum and after that the government will not put up any more money,
or is it an open-ended program that could run into millions of dollars in a matter of five
years?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture.

MR, USKIW: Well, Mr, Chairman, I did indeed deal with that problem yesterday
although the Member for Thompson may have not caught it, The incentive prograin is of course
a matter of policy and it can be turned on or turned off at a moment's notice depending on the
wishes and the expertise that advise the government in this regard. It is our belief that it is a
good program for this particular period in time, having regard for the need to further provide
opportunities for people to shift away from the straight grain production business. It's evident,
and members opposite would appi'eciate that as well as the Member for Thompson, that we want
to get away from an industry that is largely dependent on foreign grain sales, and hopefully this
is one mechanism through which that might be achieved. It's a matter of trying to increase the
livestock industry in Manitoba. The grants of course are made only for the purchase of breed-
ing stock and therefore for the development of a larger livestock base on which to build the
industry. So it's a matter of policy and it is quite conceivable that it could be cut off complete -
ly a year from now but the wisdom of the government of the day will have to make that decision
as we go along.

MR, CHAIRMAN: (Resolutions 16 and 17 were read and passed)

Resolution 18 (a)--passed; (b)--passed . . . The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose,

MR. PETER ADAM (Ste. Rose): I would like to ask the Minister with regards to the
ARDA Program, is there going to be any aid for towns in respect to waterworks through the
ARDA Program in a situation where the town is part rural and part village or town?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture,

MR, USKIW: Mr. Chairman, the Government of Manitoba has justintroduced a meas-
ure to assist towns and communities in the installation of sewer and water services, and the
answer to the Member for Ste. Rose is that that is not possible within the ARDA Agreement.

MR, CHAIRMAN: (Resolutions 18 and 19 were read and passed)

Resolution 20 in the amount of $779,800 . . . The Honourable Member for Roblin.

MR, J, WALLY McKENZIE (Roblin): Mr. Chairman, I see a word here that I don't
recognize as part of the agricultural terminology, maybe the Minister can explain the Northern
Manpower Corps. Is this an army of ag. reps or . . .

MR, CHAIRMAN: Order, please. We're on 20,

MR, McKENZIE: Oh I'm sorry.

MR, CHAIRMAN: (Resolution 20 was read and passed)

Resolution 21, . . The Honourable Member for Roblin,

MR, McKENZIE: I wonder would the Honourable Minister explain 21,

MR, USKIW: Well, Mr. Chairman, the Government of Manitoba some time ago
decided that one of its main thrusts and objectives would be to encourage the greater develop-
ment of our northern communities and indeed the potential for job opportunity for our northern
citizens and because of that decision of course it was necessary to set up some instrument,
some instrument to carry out the policy. That instrument of course is a directorate composed
of five departments which has launched a program to maximize the involvement and oppor-
tunities for our northern residents and in particular our native people which involves the train-
ing programs, it involves the commuter programs. In other words we are involved in com-
muting people from isolated communities to where jobs can be found, we're involved in train-
ing of those people for specific jobs - for Churchill Forest Industries if you like, for Inco at
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(MR, USKIW cont'd) , . . . . Thompson for various other companies, for Sherritt-Gordon,
and so on, So that it's a whole range of programs designed primarily to upgrade the oppor-
tunities and the involvement for our northern citizens.

Now the Member for Roblin wanted to know why that's contained in my Estimates and
the explanation for that is that the deputy, the Assistant Deputy Minister of my department has
long been involved in adjustment program development, and it's a matter of using his talents
to accommodate a new thrust in northern Manitoba. It's sort of a secondment, he is responsi-
ble to the Planning and Priorities Secretariat and the Cabinet Committee of Planningand
Priorities, and of course his work is reported through me within the Estimates of the Depart~
- ment of Agriculture,

MR. CHAIRMAN: Resolution 21 in the amount of $691, 600 -- passed . . . The
Honourable Member for Thompson.

MR, BOROWSKI: Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the Minister could explain a little more,
in more detail the workings of this expenditure since Manpower is obviously a federal res-
ponsibility, Is Ottawa sharing, cost sharing? What type of arrangement have we, and is it a
two-year agreement, or a five-year, and what is the projection, the lifespan projection of this
program ?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture,

MR, USKIW: Mr., Chairman, the cost-shared program would be contained in the item
that was just approved and that would be The Pas Special Area Agreement, and I'm not sure
of the breakdown of the cost sharing but the Northern Manpower Corps is really a provincial
thrust where we involve other departments and the private sector in trying to locate people of
northern residence within the job opportunity limits of northern development,

MR, CHAIRMAN: Resolution 21 -- passed . . . The Honourable Member for
Thompson,

MR, BOROWSKI: First of all Ithinkwe all in the House agree that the Provincial
Government should make a real effort to get a lot of these peoples from remote communities
to areas where the jobs are, whether it's CFIor Inco or Ruttan Lake. Nevertheless, Mr.
Chairman, it is the responsibility of the Federal Government and that being the case, I wonder
if the Minister is billing, either billing directly Ottawa for the cost, or do they have a separate
agreement assigned to cover the cost of this program ?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture,

MR, USKIW: Well, Mr. Chairman, the normal responsibility for arranging federal
cost-sharing agreements of course does not lie with my department as far as this area is
concerned but I'm sure there have been discussions, and will likely continue to be, What we
are doing here is filling a vacuum, an area of involvement which has to date been neglected by
the Government of Canada and we feel that someone has to assume some responsibility in role
to more fully bring about or maximize the participation of our native people and the residents
of northern Manitoba into the area of industry and development of the northern region. So I
don't apologize for the fact that we are spending provincial dollars. It is a socially desirable
objective, The fact that it should really be a program under the Government of Canada is one
I don't think I can dispute but I think someone has to do something, and we are doing it, Mr.
Chairman,

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Churchill.

MR, BEARD: To follow up on this then, Mr. Chairman. I'd like to ask the Minister
whether there is any monies involved in this particular amount in respect to training, to the
training of people; or secondly, is there any amount involved in the transportation, the trans-
portation of the people back and forward to jobs? If so, is there any amount of this money that
is reclaimable from the people that are working? In other words if there's an expenditure of
this amount, is there any that the government does recover from the people in Manpower? 1
would wonder too whether they are involved directly in the Manpower Program that is now
being undertaken in Churchill. I understand it's a northern manpower project in housebuilding.
If so, I would like to say something about it but I just wondered whether they are directly in-
volved in that particular program at Churchill on the housing.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Swan River,

MR, JAMES H, BILTON (Swan River): Mr. Chairman, I'm sure no one in the House
would object to the objectives as indicated by the Honourable Minister but it looks to me like a
little over half a million dollars, and from his explanation I didn't hear him mention agriculture
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(MR, BILTON cont'd) . . . . . at all and I wonder if he is meaning by his remarks, or will he
add to his remarks that agriculture is primarily indicated in this amount of money, that is the
instruction and the finding of people that are interested in going into agriculture. And if so,
does this include those people at Mafaking and all the area around there where there is a cer-
tain amount of agriculture, where there should be a thrust and assistance toward encouraging
the endeavours in agriculture and certainly for young people? Is some of this money intended
for that purpose rather than for industry? If it's for industry in my opinion, Mr. Chairman, it
shouldn't be under Agriculture but under the department to which it belongs.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture.

MR, USKIW: Mr, Chairman, I didn't get the first question put by the Member for
Churchill but I will respond to the other question put and perhaps he can rise again and indicate
what the first one was. After the first trip under our Commuter Program we do charge any
prospective employee or trainee, whatever the term is, $25. 00 per trip, but the first trip is
free of charge. The Indian Affairs Department picks up the $25. 00 fee on the first trip with
respect to the Indian people.

Now the Member for Swan River wants to know whether it includes an agricultural
area, The program includes all of the area under the Northern Affairs Department.

MR, CHAIRMAN: (Resolution 21 was read and passed) That completes the Depart-
ment of Agriculture,

MR, PAULLEY: The Executive Council, Mr, Chairman, on Page 3 of the Estimates
Book.

MR, CHAIRMAN: (Resolutions 6 and 7 were read and passed)

That concludes the Department of Executive Council,

MR, BILTON: Did you call 7?

MR, CHAIRMAN: Yes.

MR, BILTON: Seven, that would be (a) (1). I notice that's up $300, 000, 00, Is there
any particular reason for this or could we have an explanation, I'm talking under the Executive
Council, --(Interjection)-- 3 (a) (1) - salaries, up $300, 000 for the Management . . . --
(Interjection)-- Is it? No, I'm wrong. I'm away out. Never mind.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Resolution 72 (a) (1) -- we have completed up to (b) (1). (b) (2)--
passed; (c) (1)--passed. . . The Honourable Member for Birtle-Russell.

MR, GRAHAM: Dealing with the item (c) (1) or Item No. (c) - Safety Programs can
the Minister indicate to me whether he will accept a recommendation put forward by the
Trucking Association of Manitoba whereby they have requested an additional levy through the
Workmen's Compensation Board to provide a safety driving progam where they will train truck
drivers and educate them in the safety program which is so necessary in this province, and
indeed across Canada, to try our best to eliminate road accidents, road accidents which, Sir,
in my opinion are particularly dangerous to those driving in passenger automobiles when they
become involved with the larger trucks which are quite prevalent on our highways today, Could
the Minister indicate whether he will support and indeed advocate a program such as the
Trucking Association has put forward?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Highways.

MR. BURTNIAK: Well, Mr. Speaker, I'm sure that the honourable member will
agree that insofar as the trucking industry is concerned the truckers really are pretty safety
conscious and I think that in our safety programs as far as other people are concerned, these
are being carried out quite extensively and have been proven quite successful. However as far
as the truckers are concerned I am aware of the point that the honourable member makes inso-
far as providing some sort of a program for the truck drivers. No doubt this is something that
ought to be considered and will be done no doubt in due course,

MR, CHAIRMAN: Resolution 72, The Honourable Member for Birtle-Russell.

MR, GRAHAM: Mr. Chairman, could the Minister indicate to me whether he has
conveyed that message to the Truckers Association?

MR, BURTNIAK: Mr, Speaker, this is only in the talking stages and we've had rep-
resentation from the Trucking Association on many different problems, and we've had an
opportunity to discuss these problems, but so far to the best of my knowledge I have not given
that indication to them in so many words. But we have met on a number of occasions on this
matter, and other matters as well, and I think they know the feeling of the government insofar
as this particular item is concerned,

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose.
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MR, ADAM: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to ask the Minister under this item whether
there areany programs in schools for the safety use of bicycles to the students ? This would be
apart from the Student-Driver Training Program,

MR, BURTNIAK: Mr, Chairman, as far as the bicycle program is concerned I would
like to at this time inform the Honourable Member from Ste, Rose that we are very much aware
of the bicycle problem that is now upon us in Manitoba, and in Canada as a whole. We are told
that this year there will be another increase of something like 25 percent in bicycle manufactur-
ing, and particularly what our department is concerned about is not just bikes as such, but
we're concerned about the 10-speed bikes which can travel at fairly high speeds. And we have
now set up a committee that is going to start to work on some sort of a safety program. It will
begin in August and we hope that they will complete their study by January 1, and that they will
come forth with some recommendations to the department insofar as safety programs for
bicycles are concerned.

Now no doubt we may have to look into the situation whereby we may have to look at
some bicycle paths, and I think that the Honourable Member for Ste. Rose would also agree that
in some cases as far as bicycles are concerned the way that they are being operated now, the
greatest danger is some of the bicycles that have these handlebars away down, that the people
who are using them they can't really see what is ahead of them and they're out on the highways
and on busy streets, And also in some other cases some of our teen-agers are using perhaps
the wrong kind of bicycles because of the fact that they may be a little too big, or too high, for
those that actually use them and naturally what happens if they have to come to a stop, if their
feet can't reach the ground, you know, naturally what's going to happen he's going to have a
tumble. All these things are of course of concern to us, and we know also that other countries
have experienced this kind of a problem and we're looking to them for some advice to see how
they managed to overcome the problem that is upon us now insofar as the tremendous increase
in the number of bicycles,

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose.

MR, ADAM: Would this include power bikes too, I mean motorcycles.

MR, BURTNIAK: Yes, we have a problem there too which has been in existence here
for quite some time, We're looking at that too but this particular committee that I referred to,
Mr, Chairman, will apply only to bicycles and not necessarily motorbikes. But we have been
meeting, as a matter of fact just about a week ago, we had a meeting in my office with the
Chief of City Police and the RCMP, and other interested people, dealing with such things as
motorcycles.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Resolution 72 (c) (1). The Honourable Member for Pembina,

MR, GEORGE HENDERSON (Pembina): Mr. Chairman, I was wondering whether this
was the right place or not but I wanted to speak on speed limits within certain areas. Possibly
it could be further down but I didn't want to miss the opportunity to speak on speed limits be-
cause I feel that there's many of the highways in the country that should have higher speed
limits, You don't hardly talk to anybody that has these newer cars but what they're exceeding
the speed limits and they're talking about how they watch the mirror and how they watch the
traffic coming, and all the rest of it. I think these speed limits should be more realistic, and
they should be somewhat higher,

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Churchill.

MR, BEARD: I just want to also speak on the speed limit. I believe the Minister had
a resolution from the Chambers of Commerce in the Cranberry-Portage, Flin Flon, The Pas
area, in which they requested the speed limit be raised to 70 miles an hour in that area. I
believe that it's reasonable; it seems to be a fairly good highway, and there is a long distance
of uninterrupted highway in that particular area, and I would presume that if those people feel
it is safe then it would be reasonable for the Minister's Department to take another look at it,
and take a real good look at them,

But while I'm on the subject of speed, I would bring it to the Minister's attention that
we had one problem with speed in Thompson that is probably unique in that one of our people
in Thompson bought a bicycle and he was given a ticket for speeding in a zone area in
Thompson, and was consequently fined for speeding on a bicycle, I think it's probably unique
in Manitoba,

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Thompson.

MR, BOROWSKI: Mr. Speaker, I didn't realize I'd have an opportunity to speak on
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(MR. BOROWSKI cont'd) ., . . . . this department and since one, or two of the members
brought up the speed limit, and as a Minister that used to do everything in his power to hold
down the speed limits, I'd like to answer the request that the Chamber of Commerce made to
increase it to 70 miles an hour, I suggestto you, Sir, that that Chamber of Commerce are
blind and stupid and irresponsible to ask for a 70 mile speed limit on that highway., Mr.
Chairman, under the previous administration they had a carefully controlled test between
Brandon and the Saskatchewan border, They raised the speed limit from 60 miles to 65 and
under carefully controlled conditions the accidents went up 31 percent in one year. Five miles
an hour made that difference and the government in its wisdom - the previous government -
put the speed limit back to 60 miles, and that's the Trans Canada Highway, which I think
members here will agree is the best highway we have in the province, And I can tell you not
only from personal experience but from carefully studying reports from various jurisdictions
in North America and the world, that speed kills. No matter how you slice it, the guy can be
as sober as a judge, when you have a blowout at 70 miles per hour, and you have a blowout
let's say at 40 miles an hour, there's no question that at 40 miles an hour you have some chance
of bringing that car under control, you have absolutely no chance at 70, .When you talk about
increasing it by five miles, it's a little more difficult to make that point, but every mile, every
mile that you increase the speed on a percentage basis increases the chances of you having an
accident, and when you have that accident it also makes that accident that much more serious.

Now I know it's almost like saying if you have three shots of whiskey, what's another
one. You know if you're either drunk at three or sober at three, one is not going to do it. It's
very difficult to draw a dividing line there but somewhere you have to stop, and I think if we
accept the premise, Mr, Chairman, that speed does kill - pure speed - no alcohol, no mechani-
cal failure, just pure speed, it does kill, and I think we have to accept the fact that we should
not increase it unless it's a divided highway, In a divided highway at least, at least if you make
a mistake, whether it's due to alcohol or error of judgment, you're going to hurt yourself, or
kill yourself, or someone else in the car, The guy on the other side of the divided section is
protected. This is not the case on highways that are not divided and I would hope that we would
not have anybody in this Legislature promoting more deaths and more accidents on the highway
because I tell you with Biblical certainty that if you increase that speed limit by five miles, I
will guarantee, I will bid my pay, that there will be a dramatic increase on that highway within
twelve months, a dramatic increase,

Ithink the perimeter here is a good example, For years people from all walks of life,
from various political parties, complained about the perimeter being a white elephant and a
death trap and a speed -- no death trap, I believe, death strip is the title that they used to
describe it. And when I took over as Minister I went on the perimeter with some of our so-
called experts and looked at it and we quickly found out, and it didn't take very much intelli-
gence, we quickly found out why there was so many accidents and so many deaths. One inter-
section, I believe it is 59 north in the perimeter, there was 14 deaths, and this is hard to
understand why at a T, it wasn't even an intersection, a normal intersection, it was a T-type
of intersection, why there'd be so many deaths. We discovered that people approaching it
from every direction would be coming along at 60 miles an hour. It looks difficult, Mr.
Chairman, under the best of conditions to stop at 60 miles an hour, Just visualize you driving
down Portage Avenue at 60 miles an hour and the lights change on you, How many members
in this House could stop in time? And look at the situation in the wintertime when there is ice,
or there's snow, It's absolutely impossible for a car or a truck to be going 60 miles an hour
and stop when a light changes and that's why that perimeter, that expensive perimeter was a
death strip, So we applied to the Motor Transport Board, and may I say at the urging of the
Opposition, or some members of the Opposition, we applied to the Board and had the speed
limit reduced at every intersection except one for test purposes, or control purposes. We had
the speed decreased from 60 miles to 40 miles, half a mile on each side of the light --(Inter-
jection)-- 45 is it? Either 40 or 45. We had it decreased. And, Mr, Chairman, when we
did that I felt that there'd be a dramatic decrease. I did not anticipate to break a world record
but within 12 months we kept very close statistics on every intersection. Mr. Chairman,
within 12 months we decreased the deaths by 103 percent at these intersections, and accidents
over 100 percent, I don't recall the figure. But in both cases the decrease was over 100 per-
cent, and at - I don't have the latest figures for the last year. I hepe that the Minister can get
them and bring them into the House. But this will give you some idea of what speed did, or the
reduction of speed.



June 13, 1972 2943

(MR, BOROWSKI cont'd)

And so, Mr, Chairman, I hope that the Minister does not accede to this stupid and
irresponsible request from the Chamber of Commerce, and I hope that the members of the
House will recognize that they have some responsibility to the motoring public when they know
in advance that by increasing the speed they will increase the chances of our citizens of not
seeing the end of this year, Thank you,

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Churchill,

MR, BEARD: I don't believe, Mr, Chairman, that people that differ with the Member
for Thompson necessarily are stupid and irresponsible. And that has been proven over and
over again to him, and he still insists that anybody that doesn't believe in him is stupid and
irresponsible, whether they be a group of people . . .

MR, CHAIRMAN: A point of privilege, The Honourable Member for Thompson,

MR, BOROWSKI: Mr, Chairman, I said their proposition was stupid and irresponsi-
ble, the proposition. I wasn't saying because they disagree with me, and I think there is a
distinction.

MR, BEARD: I won't stand here and waste time and argue with the member, I think
he better look at what Hansard has tc say tomorrow.

But even at that, pretty strong words for a group of men sitting down and will take
what they say is stupid and irresponsible, The people that make a submission and if we have
to degrade them by saying their stupid and irresponsible submission, then it is a reflection
on them, And I can't see that this kind of an attack on people just because they differ on our
-- as to what we think, what the member thinks. This is not right because there are many
ways to attack this, and you can't convince me that 70 is that much different to 65. The
member says that at 40 miles an hour you have a chance of coming out of it. Perhaps you
have, but who is driving at 40 today. Certainly it isn't the Member for Thompson, I'm sure
on a long ride from the City of Thompson into Winnipeg, and it isn't from these people who
are travelling on this highway, and let's not forget it's these group of people that are talking
about themselves as well as other people. So they're putting their own lives on the line you
might say, if this is what he's concerned about, And it isn't only the thinking of these few
people, it is the others in that area, and so if they think it's a suitable suggestion then I would
again say to the Minister of Transportation, take a look at it that's all I'm asking is that I
suggest to him that if these people are interested enough in their communities, then take a look
at it and see if they are right or if they are not right. They don't have to change it, But the
speed is something that we can talk about for never-ending, but you can speed at 15 miles an
hour and be reckless. You don't have to speed at 75 miles an hour, or 60, or 65, or 40, at
15 miles an hour you can cause your own death, So let's not say that we, reduce it or keep it
at 65, we are going to save all these lives, because if we say that then let's reduce it to 50
miles an hour, maybe we could cut the deaths in half again, But if you do that I'll guarantee
you that you're going to just have that many more people breaking the law, and if you're going
to do that then the law then becomes an ass, and I think that you've got to have a law that people
people are going to respect, and this is what the people are saying; it's a long distance to
travel; there's no break in the highway, and they are saying, take a look at it. They think it's
a reasonable idea, and I don't intend to discuss it or argue about it any more but I would say
to the Minister if he will think about it, maybe he can support it, maybe he can't, but I don't
think it hurts to at least give the Chamber of Commerce and those people that supported it at
least the consideration of looking at their resolution, It doesn't cost any money and it seems
to me the sensible thing to do as far as helping those people in that area, Thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member from Pembina,

MR, HENDERSON: Well, Mr, Chairman, I don't believe we should move on from
this too quickly although the Member for Thompson has put up a very convincing speech but it
is true that we are driving faster than the speed limit, practically everyone in this House
when they are out on the highway exceeds the speed limit --(Interjection)-- and that is true.
Practically everybody in this House and . . .

MR, CHAIRMAN: Order please,

MR, HENDERSON: It's not the speed you're driving, it's how careful you are as a
driver, and the fact that he had signs put up that reduced the speed before a stop sign, well
that's only sensible because if there's a stop sign coming you do have to slow down, and we do
realize that to stop a car going at 65 or 75 miles an hour it does take considerable space,
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(MR, HENDERSON cont'd) . . . . . but that doesn't say that when you get out on the highway
where there are long open stetches and good roads and there isn't other traffic around, that
you don't drive faster and be perfectly safe with the cars you have, and there's times when
roads are icy, and there's times when it's been raining and a lot of traffic, that you are really
taking far more chances if you are driving 50 than you would be another time if you were
coming into the city, we'll say early in the morning, and you were driving 65. I'm not saying
that we should turn it wide open but I do believe there's a lot of these highways that we should
change it somewhat because everybody that you are talking to is talking about that they are
having to watch to see that they don't get caught by the police, and there's always some getting
picked up. We have to recognize it, just like we recognize people drinking, the people are
drinking and we make laws to go with it, and I think that this is the same with driving a car and
the miles we drive per hour. -

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Assiniboia.

MR, STEVE PATRICK (Assiniboia): Mr. Chairman, I would normally bring this
item that I have under item 73, Resolution 73, but I do wish to bring it under (c) because I
believe it also concerns a matter of safety, and I particularly want to talk about the stretch of
road, and I know that to some extent, it's the Minister responsible and the other part it's
probably the City of Winnipeg now, or formerly the Metropolitan Corporation of Greater
Winnipeg, and I'm talking the stretch of road along Saskatchewan Avenue., I am sure the
Minister's aware it's between the Perimeter Highway and Sturgeon Road - that whole area
between the perimeter and Sturgeon is at the present time settled. It's a new settlement.
There's been housing development built right up to Saskatchewan Avenue and only since we've
had the rain two days ago, for the last month and a half every time that a car passed on that
stretch of road, which is the Saskatchewan Avenue, you couldn't see anything for the next ten
minutes for dust, I have had many complaints from the residents that many of the youngsters,
the children, that do drive on that road on bicycles, walk on that road, are really risking their
lives, Many parents have called me as well; many parents are very mad and angry at this
point because they say they can't leave any windows open, they can't put any clothes on the
clothesline because, in fact they have to wash down the north side of their homes by hoses,
water, at least once a week until - I know it's somewhat changed the last day because we have
had rain, But surely if the Minister would take the time and take a drive on Saskatchewan
Avenue along the railroad track from the perimeter to Sturgeon Creek, I'm sure that he would
acquaint himself pretty quickly. Ibelieve that part of the road has been neglected for many
years and it needs immediate attention because Portage Avenue at the present time is congested
at any time that there is say a function, the theatre, or the race track, and there's many people
coming in from Charleswood, or coming through Headingley, driving across through
Headingley right, not turning off on Portage but going right through to Saskatacewan Avenue,
and using Saskatchewan to the perimeter to go further north. The point that I'm trying to
make - I know that the Chairman might say that I should wait until we get on Section 23, but,
Mr. Chairman, my concern is for the safety of many children in that area, for the safety of
people that are riding bicycles on that road, and consideration should be given to the residents,
to the home owners in that area, be they home owners or tenants, who have to put up with that
type of condition, and surely I feel that it's the Minister's responsibility. He has I'm sure
some plans and co-ordinating his plans in respect to main roads and main metropolitan street
system with Winnipeg government, with the Unicity Government, and I don't believe a thing
like this should exist, I think that the Minister should give this immediate consideration, and
in fact there's a delegation, there's a petition signed in that area in respect to this thing, so
I'm warning him ahead of time, It would not have taken too much money to, say, oil that
stretch of road and the Minister should start giving serious consideration that that road should
be fixed and paved because you only have one main route in that area and that's Portage
Avenue, and as you realize there's many thousands of people living in that area and even
Portage Avenue gets very congested, so there's many people are beginning to use Saskatchewan
Avenue and it's not even a good gravel road, after a rain you get stuck in there, but the prob-
lem that the people have at the present time is the serious dust, that it's not controlled, and
certainly I think the Minister should give consideration to that fact.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Thompson,

MR, BOROWSKI: Mr. Chairman, there's just one item I forgot to mention when we
talked about speed, and that is the principle of flying. As one who has flown a small plane
many times in the north, I discovered that when you're going at about 60 miles an hour you
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(MR, BOROWSKI cont'd) ., . . . . never get off the ground, The minute you increase the speed
just a few miles the plane suddenly lifts off. I just want to emphasize the point that there is a
certain area where you are either driving or you are flying and when you start going beyond
that certain speed, you know, it's all right for a plane but the car doesn't have wings, and five
miles makes a world of difference, and this is not only from the experience of flying but sta-
tistics will bear me out that this is a fact.

The other point I'd like to object to is the Member for Pembina saying that he thinks
that most of the members here break the speed limit. I want to state clearly that members on
this side, outside of the couple of Ministers who have a great deal of points, and the member
for Rupertsland who had, I think, about ten convictions, I don't think any of the members on
this side speed because their records would indicate that, and I want to state clearly, Mr,
Chairman, that I travel at 50 miles an hour, 55 maximum, and I know that the majority of the
members on this side do not speed. Now if the member is admitting that the Conservatives
speed, that's his statement, ) :

MR, CHAIRMAN: Ithinkwe've had enough true confession, The Honourable Member
for Charleswood,

MR, MOUG: Mr, Chairman, I just wondered if the Minister would answer when he
gets up if their department has given any consideration to having traffic on the highways drive
with their lights on during the daytime?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Roblin.

MR, McKENZIE: Mr, Chairman, I just have one question regarding the marking of
the pavement, the yellow and the white, I wonder is the Minister - does he propose to con-
tinue using yellow, or has studies indicated white is better? I am just wondering what he has
found with the marking,

MR, BURTNIAK: Well, Mr. Chairman, we are just coming down to the last couple of
minutes so I'll try to answer some of the comments that have been made but I think one of the
--(Interjection)-- well we started off . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: I see it's 5:29. Are the members agreeable to call it 5:30? Five-
thirty - I am leaving the Chair to return this evening at 8 p. m,





