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THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
8:00 o'clock, Thursday, May 10, 1973

MR. CHAIRMAN: (Resolutions 55 and 56 were read and passed.) Resolution 57 (a)(1)
-passed-- the Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS, INEZ TRUEMAN (Fort Rouge): Is it (3)(a)? -- oh, I'm sorry, you're on (2)(a).

MR. CHAIRMAN: Resolution 57(a)(1)--the Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS, TRUEMAN: I wasn't certain of the number, Mr. Chairman. I did want to ask
the Minister, apparently the revenue for 1972 to '73 that was received from the Provincial

Government which was something like $49 million compared to 46 million in 1971 to '72. I
wondered if the Minister could tell us what he expects to receive from the Federal Govern-
ment for 1973 to '747?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourahle Minister of Health,

MR, TOUPIN: Mr. Chairman, the revenue for shared cost from the Government of
(‘anada through the Canada Assistance Plan, there will be $39, 115, 000. 00. On Vocational
Rehabilitation of Disabled Persons $850, 000 as compared to $779, 000 in 1972-'73. General
Health Grants $623, 000; Ward Maintenance, Treaty Indians, $900, 000; Services to Indians-
Children's Aid Society, $140, 000; Indian and Metis Friendship Centers, $70, 000; Vocation
of Rehabilitation Treaty Indians, $260, 000; Disabled Persons' Allowances, $150, 600; Blind
’crsons' Allowance, $103, 500; a Canada-Manitoba FRED Agreement, $81, 000; Social Allow-
ince- Treaty Indians, $310, 000; there's nothing for National Welfare Grants; there's nothing
for The Pas Special Agreement; there's $12, 000 for Parole Services, for a total of 42, 615.1
million dollars. .

MR. CHAIRMAN: (Resolution 57(a)(1) to (c)(2) was read and passed.) Resolution 57
(d)(1)--the Honourable Member for Rhineland.

MR, FROESE: What type of education is this we're providing under this item ?

-(Interjection)-- This is Education Services. What type of education are we carrying on
2

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR, TOUPIN: Mr. Chairman, we're looking at 145. 8 thousand dollars for Salaries;
19,2 for Other Expenditures. There is a total expenditure of 245, 000; total staff man-years
17; there is a provision of services related to public education and in-service information
via Newsletter, film services, consulting services, printed education education material and

<hibit production. (1) excludes salaries to regular support staff; (2) general operation costs
/[ the office. Does that give the explanation wanted by the member ?

MR, CHAIRMAN: (d)(1)--passed, (2)--passed, (e)(1)--The Honourable Member for
‘ort Rouge.

MRS, TRUEMAN: Mr. Chairman, on this matter of Vital Statistics there were some
omments that I wish to make. When the Premier made his closing remarks in the budget
ichate he made a statement that I found hard to believe so I set out to ascertain the facts.

I'he Premier said on April 6, 1973, on Page 1494 in Hansard, "Our population by the way,
lcpending on whose figures you want to use, DBS say that it's increased to 990 and some
thousand which is fair enough, it's been increasing to that level. And the Federal Depart-
ment of National Health and Welfare have accepted our computer hospitalization figures

vhich are one million and fifteen thousand, perhaps one of these days we should have a cere-
mony to provide perhaps a little token or a gift to the baby that was estimated to be the one
millionth Manitoban, " )

Mr. Chairman, my review of the Annual Report of the department had indicated other-
vise. The Premier had based his statement on the Manitoba Health Services Commission
ligures, of the numbers that were enrolled on the insurance plan during the year, the pre-

ceding year., Those figures of course included many part y:ars. A person who had -- I
wonder, Mr. Chairman, if you could ask the Member from Flin Flon to turn the hockey game
off. As I was saying, the figures included many part years. For instance a person who died
on January 3rd would be one individual in that year's summary of the people served and also
1 baby that might be born on December 30th would be part of that year's statistics. So that
he Manitoba Health Services Insurance Commission would be covering a greater number of
people than actually existed at the end of the year, This figure would have included people
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(MRS. TRUEMAN cont'd) . . . .. who moved in and out of the province during the year as
well, Well by mutual agreement the Federal and the Provincial Governments have used that
inflated figure for cost sharing of insured services and this has netted Manitoba something
like another $8.2 million, and nobody can quarrel with that, particularly since it was done
with a clear understanding on everyone's part as to what they were buying. However the
Premier in his remarks didn't explain that but misused these figures and he has misled the
public in a way which this government likes to do, that is using favorable statistics, and
distorting or analyzing them in such a way that it makes the government look good.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health, point of order?

MR. TOUPIN: Well you could call it a point of privilege. Actually the honourable
member is making reference to remarks made by my Premier and the remarks made by the
Premier were in context with statistics from the Manitoba Health Services Commission that
has nothing to do with this division. Maybe the honourable member could withhold her
comments and make them when we get to the amount asked for by the Manitoba Health
Services Commission, because it's two different bureaus of statistics in a sense,

MRS. TRUEMAN: Mr. Chairman, I thought I had explained that, and I thought that
I was also explaining that the Premier had misused these figures and had misled the public
in the process. Because his remarks, and I'll repeat it, that the Federal Departmznt of
National Health and Welfare have accepted our computer hospitalization figures which are
one million and fifteen thousand, so perhaps one of these days we stould have a ceremony
to provide perhaps a little token or a gift to the baby that was the one millionth Manitoban.
Well it is this latter remark to which I take exception. And as I said, the government likes
to use figures in such a way that it reflects credit to the government, and in my opinion this
deceives the public, misleads them. So I did go back to the annual report and I would like
to set the record straight, Mr. Chairman.

In 1969 from this Annual Report of the Department of Health and Social Development
the population stood at 979, 000. In 1970, one year later, it was up by 2, 000 people to
981, 000, a net gain of two-tenths of one percent. That was the first year of the NDP reign.

In 1971 we did a little better, the population moved up by 7, 000 to 988, 000, a gain
of seven-tenths of one percent. In 1972, last year, last year's annual report on December
31st said that the population, DBS figures were 992, 030, or an increase of 4, 000 or up four-
tenths of one percent,

Now in April, the Premier seems to expect us to believe that in the first four months
of this year the population of Manitoba is up by 23, 030 people; it only went up 2, 000, 7, 000,
4,000 in a whole year previously, but this year he indicates that it rose by something like
23, 000 within the first four months. --(Interjection)-- Well, Mr. Chairman, in 1972--in
1972 deaths numbered 8,215, that was a projected figure, 8, 215; births numbered 17, 669.
Now that should be a net gain of 9, 454 people, but the actual figure was 4,000, So I ask you,
Mr. Chairman, what happened to the other 5,000. Do they represent an out-migration from
the province? The Minister of Industry and Commerce, I believe, keeps a record of in-
migration and out-migration, and perhaps he would be able to help streighten out the facts
for the Premier. --(Interjection)--

For further substantiation of our province's slow rate of growth, is contained in a
graph prepared for the Financial Post survey of markets, showing population growth across
Canada for the decade of 1961 to '71--Manitoba is second lowest after Saskatchewan which
stands at -7 percent; Manitoba on a 10-year average is 5 percent. The figures as I came
across them were in a brochure prepared by a company called N . . . Development Corp-
oration Limited, a company that is busy in the housing industry. This Financial Post
survey of markets shows a growth rate in British Columbia of 36 percent, Alberta 23 per-
cent, Ontario 21 percent, Newfoundland 13 percent, the other provinces are 8 and 7 percent
and a 10 year average for Manitoba has now gone down to 5 percent. I think that it's obvious
from this brochure why this particular company is not going to move into Manitoba to help
develop more housing. I would say that Manitoba is 9th on their list of 10 provinces that it's
likely that they would come into to build housing, and I think this to a large extent accounts
for the fact that the government has become so greatly involved in providing housing. It's
simply Manitoba does not have a market for the private industry.
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(MRS. TRUEMAN cont'd)

Well, Mr. Chairman, a further problem arises from the fact that by wiping out the
premiums for the medical and hospital insurance, by Manitoba Hospital Services Commission
files will not yield a list of all those enrolied; so that in effect the goose that laid the golden
egg has been destroyed. So, the executive director of MHSC is now talking of compulsory
identity cards once again. This he terms the unique identifier card. This I suppose is the
answer that they now have to produce in order to get the figures that yielded that extra $8
million. So as a result we may all have this method of head counting imposed on us after
all,

Well, Mr. Speaker, the Premier did the political thing, and he's just been too clever
by half. To use one of his phrases, this was, jiggery-pokery. His Minister -~(Interjection)--
his Minister--his Minister is a partner to this misrepresentation by not having correctly
informed the Premier and having kept him on the track as to the facts of Manitoba's popula-
tion growth, )

So, Mr. Chairman, I want to take this opportunity to indicate that in my opinion the
Premier should not mislead the people by making statements such as he did on this occasion.
The facts are quite otherwise,

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health,

MR. TOUPIN: Mr. Chairman, I think that time, and a very short time, may tell
who was attempting to deceive who, and who's attempting to confuse apples with oranges,
to use the old phrase . . . --(Interjection)-- bananas and pears? Okay. There is a
difference --(Interjection)-- heureuse difference.

First of all, the honourable member is, asked to deal on Vital Statistics dealing
with the Department of Health and Social Development and she's confusing figures that the
Premier indicated came from the Manitoba Health Services Commission. So I tried to make
that point to her when she started to speak but she didn't seem to want to listen. We'll have
an opportunity to discuss the statistics that were presented and are ongoing by the Manitoha
Health Services Commission. Under this sections, Mr, Chairman, we deal with vital
statistics that pertain to The Marriages Act, Vital Statistics Act and the Change of Name
Act, And the honourable member seems to feel bad that because we did hold good statistics
at the Health Services Commission that we were able to get approximately $8 million addi--
tional from the Federal Government. I'm proud of that, I can inform the honourable mem-
ber that after June 1st that we will continue to register all Manitobans at the Manitoba Health
Services Commission. And that's not imposing anything on people, it's only common sense
for wanting to present to the Federal Government accurate statistics, So I don't really know,
Mr. Chairman, what the honourable member is quarrelling about. --(Interjection)-- Setting
the records straight as far as the figures that she believes to be right and that remains to be
seen,

Let me relate what is considered here to be a few facts that should be put on the
record. Even though it doesn't really deal with this item, the honourable member brought
them up and I think we should pursue it. The Manitoba Health Services Commission has
been negotiating the question of population count of Manitoba versus the insurance persons'
count as determined by the registration record of the Manitoba Health Services Commission.
And the Member for Lakeside should know that, having had the pleasure of being on the pre-
vious administration, These negotiations go back to 1968, '68, that was during your admin-
istration. Unfortunately we were not the government then--(Interjections)-- yes, progressive
conservative progressive, I don't know,

The Federal Government just recently conceded that the Manitoba Health Services
Commission does have a system of registration for accurately estimating the insured pop-
ulation in the Province of Manitoba, s9 that's you know to us that's quite pleasing. I don't
know why we should argue with that. The retroactive adjustment to 1968 results in an
additional revenue to the province. And goes back to 1968, We even picked up funds that,
you know, that were left aside since --not 1969, not 1970, 1968. The Manitoba Health
Services Commission the system of registration system, not the premium system is the
factor that resulted in the Federal Government's accepting the Manitoba Health Services
Commission's insured person count. So I hope that the member will accept this explanation
as being accurate not only for the administration of our last four years but going far beyond
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(MR, TOUPIN contd) . . . .. that into the administration of your colleagues who were sitting
in these front benches in 1968, '69, beginning of '69.
MR, CHAIRMAN: . ., . passed; (e)--the Honourable Member for Flin Flon.

MR. BARROW: On a point of order, Mr, Chairman. In my speech this afternoon I
said the largest abuses of welfare were Crown corporations. What I meant to say was large
corporations. And one more point of order, one more point of order, Mr. Chairman, The
Member from Fort Rouge said I was listening to the hockey game. This is a tape recorder
and I was listening to a good speech by David Lewis.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (e)(1)--passed; (e)(2)--passed; (f)(1)--passed; (f)--the Honourable
Member for Fort Rouge,

MRS. TRUEMAN: I would like to ask the Minister whether he wouldn't coasider putting
this item under the Manitoba Health Services Insurance Commission at this point. He speaks
of a rationalizing of services and surely the Medical Home Care Equipment item taken in this
position is a sort of relic of previous days. If it was placed under the Manitoba Hospital
Insurance Commission there would probably be greater access to the services provided through-
out the province, I just have a feeling the Minister is not listening to me.

Well, all right, Mr. Chairman, I would just like to know why this couldn't be placed
undar Manitoba Health Services so that the medical home care eqiipment can be universally
available throughout the province under that service and perhaps some administrative cost
could be saved,

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health,

MR. TOUPIN: Mr, Speaker, the mzjor item in this appropriation deals with the pur-
chase of home care cquipment and medical supplies; other costs cover warehousing and office
expenditures, You know, if it was decided diring the year, since the home care program will
be administered by the Manitoba Health Services Commission, it would 2e quite easy for
Cabinet to transfer this amount to them, but it was mainly in this appropriation because it
applies mostly to thoss people in need, in financial need, this is why it was within the estimates
of my department and not the Health Services Commission. But if it was intended, since it
is going to become an insured service it could be transferred during the year, The comment
and the recommendation of the Member for Fort Rouge will be taken seriously.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Rhineland.

MR. FROESE: Mr. Chairman, I prefer that it remain the way it is so that it's separated
so we know how much is going to be spent on the item without asking for it; otherwise there
would have to be a question, --(Interjection)-- That's right.

MR. TOUPIN: The Honourable Member for Rhineland will equally be taken seriously.
If there's any other comments we'll listen to them. But what I did say is that if it was iniended
by government during the year, during the fiscal year to transfer this amount to the Health i,
‘Services Commission, it could be done.

MR, CHAIRMAN: (The remainder of Resolution 57 was read and passed.) Resolution
58 (a)(1)--passed; (2)--passed; (3)--passed; (4)--passed; (b)(1)--passed; (c)(1)--passed;
(2)--passed; (d)(1)-~passed; (2)--passed; ORDER PLEASE! ORDER! --(Interjection)-- I'm not
laughing. (e)(1)--passed; (2)--passed; (f)1)--passed; (2)--passed; (3)~-passed; (gl 1)--passed;
(2)--passed; (h)(1)--passed; (2)--passed; (j)(1)--the Honourable Member for Rhineland.

MR, FROESE: Mr, Chairman, I thinkfromthe Minister's statement that he made at
one time and from the bill that we have before us, I take it that the increase in the Family
Allowance payments will not change this item one bit, that the allowances will exclude, the
social allowance will exclude family allowances so that even if they are increased that the pay-
ments will still be made on the former basis ?

MR, TOUPIN: Mr. Chairman, the Honourable Member for Rhineland is correct, the
regulations do allow now for the passing on of that amount of $20. 00 per month per child to the
family in question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS. TRUEMAN: Mr, Chairman, when could we expect from the Minister some
elaboration of his guaranteed annual income program ? Would this not be an appropriate time
since it presumably is supposed to be an alternative system to the present social allowances ?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health,
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MR, TOUPIN: Mr. Chairman, we will deal with that item under 9(4)(u).

MR. CHAIRMAN: (j)(2) passed -~

MRS. TRUEMAN: Mr, Chairman, I don't understand what the Minister means by
(9)(4)(u).

MR, TOUPIN: Mr. Chairman, on Page 24 . . .

MRS, TRUEMAN: I see, it's - oh, I see (IX) for the whole Department,

MR, TOUPIN: (u) Guaranteed Annual Income Project.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Everybody happy? (j)(3)--The Honourable Member for Rhineland.

MR. FROESE: I'm sorry I didn't know that you were dealing under (j)(1) with all the
different categories. I was going to ask the Minister whether there's any consideration being
given to lowering the age for the aged allowances; what is the age, that limit here, is that
the same as the Federal Government's pensioners age ?

MR. TOUPIN: 65,

MR, FROESE: Is consideration being given to reducing this to let's say 60, on a
staggering scale, staggeringrate so that infive years' time it might be downto 60or . . .

MR, TOUPIN: Well, Mr, Chairman, the honourable member I think is aware that I
and other members of Cabinet have made representations to the Federal Government to have
the age lowered to 60 on a gradual basis if need be, and when that is done we will follow suit,

MR, FROESE: Well, Mr. Chairman, I feel that we could make the change without
the Federal Government, basing it on the Federal Government's age limit or restrictions, what-
cver they have, Certainly we can go on our own program, I would suggest that when we have
the teachers go on pension at 60, I think we should give consideration to our other people
changing t he limit here to 60 as well.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health,

MR. TOUPIN: Well, Mr. Chairman, that's something that could be considered as
government policy is discussed, but, you know, we haven't got the figures here; they're not
rcflected on the lowering of the age of eligibility. There would be a hefty increase in this
appropriation if we did decide say to go down to 64 or 63 or 60. But that's something that can
he discussed, and hopefully that the Federal Government will, you know, will decide to lower
the age.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Rock Lake,.

MR, EINARSON: Yes, Mr. Chairman, in this (j)(1) here we're dealing with all the
allowances. The one at the bottom "Other Allowances', that seems to be an awful lot of
money, I wonder if the Minister could break it down--1, 500, 000, 00,

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Swan River.

MR, BILTON: Under this item I intended to have a great deal to say in these estimates,
hut I realize that time is flitting away and I feel that I should be at least parochial with two
particular cases, because having mentioned them in speeches earlier in the session, the
Minister chose the occasion to say '"rubbish”

So, Mr. Chairman, the first case, and maybe the First Minister would like to weigh this
when he goes out into my area, but nevertheless I am quite prepared to table it. This young
woman is suffering with a terminal disease and I have endeavoured over the months to get her
some assistance. She's almost a wheelchair case. Before she was married she was on welfare,
unfortunately, and having married this disease came upon her and she's now living with her
aged parents who are on old age pension, And it seems, Sir, that months went by and I took up
her case and did what I could. But it was finalized on January 8, 1973, and it says in the letter
that was sent to her, said that under the Act, a married couples' income to be elegible under
the means test must be under $2, 220, 00. In calculating the income we have to consider earn-
ings, unemployment insurance benefits and so on. Her husband is now, or was, at last word
was on unemployment insurance getting $70. 00 a week, He earned something in the neighbor-
hood of $2, 200 last year. But this woman in spite of every effort she's made she seems to be
turned aside, and I'can't for the life of me understand why the department can't do something
for her, I've called upon the local office of the welfare to visit with her and they have and
they've taken down the details, However that letter I quoted from, her last letter in reply to
that reads this way, Mr. Chairman; "In reply to your letter I have received, it still stands no
different. I need help. Why should I have to involve my husband in this, Sure he makes some
income, but that's not it. If I wasn't disabled I'd be making some income myself along with
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(MR, BILTON cont'd). .. .. him and we wouldn't think of you people at all. So please under-
stand my part. I've been on welfare before I got married, and this disablement I have is
permanent not temporary. By this I mean I cannot be healed. Why was I cut off then? I am
still suffering, and this being even so, it won't be long, I'll be in a wheelchair or bedridden. "

You know, Mr. Chairman, if that good woman was in the hospital the department would
be paying $1, 000 a month for her upkeep, and sll she's asking for is some subsistance. I'm
prepared to turn these letters over to the Minister, and I would ask him in all sincerity to
have it really examined and do something for this poor woman who is not going to be very long
upon this earth and we should take this anxiety away from her.

The Minister in his earlier remarks in bringing in his estimates spoke rather eloquently
and I have nothing but praise for many of the things he's doing, but situations such as this,

Mr. Speaker, crop up, people that really are deserving and somehow or other they can't break
through the bureaucracy and red tape. Regulations seem to stop them one way or the other,
I've lived under regulations for 20-odd years or more and in my humble opinion they can be
bent and bent on occasion to help such a case as this. And again I appeal to the Minister on
the floor of this House to do something for this woman and do something fast no matter how he
has to bend the regulations, to give her whatever little they can afford to give her.

I have another case too. Mr, Speaker, I have a woman in Mafeking, a wheelchair case,
and again when I mentioned it earlier in one of my speeches the Minister said rubbish again.
--({Interjection)-- Oh yes. Oh yes he did. However this woman receives a disability pension
from the Department of Veterans Affairs and she gets something in the neighborhood of $161
a month and she has a woman that comes into her house each day, a neighbour, and she pays her
$40. 00 a month for this service. Of that $40. 00 a month the department pays her $20 a month.
But the interesting thing about this, Mr. Chairman, is that when she gets the cost-of-living
bonus from Ottawa, maybe $6, 00 as she says in her letter. In fact, I'll read it; "Last Wednes-
day I had a visit from the social worker from the Department of Veterans Affairs. He told
me that due to the raise in the cost of living they are raising my pension by $6. 00 a month,
starting as of January 1st. Now I know that as soon as the Welfare Department hears of this,
they will deduct $6. 00 from the budget they have set up for me, because that is what they did
before.'" The Department in many other ways, Mr. Chairman, I'd be less than honest if I
didn't say, they've been very good to her in keeping her home in good repair and this sort of
thing. But it seems to me small potatoes that the department would deduct from the $20. 00
they allow her each month that goes towards assistance of a neighbour coming in, it looks to
me to be pretty small and absolutely unnecessary. And again I would ask the Minister that
somehow or other to look into this case and see that decency will carry the day, because if
the Federal Department realized the cost of living is going up, I don't think the province should
take advantage of it and deduct what they're giving her month by month.

Mr. Speaker, I have taken a great deal of interest in the retarded children's efforts
these past few years and we have a small establishment in Swan River that is doing a tremend-
ous job., And on behalf of those people, certainly those that we're caring for, I want to thank
the Minister for his effort and his interest and I hope he will continue to do what he is doing
and increase upon what he's doing for these unfortunate people. They're doing a grand job
in Swan River, Sir, and I ask you to continue to give them your support. Thank you very much,

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health,

MR, TOUPIN: Mr. Chairman, I would like to give an answer to (j)(1) the 1,500, 000
Other Allowances. That is composed of a million, two for students assistance, and others,
polio victims, etc., $300, 000, for a total of a million, five.

The honourable member I would argue put my ""rubbish' maybe in the wrong context.

I may have said rubbish during his contributions to my Estimates but maybe not in the context
that he - not in the context of when he was discussing cases that deal with social allowance,
where he felt social allowance was warranted.

I plead with the Honourable Member for Swan River to come forward with the two cases
that he now mentioned this evening, privately that he give me the names, the addresses, phone
numbers so we can check them, and within a week--and the honourable member knows that --
that within a week I can give him an answer, give him the reasons why these cases are not
given the social allowance that they think they're entitled to.
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(MR. TOUPIN cont'd)

There are so. many reasons why, Mr. Chairman, that we cannot go all the way with
everyone. in the province when need’seems so apparent to a third:party sometimes. I'd like
to.refer very quickly, because I'notice that:members are going through my Estimates item by
item and-in'case they do want to pass more-this evening, if we take the; you know, the case-
loads going back say 1971, 1972, 1973, I'm not- going back to '66 up to '72. I'm only taking
three years, : o

In.1971, December 1971 the case count was 30;567. Of that amount there were 79. 3
unemployables. And we knew that'among those considered as-unemployed employables-that
there were some that were unemployable. 1972 - December 1972, total case count 29, 140,
Unemployable 86. 1 percent. See the adjustments that were made, cases such as the honour-
able member is mentioning this evening: March:1973, case count:26; 598; it's went: down
since. Unemployables, 91,7 percent of all those case counts, unemployables. There was
0.9 supplementary income, unemployed-unemployables 2.2 'percent. That's at March 1973,
2.2 percent - 574 cases. Student.aid 4.2 percent, 1,127, Potential employables VRS - 0, 97
- 259 cases. So we are doing a job; trying to weed out-the cases that: the-honourable:member
is talking about. And I can assure him-that. we'll look into.the two cases that he forwarded to
me this evening. Thank you.

MR, CHAIRMAN: (j)(4)  The Honourable Member for- Fort- Rouge.

MRS, TRUEMAN: I did want to speak just very briefly on the Mothers' Allowance
cases particularly. I'realize we've-pretty well exhausted this subject:of social assistance
during the past year with the.debate on the Barber Report and-so on. But:I wanted to - make one
more appeal to the government to try a little harder to do the right thing by the people who are
on mothers' allowances.

I suppose there aren't very many people in our-society who fall into such tragic
circumstances as this- group of women. For whatever reason a husband or father moves out
leaving the mother to bring up a family by herself. Then they find themselves cast on public
welfare because even though they may get court orders for maintenance; the enforcement
procedures are so weak and governments say that they find it so costly to search out:-the father
and make him comply with'the court order that it doesn't pay. Well as a result this man can
escape his responsibilities, he can simply move out, move down the street, perhaps set up
another household in a common-law relationship, eventually he may: move-on-from there when
his responsibilitiesbecame too great. And in fact a man who. doesn't face up to his responsibili-
ties can leave a string of mothers' allowance cases and the government:simply seems to con-
done that practice, Something like 42 percent of the cases receiving social assistance, per-
haps it's even higher than that now, are deserted, separated, divorced or unmarried mothers.
I think they deserve to have a better lot. Their allowances are low because they-are trapped
in their homes by their welfare situation. They find themselves with nothing for recreation,
they lose their social contacts and I just think that it's a pretty miserable situation that the
government can't do something more constructive to help these women,

I did want to note too, Mr, Chairman, that the aged allowances have dropped almost
$8 million this year and I wanted to ask the Minister whether this doesn't account to a large
extent for the reduction in his total welfare caseload-and costs and whether this is the result
of the increased old age pension and guaranteed income supplement program that has been
improved just recently.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Rhineland.

MR. FROESE:. I wanted to make one or two-comments in connection with -- ask a
question on municipal assistance. This is down very considerably from last year.  Last year
we had an allocation of $10, 185, 000; this is down to $6, 900, 000, This is a very considerable
reduction, and I would like to know. from the Minister the reason for this. I'm sure there
must be some explanation and--(Interjection)-- yes.

And the other-one, I might as well put the question now so that it might speed up things.
That is under the Disabled Persons' allowance. Who is entitled to this type of an allowance
and what is the rate being paid? Is there quite a variance between the different cases? On
what are the payments based? Are they based on salaries received before they were disabled
or what is the basis on which the payments are made for the disabled.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health,
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MR, TOUPIN: Well Mr. Chairman, one of the reasons - well I won't comment on the
remarks made by the Member for Fort Rouge. I accept her concerns especially for those
on Mothers' Allowance and I feel that, you know, I for one feel that more can be done and there
will be more done as the honourable member is aware as of the 1st of May, We will be act-
ually putting a heavier emphasis on those that are wanting to avail themselves of additional
services that will be offered through the Department of Health and Social Development
especially those on Mothers' Allowance that are wanting to avail themselves of day care
facilities and so on, with the new - well the new rates that will be coming effective May 1st
and with the program of day care facilities that will be available to them based on the ability
to pay. So I feel that this is really a step in the right direction

In regards to the reduction, the hefty reduction in the aged's allowance from 13. 3
million to 5, 6 million , there's nine million that was transferred from there to the Health
Services Commission because of the new nursing home policy becoming effective on the 1st
of July, 1973,

The Member for Rhineland was asking why the great reduction in municipal assistance.
Well as the honourable member is quite aware, municipal assistance deals with the unemployed
employables only. That is the responsibility of municipal authorities. Since they are res-
ponsible for only the unemployed employables and with the new policy of UIC Unemployment
Insurance, they are picking up a larger portion which was their responsibility previously,
and job creation, work activity has had a great impact in this section for the unemployed
employables. What has been done by the Department of Health and Social Development not
only is applicable to those unemployed unemployables with our department and local govern-
ment districts but equally to municipalities. We are co-ordinating our efforts in that regard.

Of the 5.6 million dollars, the Honourable Member for Fort Rouge was asking, there's
$300, 000 for the three month period from April 1st to June 30, 1973 which remains in the
Estimates, There's $2, 6 million for aged and community or non nursing homes, I hope that
answers the questions.

As far as the last question of the Honourable Member for Rhineland, disabled person's
allowances, I haven't got an answer for him now. I could take the question as notice and get
him an answer.

MRS. TRUEMAN: Mr., Chairman. .

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS, TRUEMAN: The Student Aid group seems to have disappeared in the General
Social Allowances category and I wanted to ask the Minister about the - I've noted that the
Student Aid enrollment has been dropping. In 1970 there were 3, 170 who received assistance,
In 1971 that had dropped by almost half to 1, 687 and in '72 it was again downto 1,363, AndI
wondered how the Minister would account for the decreasing number of people who are getting
student aid. Does this mean that a ceiling has been applied or have the rules of eligibility
changed, or have we simply caught up with the need?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health,

MR, TOUPIN: Well first of all, Mr. Chairman, the question was indirectly asked
by the Member for Rhineland and I indicated to him that in (j) Other: Allowances of a million,
five, there was a million, two for student aid and there is a reduction when you look at the
last three years and the beginning of 1973, For 1971 the honourable member made reference
to 1, 687 on student aid which was 5.5 percent; 1972 was 3. 8 percent, 1,115, 000, and as of
March 31, 1973 there were 1,127 - 4, 2 percent of the caseload was on student aid.

There has been certain changes in regards to CAP and the part that the Federal Govern-
ment was willing to cost-share with the province in regards to student aid and we're going
according to that policy. The bulk of student aid is picked up by the Department of Colleges
and Universities but the policy is to continue, that part for those students that are considered
in need through the Department of Health and Social Development,

MR, CHAIRMAN: ((j)(5) to (m)(1) of Resolution 58 were read and passed.) The Hon-
ourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS, TRUEMAN: I wonder why Home Care Services is still under (m) when -- hasn't
the major part of it been placed under MHSC ?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health,

MR, TOUPIN: Mr. Chairman, there is within this appropriation a million dollars,
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(MR, TOUPIN cont'd) . . . . . is included in the 1973-'74 to implement our Home Care
Program, There is half a million dollars, $500, 000 within the Estimates of the Manitoba
Health Services Commission, And again the comments that I'made to the question of the.
Member for Rhineland is applicable here, That amount could during.the year be transferred
to.the Commission, .

MR, CHAIRMAN: (n(1) to r(2) of Resolution 58 were read and passed). The Honour-
able Member for -Rhineland.

MR. FROESE: Are we making:any headway under Venerscal Disease, in combatting
this problem in Manitoba? I would like to hear from the Minister whether 'we are doing a
proper job or whether this allocation should be increased so that we could get an upper hand
in-the fight, :

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. TOUPIN: Yes, Mr. Chairman, we are making headway in the problem of VD,
We have one clinic now and it is the intent to have clinics in all general hospitals. to help
solve the problem that we have on hand. We are getting very close co-operation oa the part
of the: “medical profession, General Practitioners and so on, to report cases and
I believe that, you know, that we've went a long ways to deal with the problem. There's still
a lot to be done, but I am very happy to report that the medical profession has really helped
the Department of Health and Social Development. either directly, because of our public health
offices or through our different hospitals in the province, helped alleviate the problem of VD,

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Rhineland. )

MR. FROESE: This might-be a touchy subject but I think I should ask anyway. When
yomg people go to the doctor for an examination before they get married, are they advised
if either: party has contracted that disease?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Health, _

MR, TOUPIN: Ohyes, Mr. Chairman, they are, and the cases are followed. But
names are-not revealed.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MRS. TRUEMAN: Again I would like to ask the Minister whether if this item,
Venersal Disease Control and the previous item, Clinical Services couldn't also now be
placed under MHSC, the Crown corporation which is supposed to handle all the health pro-
grams ? :

MR, TOUPIN: Yes, Mr. Chairman, we could consider that but since the - you know
there's very close co-ordination between the Manitoba Health Services Commission and the
Department of Health and Social Development. We see no need to do that now. My Deputy
Minister is equally Chairman of the Manitoba Health Services Commission. Planning is
taking place for both the Department of Health and the Manitoba Health Services Commission,
so there's a ready exchange of manpower and statistics pertaining to both the Department and
the Commission, But it could be done,

MRS, TRUEMAN: . . . on administrative costs keeping it the way it is?

MR. TOUPIN: No I don't believe so, Mr. Chairman,

MR, CHAIRMAN: Order please. The hour being 9:00 o'clock, last hour of every
day being Private Members' Hour, committee rise and report.

I might for the honourable member's information, tell them that as of 9:00 o'clock
this evening we have expended 87 hours and 55 minutes in Estimates, Committee rise.

Call in the Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please., The Honourable Member for Logan.

MR, WILLIAM JENKINS (Logan): Mr. Speaker, I beg to move, seconded by the
Honourable Member for St, George that the report of the Committee be received.

MOTION presented and carried. ’
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MR. SPEAKER: First item on Private Members' Hour this evening is Bill No. 21
Proposed by the Honourable Member for Rupertsland and amended by the Honourable Minister
of Education. The Honourable First Minister had 15 minutes left.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, could we have this matter stand.

BILL NO, 34

MR, SPEAKER: Very well. Bill No. 34. The Honourable Member for St. Matthews.
Bill proposed by the Honourable Member for Morris.

MR, WALLY J, JOHANNSON (St. Matthews): Mr. Speaker, I adjourned this on
behalf of the Honourable Minister of Highways.

MR. SPEAKER: Minister of Finance. --(Interjection)--Highways, sorry.

MR, BURTNIAK: Mr. Speaker, I am going to be brief. On this particular bill I
want to say that I am in no way opposing the bill at all, I think thatit's perhaps--the vehicle
involved is a good thing and of course we are all, I'm sure, anxious to see any kind of manu-
facturing taking place in the Province of Manitoba, and give you my assurance that I'm
certainly in favour of that, .

My only contention is, Mr. Speaker, is the fact that the vehicle of that type just does
not fit really under the Snowmobile Act. And what I would like to see done, if it meets the
approval of the Honourable Member for Morris who introduced the bill, that in spite of the -
due to the fact that we are going to have a number of amendments coming up very shortly
under the Highways Traffic Act, I would ask the honourable member if he would agree with
me to go along with this assurance, and I am sure that we will be able to fit this particular
vehicle under the amendments that we're going to propose under the Highway Traffic Act.
And perhaps when the next session, when we meet the next session again - I hope that we're
still back as a government, I'm sure we will - and if I'm still responsible for this particular
portfolio, I would also give the assurance to the Members of the House, and particularly the
Member for Morris, that we will hope to bring in another bill which would involve,or I
shouldn't say involved, but would take in many other vehicles similar to the one that we are
dealing with in this particular bill. And perhaps we would be able to call that bill a bill
involving all terrain vehicles, or something of that nature. But in the meantime I would like
to, as I said before, I would like to reiterate again, that it's just very difficult to have this
particular vehicle under the Snowmobile Act and, as I said also before, that with the new
amendments coming in under the Highway Traffic Act, we certainly will be able to give
assurance that this particular vehicle will be looked after under those amendments.

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Assiniboia.

MR. PATRICK: Mr. Chairman, I just have a few comments to make on this bill.

As long as the Minister undertakes - makes that undertaking to bring this legislation, but
he's telling us that it may be a year from now, and my concern is that he must give a com-
mitment to the House that it's done during this session. Because if it's not done now it may
put this industry in a serious position because I've had people come to see me, some that
have purchased this.machine, and they have friends that want to purchase it and buy the
same type of a machine, and they feel if it cannot be put under the same legislation as the
snowmobile, under the Snowmobile Act, there may be some difficulty of using this machine.
Now the Snowmobile Act, I know is quite restrictive - in some states across the lines that
they're able to use the snowmobiles on highways. This is not the case in Manitoba. They
have to be licenced and they can only cross the highway and be used on side roads but not
on main highways, so I can see some validity in the Minister telling us that the Highway
Traffic Act should be amended. But in the meantime I don't think that he should not amend
the bill in case it would put this industry in any jeopardy. So this is the thing that I want to
stress to the Minister and to make sure that - gives the commitment to the House that this
will take place.

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris will be closing debate. The
Honourable Member for Rhineland.

MR. FROESE: Yes, Mr. Chairman, before the Member for Morris closes debate,

I certainly -—(Interjection)-- certainly would like to commend the bill to the House, and this
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(MR, FROESE cont'd) . . . . . is rather surprising for a government to reject a bill where
they can get money. This is very seldom the case that a government of this type would
reject a bill where they were offered money on the plate and to reject it. Normally it's the
other way around, and therefore it's quite a surprise to me that the bill is unacceptable to
them. I too feel quite strongly that the government should reconsider and give consideration
to passing the Act so that this type of machine can be used. Presently it's very restrictive
in its use as long as we will not permit it to come under some act whereby it can be regis-
tered, and whereby it can be used to a larger extent, And also as has already been said,
that we're jeopardizing an industry here in its production, and I feel that certainly we should
see to it that where we have industries set up and established and developed that we assist
them. and certainly this would be one way of assisting this particular industry without the
outlay of funds. And I sure feel that the Minister who just spoke should reconsider and see
to the request to have this bill passed at this time without delaying it for another year.

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris,

MR, JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, I should like to thank the Minister for his tacit
approval of the bill in principle and I, as I understand his remarks his intention is to bring
amendments to the Highway Traffic Act in order to accommodate the principle that is involved
in this particular piece of legislation. Well, Sir, when I introduced this bill I consulted
with the legal counsel and he presented to me two alternatives. One, amendment to the
Highway Traffic Act, and the other one, the amendmant to the Snowmobile Act, and recom-
mended to me, and I acted on the advice of legal counsel, that by far the better way, the
simpler way, would be the passage of an amendment to the Snowmobile Act. Now it was on
the strength of that advice that I proceeded with Bill 34, And I am inclined to agree with
him, particularly in the light of the statement that the Minister has now just made, a
statement to the effect that an all-terrain vehicle act will be brought into force. Well it would
seem to me, Sir, that if that is the case, and I think that that is the desirable objective, then
it would be much simpler to pass this piece of legislation, if it's only going to be for a year
in any case, so that the vehicle can be accommodated under the Snowmobile Act, it would
be much simpler to repeal that particular section that is incorporated in this bill under
the Snowmobile Act, when the all-terrain vehicle act is brought into being. And I think that
every way you approach the subject, it seems to me that it's better to pass it this way, if
an ATV Act is going to be brought in in any case, and I agree with the Minister regardless
of who's in power, I think that such an act should be brought in to accommodate all of these
vehicles.

But in the meantime, my concern has been and continues to be that an industry that
has located in a rural part of this province, might be jeopardized by the failure of this
Legislature to give some consideration to the development of that industry. Jobs are avail-
able, the market is there. It just so happens, Sir, that the young man who has designed
this vehicle and runs the factory is sitting in the gallery tonight. And I think that he will
be very pleased if when this bill comes to a vote that it's passed unanimously. Now when
we get into committee, perhaps we can deal further with it there and determine what course
of action. But I would hope that it can pass second reading tonight, and in the hope that the
Minister will reconsider as to whether or not this is a better way of handling it, since it's
only for an interim period in any case, until an ATV act is brought in, And I want again,
to thank the Minister for his co-operation. and his concern over the industry that is located
in this province, and in the hope that we can, we can assist him in registering this vehicle
so that he can develop the markets that I know are available for it. Thank you very much.

MOTION presented and carried.
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MR. SPEAKER: Public bills.No. 43. The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SPIVAK presented Bill No. 43, An Act to amend the Manitoba Hydro Act, for second
reading.

MOTION presented.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, at the outset, may I indicate that there is an error in the
printing whichis of a minor nature with respect to the actual subsection that is to be amended.
And it would be my hope that we would follow the normal procedure if the bill is approved of,
and I would hope that the government would approve the bill, that at Law Amendments the
correction could be made as it has in other situations where there have been typographical or
printing errors.. . . And I sort of, there's an indication at least from the House Leader that
there is possibility that this: Act may be passed.

MR. GREEN: I wonder if the honourable member would permit a question at this point?
Would the honourable member then agree that just because there's an error in a piece of
legislation doesn't necessarily mean it's been sloppily drawn without consideration, as I've
heard him say so many times when it come from this side of the House.

MR: SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, with all due respect I think the.error was made by the.
Queen's Printer, and I think that the notice would indicate that in effect the actual typographed
form, the form that was typed, included the right subsection. I would then leave it at that,
Mr. Speaker.

Now let me now deal with the matter, Mr. Speaker, and it's a pretty important one,
we're dealing with an area of concern for many people. We face a prospect of a major increase
in Hydro rates and I think generally one could say rates are going up for many utilities, Hydro
is no exception, but we faceit at a time when there is a dispute, Mr. Speaker, going on in
this Legislature, and in the province, as to the nature of the Hydro development taking place,
and as to the cost that is to be borne by the people of Manitoba. We are aware of course, Mr.
Speaker, that the people of Manitoba are the consumers of Hydro, and in the final analysis are
going to be the people who are going to be paying, Mr. Speaker, that are going to be paying
for any undue or unnecessary cost over and above what is required for their needs, or for the
needs of export and the potential of some savings that could accrue to the people as a result of
the ability to export power. '

Our Hydro generating power of potential, Mr. Speaker, is one of our natural resources;
along with agriculture the use of our water resource is probably our greatest renewable
resource. With the approaching crisis that exists in possible fuels, increasing reliance is
going to be placed on our Hydro system, and therefore it is important that there be a careful
and economic development in this area. Now pricing policy is an important component of
Hydro development policy. The importance of pricing is twofold: pricing policy determines
consumption patterns and who will use Hydro power; pricing policy determines the amount of
revenue available for future development plans.

There are three major categories of power consumers that can easily be identified.
First of all there are domestic consumers, both in the urban areas and in the rural areas;
secondly, there are industrial and commercial consumers; and thirdly, there is the potential
of export consumers, and price is important to each of these three categories. Inflation and
the high cost of living are a heavy burden for every homeowner and renter in Manitoba. And,
Mr. Speaker, I think in view of what has taken place with respect to the whole issue of Hydro
there is a need now for a greater degree of protection to be provided against unnecessary
Hydro rate increases which only contribute and add to the inflationary pressures for industrial
and commercial users of power, and as well as for the domestic consumers, because in terms
of industrial and commercial use the rate level can be an important influence.

Mr. Speaker, one of the considerations of the Hydro development, the use of our water
resources, was the ability to be able to attract power intensive industry to this province, and
it was based on the assumption that reasonable price power would be offered, and with the
prospect of substantial increases in costs to be made, Mr. Speaker, it would appear that that
possibility for Manitoba will now be extinguished, that the possibility of attracting the major
power intensive industries iato this province, such as a uranium enrichment plant, is out of
question because of the inereased costs that are going to occur.
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(MR. SPIVAK cont'd)

Hydro rates can help determine industrial and commercial development patterns through-
out this province, and rates also affect the price of goods and services produced in Manitoba.
Export rates also influence the level of power export and consumption. So, Mr. Speaker, all
the three categories of consumers are sensitive to price changes, and since Hydro is a public
utility, that means that there are three strong reasons why Hydro rates are of great public
significance. Because of the increasing sensitivity to price changes in general, and because of
the public nature of Manitoba Hydro, we believe,. Mr. Speaker, that an improved procedure for
regulating price changes must be found.

The Progressive Conservative Party believes that the key to this improved procedure lies
in submitting all proposed Hydro rate increases to the Public Utility Board for examination and
approval. The fact that Manitoba Hydro is a Crown corporation, ultimately responsible to the
people, does not in practice guarantee that its pricing policies will meet Manitoba's current or
future needs. Export pricing is a case in point, andtherefore Mr. Speaker, the proposal to
have the Public Utility Board regulate Hydro rates, deserves support for several reasons.

First, it has at various times been supported by both sides of the House.

Second, it would place Manitoba Hydro on the same footing as other utilities in this
province.

Thirdly, it would open up the process of Hydro rate-making to a greater degree of public
scrutiny in line with the philosophy of open government.

And fourthly, it would protect the public against export commitments which contribute
to domestic rate increases or create the danger of domestic power shortages.

Well, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister of Mines and Natural Resources shakes his
head in some disgust --(Interjection)-- Now, Mr. Speaker, for his edification I would like to
read to him the presentation on behalf of the New Democratic Party before the Public Utility
Board, when the New Democratic Party in 1969, before they were government, said the
following, and I want the Honourable Minister of Mines and Natural Resources to listen tothis,
and then after he listens to this, I want him to see whether the policy has changed, when it is
changed, what convention changed in the policy, or is it a fact that now that they've become
government, and now that they've dealt with Hydro in such a ridiculous manner, that they are
afraid to leave it to the public scrutiny that they wanted before. --(Interjection)-- And I want
to quote from the Honourable Minister of Colleges and Universities' presentation on behalf of
the New Democratic Party before the Public Utility Board dealing with the question of Hydro
rates, and I want to quote, and I quote in--I can quote the whole thing, but I think I'll quote the
relevant part --(Interjection)-- "Now however, Mr. Speaker'-—and I'm quoting the words of
the Honourable Minister of Colleges and Universities--'"'we are faced with a situation where the
rates are on the rise.'" Now Mr. Speaker, this was on April 2nd of 1969 before the Public
Utility Board, and he said: "I appear here, Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the New Democratic
Party. On the other hand . . .

A MEMBER: Who is this?

MR. SPIVAK: '". . . I think it is right, Mr. Speaker, that any public utility, or any
utility which is governed by a board, which is not answerable to the public should have to jus-
tify its increases, and as you are probably aware there is a resolution before the Legislature
now which will call for amendments in the act whereby Manitoba Hydro, the same as Manitoba
Telephone and other utilities, will have to come before the Utilities Board in the future for any
rate increases either up or down. "

A MEMBER: Hear hear.

MR. SPIVAK: Now, Mr. Speaker -- (Applause) the Honourable Minister of Colleges and
Universities, speaking on behalf of the New Democratic Party in April of 1969 --(Interjections)--
April of '69 --(Interjections)~- Mr. Speaker, that was the policy of the New Democratic Party
in Opposition --(Interjections)-- Now, what's the policy of the New Democratic Party in govern-
ment. Well, you're going to have an opportunity, Mr. Speaker, the bill is before you; if you're
consistent in principle you'll pass it --(Interjections)-- if you do not pass it, --(Interjections)--
then you show the same hypocrisy in this matter . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. SPIVAK: . . . that you've shown in others. --(Interjections)-- Mr. Speaker, the
Honourable Minister of Public Works can say ''rabble rousing", but really Mr. Speaker, what
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(MR. SPIVAK cont'd) . . . . . we're now demonstrating very clearly, because I'm waiting, I
am waiting patiently for this bill to be passed before we go into the election, and so that the
consistency will follow logically on the part of the New Democratic Party if their position has
not changed.

And I want to quote something more that the Honourable Minister of Colleges and Univer-
sities expressed on behalf of the New Democratic Party -- (Interjections)-- '"So we are con-
cerned that:Hydro seems to have adopted the attitude that when it has to come up with a rate
increase' - as it's had to today now - "it is loading the increase.on the small user; it is
adopting the policy of a business which says that where we have volume users theyare prefer-
ential customers and - will be given a preferential rate, the small users, the homeowners, the
ones that- Alderman Sparling just mentioned, are the ones who are paying for the increase.
Hydro may be charging just enough to the large users to break even. I haven't gone into any
examination of the cost and I hope the board certainly does, but certainly if the:Hydro is a
public utility, if the idea of a public utility is to make available. at-cost to'the people of Manitoba,
a basic service, an essential commodity, then it seems to me the question:of volume users,
or size; should not enter into it .

A MEMBER: What are we exporting our power for ?

MR. SPIVAK: ". . . that Hydro should be concerned as a pubhc utility in providing a
service to the entire communlty equitably. And so we are suggesting that the loading of the
higher rates on the small user is unequitable and unfair. "

A MEMBER: Hear, hear.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that if information was furnished the Public
Utility Board that we would find right now that we are exporting our power at a cost lower than
the cost to us, which means that the people in Manitoba are in effect subsidizing the export of
our power. --(Interjections)-- Mr. Speaker, I'm satlsﬁ ed that’ that information would in fact
be determined by a reasonable examination . .

MR. ENNS: We do the same thing with pork, we do the same thing with pork in Japan.
There's no, there'sno . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. SPIVAK: . . . and the interesting fact, Mr. Speaker, the interesting fact, Mr.
Speaker, is that the Honourable Member from Lakeside talks about an agricultural resource,
which we are exporting at below our cost, in which case the people of Manitoba are subsidizing,
I am now talking of a water resource, which I suggest the people are also subsidizing. So,

Mr. Speaker, we're faced with a very simple proposal, that we accept the principle that rate
increases to be subject to review by the Public Utility Board, that it should be an independent
review, and we do so, Mr. Speaker, not in any abrogation of responsible government'. . .

A MEMBER: Yes.

MR. SPIVAK: Oh, yes. . .

SOME MEMBERS: Yes.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister of Mines and Natural Resources
says it's an abrogation of responsible government. Obviously he as a member of the opposition
in '69 was against the policy, the declared policy of the New Democratic Party --(Interjection)--
Now, Mr. Speaker, what I honestly believe in this particular situation is that the government
is not prepared to live up to the kind of principles that they talked about in opposition.

A MEMBER: That's right.

MR. SPIVAK: Oh yes. Mr. Speaker, the reason I say that is because we will be faced
with a phenomenal situation, if a Public Utility Board was given the authority, as I would ask
that it be given-in this proposal, to in fact examine Hydro costs.

Mr. Speaker, there was an application made, it was not a compulsory application, it
was an application made at the request of the government of the day, which was the Conserva-
tive government, that Hydro proceed to the Utility Board for determination. In the final
decision given by the board after two public hearings, two sets public hearings, one was in
April, the other which took place in December, when the present members became the govern-
ment, on the government side, the information was supplied and the Public. Utility Board did
review of Hydro rates. They stated that they could not believe that there was not an obligation
on their part, both on the basis of the legislation and the request by Hydro, instituted by the
government of the day, that it was their responsibility to review fully the Hydro statement, to
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(MR. SPIVAK cont'd) . . . . . understand it and to be able to give some indication of what the
rate increases should be.

And, Mr. Speaker, it recommended at that time a substantial rate increase. --(Inter-
jection)-- Well, it can only recommend, Mr. Speaker. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have indicated
that they recognized, they recognized that it was not a compulsory determination on their part
but rather was one for information purposes, and they felt there was an obligation on their
part to make the review, just as the Public Utility Board does in fact review the gas prices in
this province, and just as the utility which is the gas utility must in fact deal with them for
prices up and down, and they assumed at this point that there was a responsibility on their
part to deal with it in the same way.

Now, Mr. Speaker, when the recommendations came down, the government ignored
them. When Mr. Cass-Beggs appeared before the committee he basically said, we know
better in Hydro than the Utility Board does on how to judge the rates. Well, Mr. Speaker, I
must suggest to you that based on Mr. Cass-Beggs' performance before the committee, and
based on what he is going to cost the people of Manitoba, what he is going to cost the people
of Manitoba, Mr. Speaker, . . . C

A MEMBER: Where is he now?

MR. SPIVAK: . . . what he is going to cost the people of Manitoba, I don't think that
the Hydro Board under him knew better than the Public Utility Board --(Interjection)-- the
Public Utility Board's . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. SPIVAK: . . . determination, Mr. Speaker, of what the rates should be.

So, Mr. Speaker, we have introduced this amendment because we believe that the time
has come for the Public Utility Board to be given that authority as an obligation, that there in
fact should be a check in balance on the Hydro in the way in which it will now apply the
increased rates that must occur for the tremendous substantial costs that the consumers and
people of Manitoba are going to have to pay for a waste of money, that in words of the First
Minister, essentially ""boggle the imagination' as to the degree of incompetence on the part
of the members opposite in handling the use of our water resource.

Mr. Speaker, we believe that if such an adjudication took place we would be in a position
to make an assessment not only of what this would cost the people--over the past few years
have cost the people of Manitoba, but at least we would then be in a position to make some
assessment of how we are going to pay off the fantastic obligations that have been assumed in
the billion, seven hundred million-dollar projection of cost for the Nelson River project -
because it's going to have to be paid for by somebody, both principle and interest. And we
believe, Mr. Speaker, in suggesting that Manitoba Hydro be obligated now before any rate
increase be allowed by any government order, or by any consent by government to Hydro of
what it can do, before anything takes place, that Manitoba Hydro be obligated to go to the
Utility Board, who must direct what the rates would be, that we are in fact applying the prin-
ciple, the policy, the stated declarations of the New Democratic Party when in opposition.
And, Mr. Speaker, if the present government is not prepared to support this bill, they are
just a bunch of hypocrites.

A MEMBER: That's right.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I listened with interest to the honourable member who
introduced this bill. He makes some pretty good arguments, presents some position which
seems to have some relevance and is certainly deserving of consideration. Of course, the
Honourable the Leader of the Opposition has to fa!l back on NDP statements, has to fall back
on NDP positions, even though they may be four or five years old because he is so bankrupt
of ideas of his own that in between the time that he scurries around, I suppose, dealing with
his constituency organizations, seeing to it what deals they could make with Liberal consti-
tuency organizations, that in that time that he is so busy with his political aspirations --(Inter-
jections)-- dealing with . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. I wonder if I may appeal to the honourable members to
cut down the interjections or to whisper them, I'm having a very hard time trying to hear the
speakers on the floor. The Honourable Minister of Finance.
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MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I was just saying--I don't want to repeat too much of
it--but that the Honourable the Leader of the Opposition who is frequently away from the
Chamber on business that no doubt is justified, and no doubt, as I was saying, spends a good
deal of time trying to make deals or prevent deals being made in his great effort to play that
game of poker. --(Interjection)-- The Honourable Member for Souris-Lansdowne has a loud
voiceand it is really loud enough so that he doesn't have to raise it for me to understand it.
Nevertheless, the Member for Souris-Lansdowne is concerned about what I'm saying, and all
I'm saying and I'm trying to do, is to get to the fact that the Leader of the Opposition he
appears so bankrupt in his effort to raise an election issue that he comes along now quoting
NDP policy and no doubt, Mr. Speaker, he's been reading a great deal about what we have
said in the past in order to get more and better ideas of how to conduct an effective campaign
for his benefit. And as I say, he is still of course busy, or members of his organization are
too busy being involved in this power politics play with the Liberal Party. --(Interjection)--
To the Member for Souris-Lansdowne Mr. Speaker, I must request the Honourable the Member
for Swan River to use his mellow and pervasive influence on his colleague from Souris-
Lansdowne so that he will . . . so that he will either stay in the House and listen and be quiet,
or leave the House. The trouble, Mr. Speaker, is that with these introductions, these
interruptions, I keep having to come back to my train of thought and in order to find it I have
to go back to what I was saying which was, that the Leader of the Opposition must be very
busy dealing under the table and over the table with the Leader of the Liberal Party to see how
they can cook up the elections to benefit themselves.

MR. G. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. . The Honourable Member for Portage.

POINT OF PRIVILEGE

MR. G. JOHNSTON: On a matter of privilege, I would ask the Minister of Finance to
retract that statement. We are making no deals with no one, and I would ask him to retract
that statement.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Fmance

MR. CHERNIACK: If the leaders of the two parties will deny the statements made in the
press, which I have read, where they have said that constituency orgamzatlons are indeed

talking to each other, dealing with each other, making arrangements .

MR. G. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, on a point of privilege.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage.

MR. G. JOHNSTON: The Minister said that two leaders were making were talking deals
and I speak for our party, that our leader was not talking deals. --(Interjections)-- that's
what he said. He said the leaders. :

MR. ENNS: On the same point of privilege, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside state his point ?

MR. ENNS: On the same point of privilege,let it be clearly established that the Premier
of this province was meeting with certain parties making certain deals.

A MEMBER: St. Boniface, St. Boniface.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

A MEMBER: The Premier of this Province on the .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. I wonder if I may appeal to the Honourable Member for
Souris-Lansdowne to take his loud voice some place else, please. Thank you. The Honourable
Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, apparently there's . . .

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

MR. G. JOHNSTON: . . . point of privilege. The member made a charge. I'm asking
him to retract that statement, thatthe Leader of the Liberal Party was making a deal with the -
Leader of the Conservative Party. I ask him to retract that.

MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I believe that I said, and I believe I was correct in
saying, that the leaders of the two parties, or associations of theirs, have been busy making
deals. Now if they will deny that they were making deals, and the Member for Portage cer-
tainly is not aware as to whether or not my conclusion is right, if they will deny that they are
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(MR. CHERNIACK cont'd) . . . . . involved in any discussions, or have been, in any discus-
sions dealing with dividing up the constituencies in some way, then I will certainly reconsider
my statement.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights. Order please. ORDER!
ORDER! ORDER! Will the Honourable Member for Portage sit down please. I would still
like to be able to indicate what member will have the floor. The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition asked for a point of order.

MR. SPIVAK: No, on a point of privilege, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: On a point of privilege, then.

MR. SPIVAK: The challenge has been put to me by the Minister of Finance in the man-
ner that's really not related, and I would put the challenge to him by way of a point of privilege,
that if in fact the Premier will indicate that he has sat down with the Leader of the Liberal
Party and made a deal after the last session as to carving up the province, as reported in the
newspaper, then I will be prepared to answer any accusations that the Minister of Finance has
made, when the First Minister is prepared to stand up and say that he did not meet with the
Leader of the Liberal Party.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: It now appears that the Leader of the Opposition is also accusing the
Leader of the Liberal Party of meeting with the Premier of this province in order to make
deals. So this has been interesting exercise, Mr. Speaker. Now as I'm saying . . .

MR. G. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker. . .

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage.

MR. G. JOHNSTON: I've come to my feet three times now on a point of privilege. I
asked the Minister either (a) to put his evidence on the table, or to retract the statement that
the leader of our party was making a deal with the Tory leader.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: May I ask whether the person making the privilege is also demanding
that the Leader of the Opposition retract the statement that he made that his leader of the
Liberal Party has been dealing with the Premier. Now he has made that statement - I didn't
hear that but, Mr. Speaker, the - thank you. The important thing is that the Leader of the -
the House Leader of the Liberal Party seems to think that it's an adverse thing to say about
someone as to making deals. Now I'd just like to know whether, whether the House rules that
the suggestion of making deals is one that is reprehensible because if it doesn't apply to the
Leader of the Liberal Party, it must apply to candidates of the Liberal Party who are publicly
stating that they are making deals.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage.

MR. G. JOHNSTON: I rise on a point of privilege, and I ask you to enforce the rules.

A charge was made - I asked the member, the honourable member, to put his evidence on the
table or retract the statement. Now, I say this, that if he does not do that, I'm going to stay
on my feet and you'll have to have me put out of this House forcibly, because I will not —-(Inter-
jection)-- I will not put up with that. --(Interjections)-- That is a smear of the worst order,
and I will not put up with it, and if he doesn't withdraw you'll have to put me out of this House,
Mr. Speaker.

MR. CHERNIACK: On the point of order.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: I am really interested. I do have a certain amount of respect for
the Legislature and for the Member for Portage. I want him to clarify fer me, so thatI can
consider his demand, as to what exactly is reprehensible about the statement that I made so I
could more fully decide what he's talking about.

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable --(Interjection)-- Order please! One at a time. You'll
all get your opportunity. The Honourable House Leader on the same point of order.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, I rise on the point of privilege that was raised by the
Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie. He suggests that there is a rule of the House that
if a member says that something is taking place, which by the way is not an insult or an
attack or anything of that kind, butthat people are talking --(Interjections)-- Mr. Speaker,
things that the most reputable newspapers in our province say should be taking place, that if
this is a charge, that the honourable member must withdraw that charge unless he puts some
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(MR. GREEN cont'd) . . . . . papers onthe table. Some proof on the table.

Mr. Speaker, I know of no rule of the House of Commons which suggests that that is a
breach of privilege. I do know, I do know, Mr. Speaker, that the Honourable Member for
Portage wants to be thrown out of this House. He has done it before, he has now threatened
the Speaker that_unless he gets his way he will stand there until he is thrown out of the House.
The honoixrab_le' member has a very difficult time getting his name in the paper; he now sits in
the back benches; he asked for the privilege to be thrown out of the House several years ago.
At that time he got some newspaper publicity. Apparently he's been in the background since
that time, wants to get thrown out of the House again, Mr. Speaker, -and I think he should be
accommodated.

’ MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition on the same matter of privilage.

MR. 'SPIVA»K:» Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to you, Sir, Ithink that what has
happened and what is being allowed to happen reflects seriously on the conduct of the House by
you. The Honourable Minister of Finance has ineffectively attempted to get away from dealing
with the issue before us which is an amendment of the Hydro Act, and in turn, Mr. Speaker,
has allowed this House to be used for a purpose which everyone understands, but should never
have been allowed in the context of the debate on Hydro. And, Mr. Speaker, with all due
respect to you,. Sir, and to the Minister of Finance, it is about time that someone take hold of
this House and allow us to continue and finish the business of the Legislature of this province.
We will have plenty of time on the hustings to deal with the insinuations, the accusations, and
the smears, and we'll deal with that as effectively as we can. And surely we can at least
accommodate ourselves to act like responsible legislators for the remaining period of the
session before the election is called. (Applause)

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance on the matter of privilege.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I'm anxious to speak on the bill that is before us. I
don't know how much of the time has been eaten up by this discussion but I hope I will have
sufficient time, I hope I will have sufficient time to complete my remarks.

MR. SPEAKER: . Order please! Order please. Order please. --(Interjections)-- Order
please! Is the House in favour of me adjourning the House for the evening? Order please.
ORDER PLEASE! Would the House kindly direct the Chair whether they would like to adjourn
so they could all get together and discuss at the top of their voices whatever they wish to dis-
cuss. --(Interjection)-- The Chair is amenable to that. The Leader of the Official Opposition
just now says someone has to get ahold of the House, but why doesn't he help the Chair by
insisting that people at least close to him adhere to the rules that he's asking me to adjudicate.
I would like to ask that of every member in this House. I do not wish to lecture anyone, but
you all have to co-operate. There is no way one individual in the Chair can do anything for this
House unless we all collectively wish to raise the decorum of this House.

I appeal to everyone of the members in the House and those that are missing should be so
informed that this appeal is going out. That we all co-operate and do what is called for as
legislators. Now the floor is open to the Minister of Finance. I have not credited the time to
him that was taken up in the debate in respect of privilege. I find no rule that indicates that I
have to indicate to the Minister of Finance that he cannot express an opinion and have to prove
that opinion, and that is what I understood the Honourable Minister of Finance was doing. He
was making a speech and expressing some opinions. Now if we can proceed from there, I shall
indicate to the Honourable Minister he has 15 minutes. He only used five minutes up until now.
--(Interjection)-- The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie.

MR. G. JOHNSTON: I rise on the privileges of the members of this House. The Minister
stood in his place and I clearly heard him to say that - and it was not in his opinion, he made
the flat statement, he made the statement, in fact it was a charge, that my leader and the
leader of the Conservative Party were making a deal. I have denied that, I have denied that and
I asked him to retract and he has refused to retract. I-have asked him to put his proof on the
table. He ignores that question. I have asked you, Sir, to rule on the matter. When a member
makes a charge against another member that unless he can prove the charge, he is required
to withdraw. AndI ask you, Sir, to rule. Either make his withdraw or make a ruling so I can
challenge your ruling.

MR. SPEAKER: I will make no ruling but I will indicate that one of the members who was
mentioned in that opinion is present. He is not insisting on that I carry out some rule which isn't
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(MR. SPEAKER cont'd) . . . . . necessary and there is no. . . Order please. I wish I would
have the courtesy from all the honourable members that when I'm trying to explain what is
going on they would give me that opportunity. Now as I've said, I cannot adjudicate a rule
which has not been broken. One of the parties to that opinion was in the House, he has not
insisted. The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie insists I do something on behalf of
someone who is not here, who cannot prove that it's not taking place. I shall leave it up to
the . . . Order please. Would all the honourable gentlemen again give me the privilege of
getting completed in my remarks before they insist. Now I hope we can get along together and
get this debate over with.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order . . . ,

MR. SPEAKER: I haven't sat down yet. The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, I have never, I must say with all due respect, thatthe
concept developed that there is an obligation on one party who's mentioned to rise because
another party has risen in connection with it, is one that I just can't understand, I can't fathom.
But so the record will be clear, Mr. Speaker, and because I think it's necessary, the statement
of the Honourable Minister of Finance, which was deliberately contrived, and I suggest, with
intent, with respect to this particular issue, the statement is not a correct one, but so that the
statement will be understood fully, so I will explain what I think has been explained in the
papers and certainly what has been confirmed by me. We are a democratic organization, not
an autocratic organization like the New Democratic Party, Mr. Speaker. The determination
and decisions of what the constituency will do will be made by the people at the local level,

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please!

MR. SPIVAK: The Minister of Municipal Affairs laughs, because the autocrats on the
other side do not understand that. Mr. Speaker, nominating meetings are held by the New
Democratic Party without notices being called, in basements and in homes where decisions are
made of who should be running in which area. That can be proven, Mr. Speaker, without
question. --(Interjection)-- Oh, yes, Mr. Speaker. Our organization operates . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. I do believe the honourable gentleman has explained
enough. He's gone probably beyond an explanation to a debate and argument. I hope we can
proceed from there. The honourable --(Interjection)-- I don't know, if the Honourable Leader
of the Opposition wishes to debate that particular issue he has already done so. --(Interjec-
tion)-- Order please. Thank you. The Honourable Minister of Finance. --(Interjection)--
The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie state his matter of privilege now.

MR. G. JOHNSTON: The Member for Osborne can bray all he damn well wants but I'm
not letting this pass. The Member for St. Johns has made a charge, I've asked him to sub-
stantiate the charge or withdraw it. And, if he does neither one, Mr. Speaker, I ask you to
make a ruling on the matter. And I'm telling you right now, I'm not letting that smear pass,
if we stay here till 4:00 in the morning.

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. I would ask, if the honourable member wishes me to
adjudicate to also conform to the rules of the House in not threatening the House or any member
of the House. If we're going to have rules then we all have to abide by them, we can't just use
them for ourselves individually. I would appeal to the honourable member to be just as care-
ful when he makes a statement.

Now I shall turn totheHonourable Minister of Finance and ask him to give his explana-
tion or take his retraction, whichever he wants to do.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, you mean on the matter of privilege, do you?

MR. SPEAKER: On the matter of privilege.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I have yet to understand whether members of this
House consider the question of making deals in political situations in constituencies to be
reprehensible. If it is, if it is reprehensible, if it is objectionable, then the fact that I may
have wrongly alluded to two people as being involved would be something I would have to with-
draw. If the action is not reprehensible, if it is not something that is in any way downgrading,
then it certainly could not be a smear. And if it is not a smear then all I can do is accept the
statement of the Leader of the Opposition that he was not involved in any deal. And if the
Leader of the Opposition said that he was not involved in any deal I would accept his statement.
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(MR. CHERNIACK cont'd)

But the Member for Portage la Prairie seems to make it clear in his mind that the fact
that deals are being made is something that is so reprehensible that the mere statement that
they're being made is something which I would have to withdraw, because it's a smear. Now
let me get it, let me understand. Is it a smear to say that deals are being made? Because,
Mr. Speaker, I believe the newspapers, that deals are being made.

A MEMBER: They are over there.

MR. CHERNIACK: No, between the Liberals - deals between the Liberals and the
Conservatives. Now I really would like to deal with the bill before us. --(Interjections)-- .

MR. SPEAKER: I wonder if I may appeal to the Honourable Member for Souris-Killarney
again. The Honourable Member for Portage la Prairie.

MR. G. JOHNSTON: I rise on a point of order. The point or order is that when you
asked the Minister of Finance to clarify, either retract or stand by his statement, he deliber-
ately twisted his original statement to mean other people. . He did mention, and I stand cor-
rected, let members correct me if I'm wrong, but he did say that the Leader of the Liberal
Party and the Leader of the Conservative Party were making a deal, or deals. He did not say
until he became in difficulties over this matter that it was other people.

I ask him to retract the statement or else table the evidence that my leader and the other
leader were making a deal--not other people. Anybody on the street can meet and talk, not
other people, we're talking about his statement. His original statement was that my leader
and the leader of the Conservative Party were somehow dealing to.-do something. Would he
deny what I'm paraphrasing is what he said, are you denying that now? Are you denying it?
--(nterjection)-~ All right, I ask the member once again, who I have high regard for, but I
consider this pretty dirty pool to do what he is doing at this moment, to do what he is doing at
this moment, to smear the names of people who go into politics for what they think is right,
and then to suggest --(Interjections)-- not by me, butby position in a Party, that they have
made a deal..

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. G. JOHNSTON: Then when he gets up to explam, he says "Oh no, he didn't mean
that. "

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. Order, please. The honourable member said he had a
point of order. I fail to find a point of order. He was still on the matter of privilege. The
Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I thought I made it clear that when the Leader of the
Opposition said he was not involved in deal making, I accepted his statement. If the Leader of
the Liberal Party would say that, I would accept his statement. But Mr. Speaker --(Interjec-
tions)--

A MEMBER: What about the front benches, how about .

MR. CHERNIACK: Now somebody else said that about h1m Do you want me to withdraw
a statement made by the Leader of the Opposition, about the First Minister. Look how ludicrous
itbecomes, Mr. Chairman. The point that I want to get across is whether or not members
opposite who are doing all the yelling, including the Member for Portage la Prairie, considers
it reprehensible that deals be made and when it's attributed to two people maybe wrongly,
that it is a terrible thing that was done. If he says so I'll withdraw it. --(Interjections)-- I
made a statement that the two were dealing. Now, now the Leader of the Opposition withdrew,
said he didn't. If the Leader of the Liberal Party said he didn't, okay he didn't, but I would
only have to withdraw a statement if it is made in terms of a smear as being something repre-
hensible. If it's repre --(Interjection)-- oh, then I must share with the Member for Portage
la Prairie the fact that dealings that take place of that nature are reprehensible. He said from
his chair that he thinks so, I accept it. Now may I go on with the bill, Mr. Speaker. --(Inter-
jection)--

MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside have a point of order?

MR. ENNS: Yes, no, on a point of privilege, point of privilege. I don't think that there
is anything reprehensible about anybody trying to get rid of this government.

MR. SPEAKER: Thatisnot. . .

MR. CHERNIACK: That brings me back right to the bill, right to the bill, Mr. Speaker,
because the people in the Conservative Party who had the administration of this government for
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(MR, CHERNIACK cont'd) . . . .. some number of years are now scrambling to do their
best to get back here any way at all, and the Member for Lakeside has made it clear. Any
way at all they'll get back. And the Leader for the Opposition (Applause) . . .

MR, SPEAKER: Order please. ORDER PLEASE! I do believe we have cleared up the
point of order and the matter of privilege. I would like to indicate to the Honourable Minister
that he has 12 minutes. Will he now deal with the bill before us.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I am dealing with this bill as being brought by the
Leader of the Opposition who quotes NDP policy . . .

MR, SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. CHERNIACK: . . and who then, and who then--the Member for Lakeside also
wants to be thrown out,

MR. SPEAKER: That's right. Order please. Order please. ORDER PLEASE! ORDER
PLEASE! Would the Honourable Member for Lakeside like to take his place outside if he's
going to shout. ORDER PLEASE! ORDER PLEASE! ORDER PLEASE! The honourable
gentleman sit down. I will have to name the honourable gentleman if he doesn't sit down.

Let me indicate--ORDER PLEASE! Let me indicate, I am adjourning the House, it is time,
because the members just will not go the full limit of the debating; some of them just do not
adhere to the rules. I have appealed from the Chair here, not once this evening, for a whole
hour I have been appealing and some people just do not co-operate. --(Interjection)-- Order
please. That's precisely what my problem is, that everyone thinks they have to shout. I
know the House Leader wishes I should go for another two minutes; certainly he's entitled to
have the floor. The Honourable House Leader,

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, I think that sometimes things done under stress of ex-
asperation are not good precedence. I don't think that the Speaker should take it upon himself
to adjourn the House. We should reflect upon that. The rules say how long the House con-
tinues or what then should occur. I think that he should let the Minister of Finance complete
his remarks till 10 o'clock.

MR, SPEAKER: I do not intend to discuss the rules between the House Leader and
myself, but I think he's in error. The Honourable Minister of Finance has one more minuteto . .

MR, CHERNIACK: I have two minutes left,

MR, SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Minister of Finance,

MR, CHERNIACK: Mr. Speaker, I have two minutes --(Interjection)--

MR, SPEAKER: It's been done, it's been handled, it's finished. The Honourable
Minister of Finance. Would the Honourable Member for Arthur state his point of order.

MR, WATT: My point of order is that the Honourable the Minister of Finance has made
the statement a moment ago that this side of the House would do anything to get back on that
side of the House. In the face of the fact that it has been the announced policy of the govern-
ment on that side of the House to conduct a dirty . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. Order please. Order please.

The hour of 10 o'clock having arrived, the House is now adjourned and stands adjourned until
10:00 a. m, tomorrow morning.





