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THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMELY of MANITBA
Friday, June 10, 1977

TIME: 2:30 p.m.
OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER, Honourable Peter Fox (Kildonan): Before we proceed | should like to direct the
attention of honourable members to the gallery where we have 50 students, Grades 5 and 6 standing,
of the Luxton School. These students are under the direction of Mr. Long. Thisschool is located in
the constituency of the Honourable Member for St. Johns.

Wealso have 17 students, Grade 5 standing, of the Forest Elementary School, under the direction
of Mrs. Price and Mrs. Lawrie. This school is located in the constituency of the Honourable Member
for Minnedosa.

We have 15 students, Grade 11 standing, of the Louis Riel School, under the direction of Miss
Bohemier. This school is located in the constituency of the Honourable Member for St. Boniface, the
Minister of Health and Social Development.

We have 12 students, Grade 9 standing, of the J.B. Mitchell School, under the direction of Mr.
Thorne. This school is located in the constituency of the Honourable Member for Charleswood.

On behalf of the honourable members, we welcome you here this afternoon.

Presenting Petitions; Reading and Receiving Petitions.

PRESENTING REPORTS BY STANDING AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Logan.

MR. WILLIAM JENKINS: Mr. Speaker, | beg to present the fourth report of the Standing
Committee on Law Amendments.

MR. CLERK: Your committee met on June 9, 1977, and heard public representation with respect
to Bills referred, as follows:

No. 85 - An Act to amend The City of Winnipeg Act (2)

D.C. Lennox, Solicitor, The City of Winnipeg.

No. 57 - An Act to amend The Manitoba Telephone Act

Ronald L. Coke

Allan Fitch

Frank Burshtein

Your committee rose at 10:05 p.m. because of a lack of quorum.

MR. JENKINS: Mr. Speaker, | move, seconded by the Honourable Memberfor Thompson, thatthe
report of the Committee be received.

MOTION presented and carried.

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

MR. D. JAMES WALDING: Mr. Speaker, | beg to present the fifth report of the Standing
Committee on Economic Development.

MR. CLERK: Your Committee met on May 26, 1977, to consider the Annual Reports of the
Manitoba Development Corporation for the fiscal year which ended March 31, 1976.

Your Committee examined the financial statements of the following corporations in which the
Manitoba Development Corporation holds equity investments.

William Clare (Manitoba) Ltd. - for the fiscal years ending

December 31, 1974 and December 31, 1975.

Cybershare Ltd. - for the fiscal years ending March 31,

1976 and March 31, 1977.

Dawn Plastics Ltd. - for the fiscal year ending May 31, 196

1976.

Dormond Industries Limited - for the year ending December 31,

1976.

Electro-Knit Fabrics (Canada) Ltd. - for the fiscal year

ended May 31, 1976.

Flyer Industries Limited - for the fiscal years ending

December 31, 1975 and December 31, 1976.

Morden Fine Foods Ltd. - for the fiscal year ending March

31, 1976.

Saunders Aircraft Corporation Ltd. - for the fiscal year

ending Spetember 30, 1975, and the period ending May 19,

1976.

Sheller-Globe Manitoba Ltd. - for the fiscal year ending

September 30, 1976.

Tantalum Mining Corporation of Canada Limited - for the
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fiscal year ending December 31, 1976.

Venture Manitoba Tours Ltd. - for the fiscal year ended -

October 31, 1976. - .

Mr. S.J. Parsons, Chairman of the Board and General Manager of the Corporation, presented a
general statement with respect to the affairs of the Manitoba Development Corporation. Having
received all information requested by members ofthe Committee, the Annual Reportofthe Manitoba
Development Corporation for the year ending March 31st, 1976, was adopted.

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

MOTION presented and carried.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS AND TABLING OF REPORTS

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Tourism and Recreation.

HONOURABLE BEN HANUSCHAK (Burrows): Mr. Speaker, | am very pleased to be able to
announce today that approval hasbeen given to the establishment of a Labour Education Centre for
the Province of Manitoba.

This decision follows two years of discussions between officials of the Department of Continuing
Education and Manpower and the Department of Labour, and officials of the Manitoba Federation of
Labour, and more recently, with representatives of the Universities of Manitoba, Winnipeg and
Brandon.

| am particularly pleased that the Centre embodies aclose and co-operative relationship between
the two departments that | have mentioned — that is mine and the Department of Labour — the
universities and the Manitoba Federation of Labour, and that it will, in fact,haveaBoardofDirectors
consisting of representatives from each of these bodies.

The Centre will serve as a focus forlabour education in the province and, in addition, willhavethe
-. following functions: organizing and co-ordinating credit courses and programs offered by the
universities and colleges; setting up non-credit courses; training and seminars and conferences on
an extension basis; providing a focus for research and study in such areas as labour history, labour
relations, and labour laws; the creation of a labour library in conjunction with existing resources at
the universities and colleges that will provide research material for both the Federation of Labour and
other union groups in the province, and other students and scholars having an interest in this
particular field.

The Centre, itself, will probably have an off-campus downtown location. It will consist of a central
catalogue of research material and will be an organizing and co-ordinating centre for activities.

We are not creating a new institution but we are establishing a centre that will give real supportto
the educational aspirations of organized and unorganized workers, at the same time providing a
means by which the universities and colleges can both provide their experience and resources to
labour education and also provide a greater range of opportunities to regular university students. In
fact, | look forward to the day when a student at any of the province’s universities will be able to major
in labour studies just as students can graduate in administrative studies. While details of funding
have not been finalized, the budget for the centre in this fiscal year will be in the order of $250,000,
$300,000.00.

| might add that | will not be surprised if the Manitoba Labour Education Centre provided the
focus for labour education and labour studies for the prairie region as a whole. This is a particularly
appropriate day to make such an announcement for yesterday and today, the Manitoba Association
of Continual Education is holding a conference, thatis attempting to define the needs in the area of
continuing education for adults in this province. | believe very strongly that the Labour Education
Centre by encouraging the sharing of resources and the co-operation of institutions will be viewed as
a major step forward not only for one large group of people in the province, but as a model for the
delivery of continuing education opportunities on a wider scale. Thus, as Minister of Continuing
Education and Manpower, I'm proud to announce this further accomplishment in our efforts to
provide educational opportunities for all Manitobans.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR: L.R. (Bud) SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, we welcome the Minister's- announcement about the
establishment of the new Labour Education Centre and will certainly watch with great interest, the
courses and the development of the curricula at the centre and the future as it unfolds. We hope that
the Centre in its curricula will take a broad and universal approach to labour and labour’s role in
society and in the economy and that there will be strong emphasis on the need for tripartite co-
operation, particularly bi- partisan co-operation between labour and management, but tripartite in
that-it should involve some governement participation too, in order that harmonious industrial
relations:can be developed and -maintained in the Province of Manitoba. And to that end, we believe
that the Centre can potentially fulfill a valuable service. Our position at this time would be one of
interest and welcome and an ongoinginterest in the courses developed and the way they are applied,
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and the results in terms of labour and industrial harmony in the province.
MR. SPEAKER: Any other Ministerial Statements or Tabling of Reports; Notices of Motion.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS
HONOURABLE SIDNEY GREEN, Minister of Mines (Inkster) , in the absence of the Attorney-

General, introduced Bill (No. 88) The Statute Law Amendment Act 1977(2).
MOTION presented and carried.

ORAL QUESTIONS

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Sturgeon Creek.

MR. J. FRANK JOHNSTON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is to the Minister of Finance
and Minister of Urban Affairs. The City of Winnipeg approved making application to the Canadian
Transport Commission for the McGregor-Sherbrook overpass on May 4th, and they can’t make this
application until the government approves it. | wonder if the Minister could inform the House if and
when they are going to approve that application.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

HONOURABLE SAUL A. MILLER, (Seven Oaks): Mr. Speaker, the City of Winnipeg has — | want
to be kind about this — has been playing around with the Sherbrook-McGregor overpass for a
number of years. A number of resolutions have been passed by City Council, thento be negated and
new resolutions passed. We have received — and this is not the first time — anew conceptandit has
to get the approval of the province to goonto CTC. There are implications in itthough, with regard to
the land already acquired in the past. | want to assure myself that in fact that the money was spent for
both by the City and the province has not been spent to no avail. There are implications in additional
land requirements, meaning the dispossession of people from homes now existing. These are
matters that | cannot lightly pass by. They send them in when they’re ready. | have been busy frankly,
and | want staff to scrutinize this very carefully. | favour a Sherbrook-McGregor overpass — !'ve said
it a dozen times — but until we get something concrete, that | knowthe city will stick with, then I’'m not
going to rush into something blindly. There are too many millions of dollars at stake.

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

MR. HARRY E. GRAHAM: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for the First Minister. | would like to ask
the First Minister if he has received the report of Mr. Elswood Bole, investigating the expropriation of
land in St. Lazare?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

HONOURABLE EDWARD SCHREYER, (Rossmere): Yes, Mr. Speaker, | have received a report
and | hope to have the opportunity to discuss it with him in a matter of a short period of time.

MR. GRAHAM: | take if from the First Minister'sreply that nodefiniteaction hasbeentakenasyet
then.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, I'm hopeful that it will be possible to do so pursuant to the report,
but | would like the opportunity to discuss it with Mr. Bole, before settling on a definitive course of
action.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Assiniboia.

MR. STEVE PATRICK: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Minister for Continuing Education. In
reference to his statement thathejust made to the House in respect to the establishment of the labour
relations courses, can the Minister indicate, will this also involve a research centre for management
and for other people that would liketo get. . .the publicaswell, sothatit would actas an institute of
industrial relations having information for all sectors. . . industry as well, so that there would be
better understanding and better relationship between management and labour? .

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Yes, Mr. Speaker. The programs to be offered by the Labour Education
Centre will be open to all — to those who would wish to avail themselves of the services offered by it.

MR. PATRICK: A supplementary, according to the statement, it doesn’t state that in his news
release today. Would it be similar as the Institute for Industrial Relations that’s been in operation for
several years in Toronto, and in Montreal and the other centres?

MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Speaker, yes we have taken a very close look at what is in operation in
Toronto and at various other places on the North American continent, and itisourintentionandour
hope that that which is contained within the programs offered there, thatisofrelevance and could be
applied in our own campuses, that will happen. And it is also our hope that we will be able to improve
upon the labour education courses that are being offered elsewhere, and thus and thereby, to offera
course that would be most meaningful and relevant to the needs of the people of the Province of
Manitoba insofar as labour education needs are concerned.

MR. PATRICK: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Has the management or personnel organizations
been involved in having any input into establishing the centre?

MR. HANUSCHAK: Not to any great extent at this point in time, Mr. Speaker, but | would want to
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indicate to you that this is an -education program and we've had close consultation with the three
universities of -the Province of Manitoba, namely the universities of Manitoba, Winnipeg and
Brandon. They are most anxious to involve themselves in the delivery of this type of program; much
to the same extent as at least one of the universities is involved in the delivery of a course in
administrative studies.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Assiniboia, a final question.

MR. PATRICK: A final supplementary, Mr. Speaker. | believe that the other institutes of industrial
- relations with considerable experience behind, have had managementand personnel management
people involved in establishing such centres. My last question to the Minister at this time is where is
the money raised? Where is the budget? Does the total amount included in his statementcome from
the government department or is there any sharing with anybody oris the government putting up the
total amount of the money? Where is it coming from?

MR. HANUSCHAK: It is hoped that whatever contribution there is, whatever supportthereis from
the public purse will come from both provincial and federal sources.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside.

MR. HARRY J. ENNS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | direct a question or perhaps better said, “a
request to the Minister of Agriculture.”

| understand the Minister is considering some amendmentsto Bill 56, The Farm Lands Protection
Act. | am wondering whether or not it would be possible to have some of those amendments made
available to members opposite, say, Monday morning, as they are considering other amendments
being brought forward in other major bills, such as the family law bill, 61.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Agriculture.

HONOURABLE SAMUEL USKIW (Lac du Bonnet): Mr. Speaker, it might be possible by mid-day
Monday, but certainly it will be impossible by Monday morning. We have not yet assembled them
ourselves. | can’t see the possibility, but hopefully by noon Monday we mlght be able to do it.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MR. LLOYD AXWORTHY: Mr.Speaker, | havea questlon for the First Mlmster | asked yesterday
what the position of the Provincial Government was going to be in reference to the Manitoba Court of
Appeal hearing on the case dealing with French language rights in Manitoba. Could he indicate
whether in fact anybody representing the Government of Manitoba attended those hearings this
morning, and if so, what intervention did they take?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, | said | would take the matter as notice. | am not in a position to
answer today

MR.AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, when the Minister took the question as notice, | assumed that we
would know by the time that the action was taken. Was it not true thatthe court hearingwas held this
morning, and therefore can the Minister not report on what action the government has taken, or if
they have entered any notion into the court that they plan to intervene in the case.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, the Crown has had asolicitor atthe hearing. | don’t believe that the
Crown in the right of the province is a direct party to the actual litigation. Certainly my understanding
is that the Department of the Attorney-General is neither the appellant nor the defendant in the
matter -nor the respondent, that the Government of Canada has interceded. We have a solicitor
present as well.

MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, that is what | wanted to ask the Minister. In view of the intercession
by the Federal Government indicating that they are interested in the case, and as | understand it,
placing their intention to intervene so that they would be able totakeactionin the Supreme Court if it
was necessary, does the lack of intercession on the part of the Provincial Governmentmeanthatitis
prevented now from taking any further action in the court? some two or three relatively major public
works construction projects which can be moved forward, and they are in the final stages of design.
Tenders can be called relatively soon. That is a concrete responseto mean that it is prevented now
from taking any further action in the court?

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, it does not preclude the province being before the Supreme Court,
if and when that becomes relevant. We are represented there now, and | think that answers my
honourable friend’'s question.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Assiniboia.

MR. PATRICK: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the First Minister. In view of the serious drop in the
construction industry in the first five months of this year, as compared to last year — | believe it is
somewhere around thirteen percent — and in view of the still very high unemployment, is the
government prepared to meet with the constructionindustry or willthey be taking someaction to see
that there is some increase in the construction industry from here until the end of the year?

MR. SPEAKER: The ‘Honourable First Minister.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, that is precisely what relates to the announcement of the up-to-
$30-million in additional measures and works, and within that amount there are, as | have indicated
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before, some two or three relatively major public works construction projects which can be moved
forward, and they are in the final stages of design. Tenders can be called relatively soon. That is a
concrete response to the problem. Beyond that, much of the matter has to do with the general
economic circumstances obtaining in Canadaasawhole. Wedo notpresume that we cansolve those
alone.

MR. PATRICK: Mr. Speaker, | believe the serious reduction in the construction in Winnipeg was in
the housing construction, the largest percentage. Is the government prepared, or would it be
prepared, to consider some action to see if that could be stimulated in some way?

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, much of the programming that relates to the extra effort has to do
with construction and major renovation, not only insofar as major institutional and public works
construction is concerned, but also with respect to health care institutions, additional construction
of housing, public housing, and senior citizen . housing, moving forward as much as possible, of
housing, moving forward as much as possible, of health care, hospital construction and/or
renovation. And also, we are encouraging the construction of some of the proposed personal care
homes, trying to advance the date of commencement of construction of those as well.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Assiniboia.

MR. PATRICK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. When will that action come, say, into full operation?
Apparently it isn't now because we’re underway to decreasing it at the present time. And has the
Minister, or the government given any consideration to the private housing which isalsodownatthe
present time?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. SCHREYER: Well Mr. Speaker, | am not sure | understand my honourable friend, if it's private
construction then it's private construction. Is my honourable friend suggesting that the Crown
should be making substantial or significant financial contributions or what? In which case, by
definition, it wouldn't be private sector construction.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye.

MR. BOB BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | direct my question to the Minister of Tourismand |
would ask himif he couldinform the House as to what the projected operating cost losses for Venture
Tours will be this year?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Tourism and Recreation.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Speaker, | believe the honourable membereither was, or if he wasn’t, he
had the opportunity to attend a Committee meeting this morning, at which time, he would have been
in a position to obtain the answer to this question.

MR. BANMAN: | wonder if the Minister could confirmthatlast year’s operating deficitof $262,000
was paid for by the Department of Tourism.

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the day. The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MR.LLOYD AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for the Minister of Consumer Affairs. In
the past, a question has been asked of him whether the Department or Bureau of Consumer Affairs
was examining sales practices of the operators in the field of fire protection safety equipment. | was
wondering if he has been able to determine whether the Consumer Bureau has now investigated the
different sales practices that those firms are presently employing.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs.

HONOURABLE RENE TOUPIN (Springfield): Yes, Mr. Speaker, we've launchedsuchastudyona
voluntary basis. | can’'t give a report as of today, but | know that we’'ve had some response from quitea
few business people in the province, mainly in the City of Winnipeg, and I'll be bringing a report
forward.

MR. AXWORTHY: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Could the Minister, in that report, determine
whether in fact the Consumer Affairs Bureauhasnotbeenpreparedtolook atevidencethathasbeen
supplied to it by different parties involved, concerning the high pressured sales tactics that are being
employed by these firms?

MR. TOUPIN: Well, again, Mr. Seaker, these are things that the Consumer Bureau deals with on a
daily basis, leaving aside the special study that the honourable member indicated in his first
question.

MR. AXWORTHY: Well, asupplementary, Mr. Speaker. Could the Minister undertake to determine
whether there is high pressured tactics being used bythesecompaniesin thesalesoftheir products,
and if so, would they be prepared to rescind their licences.

MR. TOUPIN: Mr. Speaker, | have been informed, not having received notice of the question, but |
still have been informed by the Consumers Protection Bureau that we've had 12 such reports made to
us, all have been checked and have not indicated the reason to suspend licences.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, yesterday, the Honourable Member for Assiniboia asked whether
there were any plans with respect to the possible construction of coal-burning thermo plant capacity
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in addition to what already exists, and | indicated thatthat was not likely to be the case. | would like to
indicate clearly to the:honourable member that that is.emphatically not in the plans because it is
obvious that coal-burning thermal capacity is not a preferred alternative. To the extent that we haveit
we must use it now, we use it, but to add additional coal-burning capacity is definitely not advisable
nor desirable.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye.

MR. BOB BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, | direct my question to the Minister of Tourism and would ask
- him, now that he received the answer from the Minister of Mines; if he:could inform the House if the
deficit of $262,000 was indeed paid for by the Department of Tourism?

MR. SPEAKER: The- Honourable Minister of Tourism, Recreation . . . Order please. The
Honourable First Minister state his point of order.

MR.SCHREYER: | believe thereis arule, Mr. Speaker, with respect to the question period and with
respect to the kind of sarcasm that was used by the Member for La Verendrye. | can assure my
honourable friend, the Member for La Verendrye, thatif sarcasmwascalled forin his direction, there
would be no problem.

MR. SPEAKER: The pointis well taken. The Honourable Minister of Mines. Order please.

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

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. The Honourable House Leader.

MR. GREEN: I'm sorry, Mr. Speaker, that | appear to have been the initiator of what is an
unnecessary hostility between honourable members on both sides. For the honourable member’s
information and for the information of all of the House, the note that | gave to the Minister of Tourism
said that they were advised this morning that the boat has been transferred to be dealt with by
Tourism. It did not tell him where the money came from. | can’t remember. There was an O.C. which
gave them money. But the Committee was advised this morning that the boat . . . The note said,
“Keep it cocl, | don’t want a division.”

MR. GREEN: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye. TEE

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, | wonder if the Minister of Tourism could conflrm that the operating
deficit of $262,000 was paid for by the Department of Tourism?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Tourism.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Speaker, it may or it may not have been. | will have to check back. A
payment of this kind likely would have been made by way of Order-in-Council and | would have to
check back over the proceedings of Cabinet over the last, not 12-month period, but | would suspecta
14-month period, if the honourable member is referring to something which had transpired during
the last fiscal year.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. A. R. (Pete) ADAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | have aquestion to the First Minister and | would
askhimifitiscorrect,thestatements made by TomEllisonthatthe Premieristhrottling the check-off
plan on beef?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, there is communication on the record with respect to a proposed
check-off plan and our response to it is also on the record. Nothing has changed in that regard.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, a question tothe Minister of Mines. Could the Minister advise if he has
now a more definitive date from the International Joint Commission as to when they will be bringing
down their final report with respect to the Garrison Diversion?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Mines.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, my last recollection is that sometime in the month of July. Just so that
there is no misunderstanding, because there has been communicated to my office various
misunderstandings, the International Joint Commission will be dealing with the proposal that is
before it. They do not take cognizance of any possible changes as between the President and
Congress. They are dealing with the proposal thatis before it which includes the Garrison Diversion
as contemplated at the time that the reference was made.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Wolseley.

MR. ROBERT G. WILSON: Now that the Attorney-General is here, | have a question for him.
Several months ago | documented concerns from a large number of citizens led by Mrs. Haverty. —
(Interjection)— By Mrs. Haverty. | documented some concerns a couple of months ago. Could the
Minister confirmthat despite the complaints and 23 Crown witnesses, Apollo TV and Delphi TV were
only fined $200 at this expensive trial?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

HONOURABLE HOWARD PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, | don't think it's my place nor is it the
Hotiourable Member for Wolseley’s place to enter into a debate-in respect to any handing down of
any judgment at this point. | don’t know what the outcome of this particular case is. | haven't received
the advice that the Honourable Member for Wolseley obviously has. It would be a matter of public
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record as to the amount of the fine.

MR. WILSON: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Would the Minister confirm that a grocer staying
open on Sunday might pay up to a $5,000 fine?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Honourable Minister for Continuing
Education and Manpower with respect to the Labour Education Centre being set up and
appointments to the faculty. Is there any consideration or planning being directed towards a
situation that would find the present “Dean of the Legislature” becoming the dean of the faculty?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Tourism and Recreation.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Speaker, | wish to thank the honourable member for the suggestion. It's
an excellent one.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry. Order please. The Honourable Minister
wishes . . .

MR. HANUSCHAK: And I'm quite certain that the universities would want to take that under
advisement too

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. That being the case, where will the Minister be
looking for the rest of his faculty?

MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Speaker, I'm quite certain that the Labour Education Centre would want
to present a very balanced point of view and it may be that whoever is appointed to head this
particular centre may want to call upon whatever assistance and contribution the Honourable
Member for Fort Garry would be able to make.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa.

MR. DAVID BLAKE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My question is to the Minister Responsible for
Consumer and Corporate Affairs and it follows a question | asked the other day about the wide
disparity in the price paid to fishermen for pickerel and the price in the retail stores. He indicated at
that time he had no intention of launching an investigation. | wonder if he has seen the results of the
investigation that was demanded by the Honourable the Minister of Renewable Resourcesayearago
and if he has seen it, is he satisfied that the explanations given by the Freshwater Fish Corporation
are satisfactory to him?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs.

HONOURABLE RENE TOUPIN: No, Mr. Speaker, | am sorry to say that | haven't seen it.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa.

MR. BLAKE: Yes, | would redirect the question then, Mr. Speaker, to the Honourable Minister for
Renewable Resources, and ask him what the results of the investigation that he demanded from the
corporation were?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Renewable Resources.

HONOURABLE HARVEY BOSTROM (Rupertsland): Mr. Speaker, | have made many requests to
the Freshwater Fish Marketing Corporation for information. There was no specific research or study
done on that particular subject. We had asked for abreakdown of certain costsin the corporation and
as | have indicated before in this House, Mr. Speaker, we are not completely satisfied with all of the
costs that are attributed to the processing and marketing of the fresh water fish and it is one of the
ongoing concerns which we will be taking up with the Federal department concerned.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa.

MR. BLAKE: Mr. Speaker, | could refer to it in Hansard where the Minister indicated on April 9,
1976, on Page 2244, where he told the Committee, “We have demanded such an investigation and we
have demanded that they come up with a breakdown of the cost and to tighten up their machineryin
that corporation so as to bring the better final price to the fishermen.”

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Does the honourable member have a question?

MR. BLAKE: Yes, I'm just asking the Minister if he did get the results, if that information was
provided to him? Because it was indicated that the high cost, the capital cost of the plant was the
reason the fishermen were receiving a low price, because they were paying for the plant. | just
wondered if he did get the results of that investigation and was he satisfied that the prices being paid
to the fishermen are satisfactory and what steps has he taken to remove that capital cost from the
shoulders of fishermen?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister.

MR. BOSTROM: Mr. Speaker, as | indicated last week, | believe, when the honourable member
asked me a similar question, we are not satisfied. We are not satisfied that such a high proportion of
the final price of the fish is used up in the processing and marketing part of the operation. We have
demanded that the corporation sharpen its pencils and come up with a higher proportion of the final
price as payment to the fishermen. This year, I'm informed by the corporation that they have
increased that final price to fishermen, to 60 percent of the final price whereas it was somewhere in
the forties last year.
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Minnedosa. Final question.

MR. BLAKE: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. | wonder if the Minister can indicate tothe House
what steps have been taken or what results have been in removing the capital cost of that from the
fishermen’s responsibility?

MR. BOSTROM: Well, Mr. Speaker, perhapsthe honourable member wasnot here lastweek when
| replied to a similar question that this request was made of the Federal Government, that they write
off the capital cost of the plant in Transcona. This so far has not been answered positively by the
- Federal Government. We are still hopeful that we will- get that kind of response from them. In fact, we
- are negotiating with them now for a number of changes in the corporatlon and the changes that we

foresee may include that kind of commitment from them.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. STERLING R. LYON, (Souris-Killarney): Mr. Speaker, a supplementary to the Minister of
Resources relating to the same matter. Would the Minister of Resources then give favourable
consideration to the submissions thatare made from time to time by intermediaries — third parties —
who wish to buy fish from the fishermen and sell them locally without the intervention of the
Marketing Board in order that the people of Manitoba could have cheaper fresh pickerel fillets which
they dearly want and are being kept from getting by the Fish Marketlng Board?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside.

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Speaker just to give the Minister an opportunity to think about the answer.
My question to the Minister is about his arithmetic. The 65 cents that the primary producer gets, |
don't believe is 60 percent of the $4.12 that the retail price for pickerel is being charged at right now.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister.

MR. BOSTROM: | can't answer for the markup in the retail stores of Winnipeg. What I'm talking
about, Mr. Speaker, is the percentage of the final price which the corporation receives for the fish
which they sell and the corporation has a mandate under the agreement thatwas signed betweenthe

-province and the corporation in 1969 before this government waselected'to marketthatcatch andto
get the best possible price for that catch. And, ifthat means thatthe people of Manitoba have topaya
high price for the catch, that is part of the agreement that was signed.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, then | direct a question to the Minister of Corporate-and Consumer
Affairs. Apparently nobody is disputing that price disparity. Will the Minister of Corporate and
Consumer Affairs not reconsider his answer and in fact institute an investigation of sorts? We
investigate when the price of bread goes up 2 cents a loaf, the price of milk goes up 4 cents, and we
have a massive spread between what the Minister has indicated the primary producer receives and
what the retail price is. Would the Minister consider investigating?

MR.BOSTROM:. . .themeansbywhichthe consumer and the fishermen may gettogetherto get
the best possible arrangement. There is a means by which the fisherman can market his catch
directly on the market. There is a way he can sell directly to the consumer. The consumer can buy
directly from the fishermen on the lake and in that way, Mr. Speaker, the fishermen can getthe best
price he can bargain for and the consumer can make the best arrangements that he can bargain for.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

ORDERS FOR RETURN

The following Orders for Return were accepted as read, with qualification.
ORDERS FOR RETURNS

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Wolseley.

ORDER NO. 43: On Motion of Mr. Wilson Order for Return.

THAT an Orderofthe House do issue for a return showing the following information concerning
the Manitoba Youth Centre:

1. The number of full-time and part-time employees hired for the year 1975-76.

2. The number of full-time and part-time employees who left during the year 1975-76.

3. The number of full-time and part-time employees hired for the year 1976-77.

4:"The number of full-time and part-time employees who left during the year 1976-77.

ORDER No. 44: On Motion of Mr. Wilson Order for Return.

THAT an Orderof the House do issue for a return showing the following information concerning
the Manitoba Youth Centre:

1. The total cost of replacement of damaged ordestroyed furniture, sinks, mattresses, etc., forthe
year 1975-76.

2.<Thetotal cost of replacement of damaged-or destroyed furniture, sinks, mattresses, etc., for the
year 1976-77.
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3. The total number of juveniles reported or charged with drug possession or alcohol offences for
the year 1975-76.

4. The total number of juveniles reported or charged with drug possession or alcohol offenses for
the year 1976-77.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye.

ORDER NO. 45: On Motion of Mr. Banman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information with respect
to the position of Director, Transportation and Distribution Systems, Manitoba Transportation
Economics Council Secretariat being an agency affiliated with the Department of Industry and
Commerce.

1. What is the date of the appointment of the director who is holding this position at present.

2. What is the Civil Service competition number and the date at which the present director became
a candidate for this position.

3. What is the date at which the present director was appointed to a permanent civil service
position after assuming responsibility for this position.

4. How many years of experience in the field of transportation economics did the present director
have at the time of the appointment.

5. How many years of experience in directing research activities and program development to
improve transportation and distribution industry services did the present director have at the time of
the appointment.

6. How many years of experience in developing and providing transportation policy advice, did
the present director have at the time of the appointment.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

ORDER NO. 46: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the number of T4A slips (statement of
remuneration paid) issued by the Department of Finance for the year 1976, as required by Revenue
Canada.

ORDER NO. 47: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1.Whathas been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Agriculture under
Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending
April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 48: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Attorney-General
under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976 and
ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 49: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return, showing the following information:

1. What has beenthe number of staff appointments made by the Departmentof Civil Service under
Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending
April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.
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4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 50: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Continuing
Education and Manpower under Section 3(1) of the amended -Civil Service Act in the period
beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 51: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for. Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Consumer,
Corporate and Internal Services under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period
beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 52: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Co-operative
Development under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Actin the period beginning March 1st,
1976, and ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service. .

ORDER NO. 53: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Education under
Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending
April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 54: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Executive Council
8under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Actin the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and
ending April 30th, 1977.
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2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 55: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Finance under
Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending
April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 56: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Health and Social
Development under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil ServiceActin the period beginning March 1st,
1976, and ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 57: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Highways under
Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending
April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 58: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Industry and
Commerce under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Ait in the period beginning March 1st,
1976, and ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each. 7. The number and names of
members of this group who have since moved into the permanent Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 59: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:
1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Labour under
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Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beglnnlng March 1st, 297 1976, and
ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.
» 7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 60: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Legislation under
Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending
April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3/ The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

. 7I S_1\"he number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
ivil Service.

ORDER NO. 61: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.
THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return sMowing the following information:
= 1 What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Mines, Resources

and Environmental Management under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period
beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional equalifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 62: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Municipal Affairs
under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and
ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 63: On Motion of Mr. Sheman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the nu mberg staff appointments made by the Department of Northern Affairs
under Section 3(1) of the amendé&d Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and
ending April 30th, 2977 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 64: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.
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THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Public Works
under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and
ending April 30th, 1977. '

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 65: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Tourism,
Recreation and Cultural Affairs under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period
beginning March 1st, 1976, and ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

ORDER NO. 66: On Motion of Mr. Sherman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the following information:

1. What has been the number of staff appointments made by the Department of Urban Affairs
under Section 3(1) of the amended Civil Service Act in the period beginning March 1st, 1976, and
ending April 30th, 1977.

2. The name of each person appointed.

3. The contractual terms of each person appointed.

4. The salary of each employee.

5. The date of each appointment.

6. The educational and professional qualifications of each.

7. The number and names of members of this group who have since moved into the permanent
Civil Service.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La Verendrye.

ORDER NO. 67: On Motion of Mr. Banman Order for Return.

THAT an Order of the House do issue for a return showing the followinginformation with respect
to the President and Chief Executive Officer of Flyer Industries Ltd., the latter being a company
owned by the Manitoba Development Corporation.

1. What is the per diem rate at which the President and Chief Executive is being remunerated at
present.

2. Is this remuneration being paid to him in his own name or is it paid to him in the name of a
company of which he is the owner.

3. What was the President’s “Province of Residence” on:

(a) December 31, 1974;

(b) December 31, 1975;

(c) December 31, 1976.

4. What is the total amount of living cost expenses that have been paid to either the President, or a
company of which he is the owner, in the period commencing with his appointment andending May
31, 1977.

5. How much of the total amount of living cost expenses were accounted for by:

(a) accommodation;

(b) meals;

(c) travel.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, | wonder if with the consent of all of the honourable members, we can
have all of these Orders for Return accepted asread. There is aqualification of course in the Address
for Papers that would apply to any solicitor client relationship and would apply to the governmental
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correspandences.between the. two.governments..With.respect tq.the others, | believe that we are
preparedto accept them all. | might say that with regard to the lastone, Mr. Speaker, | don’t wish it to
be considered a precedence because | don’tbelieve an Order for Return shouldbe answered asto the
commercial operations generally of a corporation. But, with regard to this particular questionwe are
prepared to give the information and that is certainly a special arrangement.

MR. SPEAKER: Is that procedure agreeable? The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR.LYON: On the reservations made by the House Leader, could he specify the Addresses for
Papers for which those reservations apply and do | read him aright thatthey are the usual ones with
respect-to gaining authority from the other jurisdiction number one, and could he amplify on
solicitor-client relationship that he seems to be sensitive about?

MR. GREEN: Well, Mr. Speaker, | am advised that if there is a correspondence where there is a
privilege between the lawyer and the client, maybe the government and the client —the government
may be the client — and that's with regard to the one Address for Papers — that’s the Address for
Papers requested by the Member for Birtle-Russell —that we would reserve for the usual reservation
as requested between the two governments and in the event that there is a client- counsel
relationship that any correspondence ofthatnature would also be subjecttothe desireof the clientto
maintain that relationship.

MR. SPEAKER: Is it agreeable? So Ordered.

MOTION OF CONDOLENCE

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. SCHREYER: Mr. Speaker, pursuant to verbal notice which | gave in this House a couple of
days ago, | would like to proceed with the condolence motion.

Mr. Speaker, three weeks ago, on the passing ofthe late Arthur Wright who was for a period of
eight years a member of this Assembly. The late Arthur Wright was a person who was known to many
= inthis Chamber. He was a person who was obviously held in high esteemby all those who knew him
— certainly held in high esteem by the residents of the municipality and then the City of West
Kildonan. For a period of forty-four years he worked with the Canadian National Railways and |
suspect, Sir, that his record of employment there was indicative of the man in the sense of givinglong
and faithful service to the Canadian National Railways, which was the same kind of service that he
gavetothe people of West Kildonanforatimeasthecouncillor,foratimeasthemayor,foratimeasa
member of the Legislature for that district.

He was a person whom | knew very well and could best describe as one who was never guilty of
over-statement or exaggeration. He was one who although in politics was not given to discussion in
broad generalities and exaggeration,butrather one who felt that the important way to proceed was to
attempt to deal with specifics of every given concrete situation. He was not only distrustful of over-
statement in himself but in others, and who successfully avoided the temptation to speak in glowing
generalities.

Accordingly, it is easy to understand why he was held in high esteem because he was quite
capable of and desirous of giving his time and attention to the details of problems that faced people,
not only as a MLA, but in more recent years as executive assistant to my colleague, the Minister of
Labour. | know personally that he spent a great deal of time dealing with case problems of those
people who in real terms, or in sincerely felt terms thought that they were aggrieved by one or another
administrative procedure or decision of Workmen’s Compensation Board or whatever. Needless to
say, he was not able to perform miracles, but he was able to ensure that citizens who had those
grievances to express, did receive a genuine analysis of all of the pertinent facts surrounding their
problem, real or imagined.

And so, those others who knew him I'm confident would want to summarize their recollection of
him and his contribution here in much the same terms. Even though my remarks are brief, Mr.
Speaker, it should not in any way be interpreted to mean that | felt that anything other than thatthe
late Arthur Wright was an uncommonly conscientious and dedicated public servant in whatever his
capacity.

Accordingly | should like to move, seconded by the Honourable the Member for Seven Oaks, the
Minister of Finance, that this House convey to the family of the late Arthur Wright, who served as a
member of this Assembly, its sincere sympathy in their bereavement and its appreciation of his
devotion to duty in a useful life of active community and public service, and that you, Sir, be
requested to forward a copy of this resolution to the family.

MOTION presented.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR.MILLER: Mr. Speaker, | am really pleased to have the opportunity to second this motion of
condolence. My association with Arthur Wright goes back-many years. When | first moved into West
Kildonan, of course he was already holding public office. | was one of the newcomers intruding intoa
new municipality, and he was one of those who was making it possible for those younger people, the
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new family formations that required housing, but because there was not sufficient land in Winnipeg,
he made it possible for peopie to move into the suburbs, knowing full well that the younger
generation would demand much higher standards of services, schooling, educational facilities and
recreational facilities.

| recall in 1950 a meeting where | had just met him, the plea he made to the residents of the
community that they had an obligation to others to make available building sites and home sites and
not try to because it might adversely affect them, they had an obligation to open up the door, so to
speak, to this municipality so that young families could move in and make a life of it.

After that first initial contact, | came to know Arthur Wright extremely well. We worked togetherin
local matters on many many occasions. | didn’t have the opportunity, by coincidence,toserve at any
one time on the same level of government as he did. | was on the school board and he was on the
council. It was at his urging when he left council that | should take his place on council, and
subsequently at his insistence, literally, when he decided he wanted to leave the Legislature, that |
would have to follow in his footsteps and it was a condition that he posed, as a matter of fact, that he
wanted very much to leave the Legislature, but only if | would follow him.

So | have a great deal to thank Art Wright for. | know the people of West Kildonan feel very very
warmly toward Art Wright. He had been associated with the community for decades. He was
instrumental in starting things within West Kildonan, the beginning of senior citizen housing which
was something very new in those days, and yet which he worked so effectively to bring into being —
Seven Oaks House, recreational facilities, his activities in his church, Kildonan United Church, which
he spent much time on, considering how busy he was. | don’t know really how he found the time, but |
know he was instrumental in the building program of the church, to add toitand to refurbish it, to the
level that it is today.

| guess in talking about Art Wright, frankly, | could talk for half an hour, Mr. Speaker, but | know
that it would not be proper. He was a man of many qualities; | think perhaps the most outstanding
quality that | found was a unique ability to put himself in the next person’s place. No problem was too
small or unimportant. If it was important to the person who was posing the problem, then that
problem was important to Art Wright. He never put down anyone. He took them seriously because he
feltthatif it was aconcern, that he had to share that concern, not simply out of sympathy, but because

-Art Wright had possessed what | consider a true empathy for people, a real instinctive response to
other people’s needs, other people’s fears.

In the latter months of his life when he was hospitalized at the Health Sciences Centre — this is
just an example of the sort of man he was — he was in a wheelchair looking out the window over
William Avenue, and he noticed that the snowploughs had not done such a good job on the sidewalk,
and elderly people going to and from the hospital were having quite a difficult time. He was in great
pain at that time already. He didn’t hesitate. He picked up the phone, he phoned the man who is now
the district superintendent of District C in the City of Winnipeg; the former foreman who worked
under Art Wright as Mayor, he picked it up and said, “This is Art Wright. Something has to be done
about the sidewalk on William Avenue. It is not fair to these old folks tryingto getto the hospital. See
what you can do.” The man told me about it a few weeks later. He told me he was flabbergasted, he
hadn’'t heard from Art Wright for fifteen years, but he instinctively didn’t question it. He picked up the
phone and he phoned the district superintendent of the elderly division and said, “l don’t knowwhat
this is all about. If | get a call from Art Wright that something has to be done, it has to be done.” And
within a halfhour later this was looked after. | mentionthatstory becauseitis sotypical of Art Wright,
thatevenatthattime in his life he thought about others, and he thought about them consistently and
always.

The Province of Manitoba, really, and the community , certainly, of West Kildonan are fortunate
that they had someone like Art Wright to represent them, . both at the local level and at the provincial
level.

I would like to think that perhaps the day will come when all 57 members of this House can even
come close to the quality and the calibre of an Art Wright.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, | would like to join in the motion of condolence to the family of our late
friend and colleague, Arthur Wright. | believe that the Minister of Labour and | are probably the only
two members in the House who served consistently through the same period in this Legislature when
Art Wright was here, from 1958 to 1966. And it was during that time, Sir,that| came toappreciate him
as a man, sitting as he did over in the second row, somewhere in around where the Member for Fort
Rouge sits. And if there are two qualities that one would associate with Arthur Wright, they would be
decency and honour. He was a God-fearing man, a man of very little partisanship. He sat as a member
of the CCF, later the NDP, but | think | do him no disservice when | say that he could have sat equally
as a Conservative or as a Liberal, because you would never know from his speeches really what kind
of ideology or what kind of party he represented, with one or two exceptions.

I remember on one occasion when he introducedwhatusedto be aproverbial resolutionthatwas
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introduced by the old CCF Party with respect to Esperanto, and | think Art Wright felt just about as
much at sea with Esperanto as the rest of us in the House, and he expected the resolution to go down
to defeat, which, as | recall, it did. But that was a rare occasion when he associated himself with
something, probably that his Honourable Leader of the day said, “Art, | think you've got to take this
one on this session.” | think he passed it around from time to time and it fell to Art’s lot on one
occasion.

But he was everything that the First Minister and the Minister of Finance have said about him in
such moving terms, a decent and honourable and a God-fearing man, a creditto this Legislature, a
credit to his community, and may | say, a creditto his party as well. So we shall miss himin his familiar
posture around these halls, where he was such a competent executive assistant to his old friendand
colleague, the Minister of Labour. We will all miss him for the generousness of the service that he
provided to all members of the House with respect to any enquiries that we had through the
Department of Labour. But we’ll miss him more importantly, Mr. Speaker, as an uncommonly fine
gentlemen which he was. Sowe join in full heart, in the Motion of Condolence to Mrs. Wright and to
the family.

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

MR. GORDON E. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, | would like to associate the Liberal group with the
sentiments that have been expressed by the First Minister, the Minister of Finance, and the Leader of
the Official Opposition. As the Leader of the Official Opposition has said, probably only two
members sat with him for the whole eight years — myself and the Member for Assiniboia, | believe, sat
with him for four of those eight years and we came to know him. Everything that has been said about
him in the past few minutes is quite true.

One quality that | think we all . noticed in the late Art Wright when he was in debate, he was not
wont to be cutting or sarcastic — and some of us, | am afraid, have been and still will be in the future, |
suppose — but | have never ever heard Art Wright be sarcastic or cutting in debate even when his
feelings were aroused or he had a sincere stake in whatever matter was being debated. The other
thing | remember about Art so well is that when he did go to work for the Minister of Labour and
specialized in cases of the problems that were associated with Workmen’s Compensation, that Art
did not treat that as a nine to five job. He really put his heart and his feelinginto the work. And even if
the case was — and | plead guilty of giving him some pretty tough cases from my constituency —and
even if they were hopeless, he would still try, he would still do his absolute best, and even if it took
months, he would always report back in a month ortwo months later, exactly whathe had triedtodo
for the person who felt that he needed the help that was being called for.

So, Mr. Speaker, we in the Liberal group are proud to associate ourselves with this Resolutionin
sending condolences to the Art Wright family and his friends.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

HONOURABLE RUSSELL PAULLEY (Transcona): Mr. Speaker, having had the honour and
privilege of being associated with Art Wright for over 40 years, | think it is fitting and proper that |
should join in this Motion of Condolence. We served together in our respective departments at the
CNR. We were engaged in municipal business at approximately the same time in this Legislative
Assembly, and then shortly after becoming the Minister of Labour, Art and | became reunited when
he became my Executive Assistant. | always truly appreciated the qualities and character of this
outstanding person.

As | stand here today, Mr. Speaker, in my mind's eye | canseemany people coming in to the office
of Art Wright, which adjoined mine, depressed, handicapped and on many an occasion, people who
had felt that they had come to the end of the rope, figuratively speaking. Artwould talk to them and
invariably say, “Come on, let's godown to the cafeteria and have a cup of coffee, and then we’ll come
back and we'll look into your problems.” And the difference of the expression on these people’s faces
was a marvel tosee. | think that if there is areincarnation, it would be fitting and proper for Artto come
in to the active field of psychology or psychiatric services, because he really and trulywas a healer of
problems of men.

I was honoured, Mr. Speaker, atthe holding of thelastritesatWest Kildonan Church for Art, to be
able to say a few words of the outstanding qualities of this person. Since his passing, | have become
more appreciative of his involvement in the work that he did. When he went into hospital, | started to
really realize his input on behalf of people of all constituencies in the Province of Manitoba. And as
the Leader of the Opposition said, he was no narrow-minded politician. He considered his role in his
job to serve the people of Manitoba regardless of any political leanings.

| know, Mr. Speaker, as indeed all members of the Assembly will know, that similar motions some
day, will be presented in this Assembly for each and every one of us. And | trust and 8 hope that in
hearing this motion today, that we all remember and try to emulate and duplicate the type of service
that Art gave to Manitoba. There is no question or doubt, Mr. Speaker, that | join in extending to Pearl,
the two girls and the son of Art Wright, our deep appreciation for a job well done.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, | would say thatArtand | had plans forthe future. He had a little camp
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down at Beaver Creek and we had decided some months ago that we would leave the office across
the hall together, and that in the ensuing years we would continue the happy association that we had.
Manitoba lost a good | lost a great friend as indeed he was a friend to all, aman we can all look to as
one who really distinguished himself during his sojourn on earth.

MR. SPEAKER: In accepting and agreeing to the Motion of Condolence, would the honourable
members please rise for a moment of silence.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

MR. SPEAKER: Before we proceed, | wonder if the Honourable Member for Flin Flon wishes to
make a change.

MR. THOMAS BARROW: Yes, I'd like to make two changes in Law Amendments Committee, Mr.
Speaker. The name of Green replaces that of Paulley, R., and the name of Bostrom replace that of
Dillen. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: Is it agreed?(Agreed) The Honourable House Leader.

ADJOURNED DEBATES ON SECOND READING

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, Bill No.81,andwhat | am proposing, Mr. Speaker, is thatwe move from
Bills 81 to 84 to 87 and that we then adjourn to Law Amendments Committee, if there is any time
before 4:30.

BILL (NO. 81) — AN ACT TO AMEND
THE EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS ACT (3).

MR. SPEAKER: Bill No. 81. The Honourable Member for Fort Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, | want to acknowledge the fact that the Minister of Labour kindly
distributed his notes on this bill to me prior to his introduction of the bill for second reading
yesterday. | appreciated receiving his speaking notes. Unfortunately, | didn’t have the opportunity to
assess them and absorb them, and as a consequence, when the Minister introduced the bill for
second reading yesterday, | adjourned debate, wishing some time to study his notes and considerthe
legislation. Iseenoreason, Sir, why the legislation should be held atthis time, or should be prevented
from going to Committee and moving through further stages of the legislative process. As the
Minister explained, the amendments that are proposed to The Employment Standards Act here are
essentially technical in nature. Certainly where they deal with the moneys that are ordered or owing
to either party — employer or employee — with respect to termination requirements, the provisions
in the bill seem to be desirable in that they eliminate some of the difficulties existing at the present
time and bring a consistency to the legislation. Those having to do with wage collection procedures -
under the The Payment of Wages Act essentially seem to have the same effect. The only area, Sir, in
which | would have some reservations — but they’re certainly not reservations that would impel me to
delay passage of the bill — are those in Section 10 dealing with the service of orders, notices and
other documents on persons; that amendments will add a clause to the bill, Sir, that now make it
clear, as the Minister pointed out that such documents and orders may be served on an officer ora
director of a corporation. The Minister says the reason for this is that the existing Act does not spell
this out explicitly, and presumably he wants to spell it out explicitly and as a consequence, we have
that particular amendment in front of us now. | see no reason for delaying the bill or the amendments
on those grounds. | had felt that if that particular provision was spelled out fairly explicitly, or as
explicitly as | would have liked to have seen it spelled out in the existing legislation — obviously the
Minister feels that there is a little bit of a leeway there that needed to be addressed and corrected and
that’s the reason for the additional clause in the bill before us now.

But | want to thank the Minister for having distributed those speaking notes to me yesterday.lam
sorry | could not take advantage ofthem. If | had been able to, we would have been ableto move the
bill into Committee 24 hours earlier. But, Sir, as faras | am concerned and my partyareconcerned, it
can certainly go there now.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Assiniboia.

MR. PATRICK: Mr. Speaker, | have noreasonto hold the bill back. | ampreparedtoletitgointo —
| believe, it's going in to Law Amendments and | feel that | am prepared to let the bill go. It's not of a
very serious and important nature and deals with the serving of orders and notices and | see nothing
wrong with that. Perhaps most ofthe bill is dealing with essential administrative mattersandsome of
the amendments do deal with the Labour Board to give the Board some discretionary powers to deal
with situations where the employer or the employee may be partly at fault after receiving notices, so |
see no reason and I'm prepared to let the bill go.

QUESTION put, MOTION carried.

MR. SPEAKER: Bill No. 84, the Honourable Member for Gladstone.
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MR. JAMES R. FERGUSON: Stand, Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKER: Bill No. 87, the Honourable Member for Gladstone.

MR. FERGUSON: Stand, Mr. Speaker.

R. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader.

R. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, | wanted to deal with Bill No. 49. | noticed that it is in the name of the
Honourable Member for Birtle-Russell. | wonder if he is wanting to speak to this.

A MEMBER: We will just wait.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Gladstone.

MR. FERGUSON: While we're waiting, if | may, | have one substitution for Law Amendments.

MR. SPEAKER: Very well.

MR. FERGUSON: I'd like to substitute the Honourable Member for Rhineland for the Member for
Brandon West.

MR. SPEAKER: Is it agreed? So ordered.

BILL (NO. 49) — AN ACT TO AMEND THE LIQUOR CONTROL ACT

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Birtle-Russell, Bill No. 49. The honourable member
has 15 minutes left of his time.

MR. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Dealing with the question that is before us, and that is
basically the reason that is given by various people fora motion of abillnot being read now, but being
read six months hence. Mr. Speaker, this is a move that has been used by various members of the
Legislature at various times for reasons of their own choosing. | think there are times, Sir, when bills
definitely need to be looked at in the light of calm enquiry after a rather hectic session in the
Legislature.

At this particular time, we’ve been working for at least three weeks under speed-up — morning,
afternoon and evening sittings — sometimes going till 2:.30 in the morning. And under those
conditions, | would hesitate to say that there are very few members of this Chamber that are
operating at their full mental capabilities at this particular time in the session.

A MEMBER: Except for the Member for Radisson.

MR. GRAHAM: Most of them are tired, mentally drained, physically tired, but more especially,
mentally tired at this time. Under those conditions, there are somebills that are very very important to
many people, that probably should be reconsidered. And | would suggest, Sir, thatif the Member for
Radisson feelsthat this is abillthat fallsintothatcategory, then by all means use the six-month hoist.
But, quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, | can think of half a dozen other bills in this Chamber that do need
serious reconsideration.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable Member for Flin Flon state his matter of privilege.

MR. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, before the member goes into a long speech | would like him to
understand that there are people on this side of the House, and | am included, that will vote against
that hoist.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. That's not a matter of privilege. The Honourable Member for Birtle-
Russell.

MR. GRAHAM: Mr. Speaker, it's not up to me to tellany member ofthe Legislaturehowto vote on
any particular issue. | would say that every member should think very carefully aboutit. Al | want to
do is serve notice, or not serve notice, but to indicate to members that there are some pieces of
legislation before this Chamber that probably should have a six-month hoist given to them. And |
think that when those matters are considered, that every member should think conscientiously about
it, and when the particular issue comes up, | would hope that every member gives it serious personal
consideration, Just as we are giving serious personal consideration hereto a motion by anindividual
in the Chamber. So, Mr. Speaker, with those few words, | would sincerely hope that this motion be
dealt with very seriously by the members of the Chamber.

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

MR. GORDON E. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, | only wish to make a very brief statement about the
motion made by the Member for Radisson. We, that is the Liberal group, feel that in fairness to the
member who proposed this resolution, and also due to the widespread public interest that has been
evidenced by correspondence and phone calls and so on, we think that the motion made by the
Member for Radisson should be defeated and the members of the House should be able to dispose of
the bill. I know there is a time and a place for the six-month hoist motion, and perhaps in the opinion
of others opposite this is the time forit, butwedon’tthink so. Wethink thatthe people in the province
have been listening to the debate on this matter for some months now and we think that they are
entitled to have a clear answer from the 56 voting members of the Legislature. Thank you.

QUESTION put.

MR. USKIW: Yeas and Nays, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. SPEAKER: Very well. Call in the members. Order please. The motion before the House is the
amendment to Bill 49.
A STANDING VOTE was taken, the result being as follows:
YEAS: Messrs. Adam, Bostrom, Burtniak, Cherniack, Derewianchuk, Dillen, Doern, Evans,
Gottfried, Green, Hanuschak, Jenkins, Johannson, McBryde, Miller, Paulley, Pawley,
Shafransky, Uruski, Uskiw, Walding.
NAYS: Messrs. Axworthy, Banman, Barrow Blake, Boyce, Brown, Einarson, Enns,
Ferguson, Graham, Henderson, G. Johnston, F. Johnston Jorgenson, Lyon, McGill, McKenzie,
Malinowski, Minaker, Osland, Patrick, Schreyer, Sherman, Toupin, Wilson.

MR. CLERK: Yeas 21; Nays 25.

MR. SPEAKER: In my opinion, the Nays have it and | declare the motion lost.

Are you ready for the question on the main motion? The Honourable Minister of Mines.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, | havesat in the Legislature for a long time and | think that probably this
is the first occasion when | have seen people who are against a measure also voting against a six-
month hoist. So perhaps we have reincarnated the meaning in this Legislature of a six-month hoist. |
think that the Member for St. Johns attributed to a six-month hoist in a previous bill, a different
meaning to the meaning that would result in the rejection of the bill. That seems to have caught on. If
it has caught on for this vote, Mr. Speaker, so be it.

Let me say this, Mr. Speaker, without any equivocation whatsoever, that | have sat in the
Legislature for many years and my understanding of a six-month hoist is to effectively kill the bill.
When | voted against the sales tax, | voted for a six-month hoist on the sales tax. Igotupandsaid the
reason | am voting forthis hoistis notbecause | wantit brought back six months hence, but because |
believe that it kills the bill.

When the Tories voted for a six-month hoist on Autopac, | don’t think they voted that six months
hence it would be brought back. | think thattheywereagainst Autopac. In any event, Mr. Speaker, let
me make it clear, that when | voted for the hoist, | was not addressing myself to the question that this
bill would be returned in six months. | recognized this as being one of the parliamentary ways in
which a measure is defeated, and if | can defeat it on the first vote, | will defeat it on the first vote; if |
have to wait for the second vote; | will- try to defeat it on the second vote.

| am now speaking on the principle of the bill, Mr. Speaker, which | indicated | would, and | wish to
speak against the principle of this bill because, Mr. Speaker, | believe in more moderation in drinking
habits. Andif that is anomalous to some ofthe members here, then some of them understood it when
| said that | am speaking against a bill which said how information shall become free; because | said
that that bill would restrict the freedom of information; that without the bill, information would be
freer and with the bill, information would be restrictive.

It is my opinion, Mr. Speaker, that the passing of this bill would lead to a deterioration of the
drinking habits of the people in our community. Therefore, for that reason, Mr. Speaker, and because
| believe in moderation and because | believe in the principles that are being pushed by the Member
for La Verendrye, that is, an attempt to reduce some of the problems with respect to drinking, | am
voting against this bill. | believe, Mr. Speaker, that in our society the major problem that results with
respect to the consumption of alcohol results because of the attitudinal problems that we have
developed vis-a-vis alcohol.

| remember that the former member Douglas Campbell said about liquor legislation “I have a
simple rule; that what is more restrictive, | will vote for; that what is less restrictive, | will vote against.”
| respect that and | believe that that is what the Member for La Verendrye is doing. But in stating that
axiom, the former Member for Lakeside gave me an axiom: Whatis for greater freedom, | willvotefor;
what is restrictive of freedom, | will vote against. And | have done that, Mr. Speaker, | have done that
—(Interjection)— | have done that, ha, ha.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. GREEN: | have done that in every area of activity, Mr. Speaker, since | first came into the
Legislature in 1966, with respect to matters affecting the conduct and morals of human beings. And if
the honourable member doesn’t want to accept that, | don’t give a damn what the Member for Fort
Rouge accepts, because, Mr. Speaker, his example is not one that | would look to.

| am going to speak to other honourable members who have listened in the past, regardless of
whether they are Conservatives or New Democrats, and who know the position that | have taken on
these questions, and | say to them, Mr. Speaker, in my view —anditis my opiniononly — I cannotbe
so dogmatic as the Member for Fort Rouge, who does not only express his view but expresses
doctrines from on high which are divine and not to be argued against. | am suggesting, Mr. Speaker,
that the greatest problem that we have with regard to liquor is that we, the legislators, have elevated
liquor to a category and to an enticement that would never be there if we-had not placed so much
importance on indicating that it is prohibitive.

When | first spoke on this question in 1966, we were talking about liquor advertising, and at that
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time | made the statement, Mr. Speaker, that the greatest advertisement was the prohibition, that
when Eve ate the apple, it wasn’t because it was advertised, it was because it was prohibited. And it
was the prohibition that caused her to move in the direction of that apple.

The honourable members will recall that approximately a week ago when | spoke in this House, |
indicated, Mr. Speaker, that | had my first drink at the age of seven — and | wasn’t wrong about the
figure, itwasatthe age of seven days, because at seven days there is, and | explainedit, aprocedure
within the community of which | am a memberand the faith of which | am a member which says that a
certain operation will be performed, and at the conclusion of that operation, Mr. Speaker, the person
performing it dabs the babies lips with hard liquor, not wine, hard liquor, and the baby’s attitude
toward the operation changes immediately.

| want to say, Mr. Speaker, that | believe that in the area of censorship, | believe in the area of
alcohol, that freedom given a chance will result in moderate consumption of alcohol. Restrictions
carried out to their ultimate conclusion, which is prohibition, and any gradient along the lines will
result in distorted attitudes with regardtoalcohol,andthat whatthis Legislatureislookingforisnota
law but an attitude dealing with the moderate use of alcohol.

| believe that that attitude, Mr. Speaker, is reversed by the passing of a law with respecttoit, and
we have seen it every time we have had more restrictive legislation passed. So to the honourable
members opposite particularly, who continually talk about freedom, | say give freedom a chance,
that freedom given a chance will result in much more moderate attitudes toward alcohol.

| also say, Mr. Speaker, give responsibility a chance. The telling of people that they are
irresponsible is what makes them irresponsible, and when we tell the eighteen-sear-olds in our
community that they are irresponsible, that does more harm toward their developing a sensible
attitude toward drinking thanallthefreedomintheworld. And | say to gentlemen opposite that | have
seen it happen, that | have seen it happen in many communities, that where liquor is treated, not as
something which is dealt with in moderation, but is not restricted, that you have far more success
than in those areas where you tell people that they are prohibited.

So, Mr. Speaker, | make here a plea on the partof both freedom and on the part of responsibility. If
we want our eighteen-year-olds to be responsible people, we should not tell them that they are
irresponsible. If wesay to our eighteen-year-olds, “You have the responsibility as adult citizens in our
society,” you do not then, atthe same breath, tell them that they are not responsible enough to be
adults.

Mr. Speaker, the worst part of the bill is the hypocrisy of it. The thing thatweare prohibitingis the
thing that if you will go to in any area where the highest activities of society are carried on, we find
people imbibing alcohol. Whenwe go to Government House, we aredrinkingalcohol. Whenwegoto
any of the finest receptions, we are engaging in alcohol. When we look at any movie or television
performance, you see people using alcohol. And the use in moderation, Mr. Speaker, we cannot say
that it is bad, because society does itin its most, /, | repeat, sophisticated endeavour. And you cannot
both tell people that it is something which is done in the finest of company and in the finest of
circumstances, but it is prohibited for an eighteen-year-old because he is irresponsible.

Now it will be said that the position that | am taking with regard to eighteen could be taken with
regard to seventeen, and it could be taken with regard to sixteen. And, yes, Mr. Speaker, | have no
hesitation in saying that. | say that if we had now law —(Interjection)— laws, and | am not talking
about attitudes, because attitudes can be far more compelling motivators of human beings than are
laws; sometimes laws are deliberately broken — but if a person develops a positive attitude toward
the consumption of alcoholic beverages, then you don’t need any law. And if you ask me, Mr.
Speaker, that what | am saying, if it applies, could apply to seventeen and sixteen-year-olds,
certainly.

In my own family, Mr. Speaker — and | touch wood because it could happen anywhere and | need
not consider myself so lucky or so wise as to have itexcluded — in my own family the consumption of
alcohol | hope has never been done in excess. And it has always been considered a normal feature of
some functions in the home, atthe age of seven days, atthe age of ayear, atany age. And trying to put
an age on it, Mr. Speaker, is to tell people thattheyareirresponsible, and there is no greater way of
making people adopt irresponsible attitudes than having a group of legislators hypocritically say
than an eighteen-year-old is irresponsible and cannot consume alcoholic beverages.

So | plead with the honourable members, and | think that this is an important bill. | plead with the
honourable members to take a chance on freedom — it works; to take a chance on dealing with
people responsibly, because if you show them the confidence that you believe them to be
responsible, then they will be responsible.

I say, Mr. Speaker, that in taking that chance, they are not going to create a terrible liquor problem
in our society, because that liquor problem has already been created with the kinds of restrictions,
with the kinds of laws that legislators have passed with all good intention of trying to avoid those
problems. | say try the opposite course for a change, Mr. Speaker, and | am fully confidentthat it will
lead to what the Honourable Member for La Verendrye is looking for — moderation, and the normal
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consumption of alcoholic beverages.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside.

MR. ENNS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, | haven’'t spoken on this bill before and | really
hadn’t intended to do so, lest | be cast in any hypocritical role. However, | am prompted to rise
because of the comments just made by the Honourable Member, the Minister of Mines and
Resources, and particularly because of what has become a bit of a hallmark of this government in
their willingness, indeed their eagerness, to grant unrestricted freedoms when it comesto questions
of, | suppose, morality, when it comes to questions of drug use, when it comes to questions of no
censorship in our movies, when it comes to pornography, when it comes to drinking and the use of
alcoholic beverages. | think the honourable, your colleague, the former Minister of Highways and
Transportation, used to have some kindly things to say about some members opposite on this
particular subject from time to time. But my purpose is notto belabour that point, except to underline
it, that once again that point is being made by the honourable member and perhaps there is some
truth to him.

| think that | am of course going to chart two extreme courses, neither of which is right, because
members opposite are not quite prepared, are they, to follow the arguments that are often sologically
presented by the House Leader to the point that you would want to have no age limit — it has been
mentioned by some — no age limit on any kind of abusing drugs, no age limit to the exploitation of
children in pornography films, no age limit to having five and six and eight-year-olds being
employed, indeed, enslaved, in the film industry, so that the sexual deviates of this country can get
some particular satisfaction out of it. Certainly not.

But | want to tell you, Mr. Speaker, how quickly the restrictions or the willingness for r.emovingall
restrictions fade from honourable members opposite, that is of course when you deal with economic
matters, when wedeal with the size that farms should be, whenwedealwithwho can buy farm land,
whenwedeal with who can sell automobile insurance, whenwedealwiththe entrepreneur, whenwe
deal with the farmer, then we are all prepared to talk about the restrictions of freedoms; then we are
prepared to legislate in this Chamber what should constitute the size of afarm, who can buy one. We
are prepared to divide Manitoba citizens into different classifications as to who can own land and
who can’town land. Put on the question of whether somebody should be drinking at age eighteen or
nineteen, we get a plea, and an earnest plea,that calls for unlimited freedom, unlimited freedom,
unlimited —(Interjection)— No, | am twigging the Honourable House Leader a little bit and
honourable members opposite, because of how easily they can fall into their own dogmatic trap
about when they talk about unlimited freedom and its results. Honourable members opposite cannot
support unbridled freedom in the economic sense, because their argument is that it ends up hurting
people, and it does. | don’t support it and we don’t support it on this side.

Unbridled freedom in some of the questions dealing withitemslike this in front of usthatdeal with
mind-abusing, spiritually-abusing alcohol, drugs, or other questions of morality also end up hurting
people; or dowe close our eyestothetragic aftermaths of some ofthis? Dowe close our eyestowhat
fills up our institutions? Do we close our eyes to our hospitals? Do we close our eyes to the people,
adults and children, that are maimed daily, monthly, on our highways because of alcohol abuse?

So, Mr. Speaker, those are the two extreme positions, neither of which are correct. We accept
some bridling in of these particular freedoms. Our society accepts that and you accept that. So don’t
talk to me about this nonsense about if we do away with all restrictions, that we will arrive at that
ultimate utopia, because there are people that, for different reasons, physical, mental, and certainly
these are some of the reasons that we talk and we from time to time, whetherwedoitwell,allwedois
we reflect those people that putus into these chairsto make these decisions fromtimetotime.Butwe
attempt to regulate, we attempt to restrict, certain actions of fellow citizens in the use of andin the
handling of different things that can, not in their innate self but in their use, be injurious to the
persons themselves and to other people around them.

Weare talking about passing gun laws in this country right now, and | will bet you on the gun law
restrictions you will all be standing up and supporting it. Every New Democratic national memberin
Ottawa will support the gun law legislation now being introduced in the House, because you assume,
not thatthat gun by itself is going to stand up there and kill somebody, ornotthatthat gun byitselfis
going to walk out of a hardware store and be party to a holdup, but because it can be used
indiscriminately, it can be used indiscriminately. —(Interjections)—

Mr. Speaker, if the Honourable Member for Ste. Rose would even suggestthat| am out of order,
then, Sir, | would hope that you would begin to nod to him that he doesn’t know what he is talking
about, because | am talking specifically to the bill. | am speaking specifically to the bill and in
particulartothe comments that were made by the Honourable Member for Inkster,the House Leader.
| am asking him to take his logical argumenttoits final conclusion, no restrictions, then let us remove
any reference to age in the drinking laws of this province. Let us remove them. —(Interjection)—
Well, then, let’s hear that amendment. If we are tohear any charges, any discussion of hypocrisy in
this House, if we are to hear any charges of hypocrisy in this House then let's move in that direction.
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Mr. Speaker, the point of course | do want to make is that we have in fact moved in what many
people in our society and in this province believe too quickly and too fast, too carelessly and too
recklessly in this direction. The fact that we have allowed the permissive society to so invade our
homes, the privacy of our homes, the fact that we have lost so much control in terms ofthe kind of
damaging, long-term damaging use of alcohol or drugs surely can't be denied.

So somewhere in between those extreme positions, somewhere in between those extreme
positions is, as usual, the right procedure. It is a position of the centre. And the reason for this
amendment of raising the drinking age from eighteen to nineteen, the reason why it is here isthat it
has been created because of specific problems, specific problems that have been drawn to our
attention by those persons most directly involved in the educational systemin our province, namely,
the Association of School Trustees in this Province of Manitoba, who have sent in an endorsation, a
resolution, asking for the legislators of this province to make such a move. It has been sent in by those
very people who deal with our students at that critical age in our schools. The Teachers’' Society, they
have sent in a resolution dealing in this area. —(Interjection)— Am | out there?

A MEMBER: No! No! No!

MR.ENNS: Well, maybe I'm. . .lamtoldthat, unlike the honourable memberwhotooka moment
to remember, took a moment to remember, that | am now exaggerating. But let’'s get back. Let’s get
back. Those persons directly responsible, and very often surely, have the responsibility in the sense
that they arethe parents, the parents who have taken enoughinterest to stand up and very oftenactin
the thankless job of being the trustees for our educational system, they have suggested this
particular measure.

The suggestion has come from many individual constituents, and surely the question when
asked, when raised on any kind of a poll, it is reflected. | want to tell you, itis nosecret,we havedone
our little bit of polling when we sent out a members’ piece of information from the Chamber, like
many other members, and we put that question on our franking piece, and the answerscame backin
somewhat frightening uniformity, at the rate of 85 percent in favour of this particular measure —
should the drinking age be raised — as opposed to 10or 12 percent against. The poll that was carried
out, admittedly just a straw poll, by one of our Winnipeg newspapers, The Winnipeg Tribune. The
Winnipeg Tribune came out with precisely the same percentage figures — 85to 15 percent. Iltdoesn't
matter, but over a thousand, seventeen hundred people phoned in one day — took the offerof one of
our daily newspapers, The Winnipeg Tribune who were invited to phone in on this particular
question, and the percentage came in — 85 percent in favour.

Well, what are we doing here ladies and gentlemen? What are we doing, Mr. Speaker, if we should
not be attempting to reflect those very people that have elected us to this House? Surely on issues
like this, particularly on issues like this which rarely have taken the colour of partisan politics, my
experience in this House has always been that on liquor questions we have had free votes. We have
always had a free vote on liquor questions, so it is not a question of NDP politics or Conservative or
Liberal politics. All the more, Mr. Speaker, is why we should be listening, whether they’re super
sophisticated or not, but that those indicators that we have from our constituents, the Tribune poll
showed us that 85 percent of the people right here in the immediate area of Winnipeg, given an
opportunity, were prepared to phone in and so offer that opinion. Our polls — I'm satisfied that 85
percent of my constituents want me to speak in precisely the way I'm speaking today. They want
them to vote in that way.

That's the point and that's the gist of my few remarks, Mr. Speaker. I'm suggesting that there is a
very good reason not to get into the totality of the argument that the Honourable Minister of Mines
and Natural Resources puts forward, that kind of argument in principle as to whether restrictions
create more abuse, and whethertotal freedom would be the answer to resolve this question. | rather
suspect that there’s a fair bit of merit in what the Honourable Minister is saying, but the fact of the
matter is we have some responsibility to represent our constituents. But, I'm very very satisfied that
the bill that the Member for La Verendrye is bringing forward — the manner and way in which | am
voting on it as a private member — and | invite other members to consider voting on it as private
members in the long-standing tradition of this House that we have always treated, we have always
treated matters of morality in such a manner. There has never been a stigma placed on that. Nobody
is going to suggest that if you vote for oragainstit thatthatis a New Democratic Party position or that
this is a Conservative position. Don't call call us old fogey'’s, they may call us traditionalists, or they
may call us out of touch with the younger set, but | want to tell you thatthe member that brought this
bill in, he took the time, he took the time to canvas numerous high schools — over 2,000 students of
the very age affected — G rade XII. It was a surprising resulit.

So, Mr. Speaker, | would ask the honourable members opposite to really search themselves, and
ask themselves whether or not they cannot accept the idea, whether it satisfies them on the kind of
purist position as to what s right or whatis wrong in this matter. Can they not accept the factthatwe
do accept certain restrictions from time to time on our behaviour? We're considering very specific
restrictions in otherareas right now, use of firearms already mentioned, and | couldn’t help of course,
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but throw in the fact that you members opposite are very prone to restrict us, or place restrictionson
the society as a whole when it deals with economic matters. Then it becomes a very virtuous
principle. Well, that's the question of freedom | suppose, and that’s the definition of freedom with
which we'll have to quarrel with from time to time. }

But, Mr. Speaker, the bill deserves the favourable consideration that | know in my heart that a
number of members opposite would be prepared to give it. | believe that there has been some degree
of pressure put on them, particularly in this, an election year, where they are a little concerned or
nervous about doing anything thatmayin fact, influence asegmentofthe voter whichthey think they
have a particular attachment for, and they are wrong. —(Interjection) — The bill deserves support,
Mr. Speaker, and | intend to support it.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

MR. MILLER: Well, Mr. Speaker, | didn't really think that | would have an opportunity to speak on
this bill, because | thought the last vote taken would have resolved the matter. However, it hasn’t, so |
thought maybe I'd contribute something. I've listened to the Member for Lakeside. | heard little of
what the Minister of Mines and Natural Resources said. The suggestion is thatpolls are taken and the
polls have indicatedby those who responded to the polls and that is a small percentage as arule, a
certain interest, certain desire. | know polls were taken across this country on capital punishment
and | know that if those polls hadbeenfollowed thevotein parliament wouldhavebeenaresounding
vote in favour of capital punishment. Andaccording tothe Member for Lakeside, it should have been.
Well, maybe he’s brought into this House and feels that he has to go back to sound out his electorate
all the time. | think when people elect the Member for Lakeside they elect someone who they feel has
a mind, can think, can evaluate, can make judgment based on his understanding of issues, and they
expect him to use his God-given sense and his intellect to make decisions. And that’s why he’s sent
here.

On the issue of capital punishment, a decision was made in the House of Commons which | think
ran contrarytothe public mood. | would go one step further, | would suggest that if a poll was taken
by honourable members of either side. . . —(Interjection)— Is that for my benefit? | didn't hear it.

Mr. Speaker, if you wanted to look for an issue on which to vote, and create another issue, let’s
look at driving at age 16. When that 16-yearold is suddenly permitted under our law to get behind the
wheel of a killer instrument, which kills more than anything else in our society, more people are killed
through automobile accidents than are killed in wars according to statistics, and it's done
consistently every long week-end, every day of the week. You put a poll to people whether or notthe
driving age should be raised from 16 to 17 or 18, and | predictan awful surprise to alot of people. You
will find a great percentage favouring an increase in that age. —(Interjection)— And, the member
says we should do it. Well, with all due respect tothe member, | think if he was faced with that he .
mighttalk a little differently. Mr. Speaker, no one denies that there is a problem. lam notgoingtogo
the route taken by the Minister of Mines and Natural Resources and say, well really this is a moral
thing, there’s a hangup about drinking, let's remove it all. There are practical things, there is the
practical problem. In a society which has acquired a certain life-style, you just can’t dismiss it with a
snap of the finger. But | think, Mr. Speaker, that the issue is not whether that 18-year old drinks or
doesn't drink, the problemis that therearepeoplewhoaregetting into beverageroomsand into bars,
etc., who really shouldn’t be and there is a problem on the part of those who are dispensing the
beverage in being able to identify by looking, literally, to satisfy themselves whether in fact this
person is qualified and is of age. And | think that's where the problem arises, at least that is what's
been conveyed to me by people who are in the business.

When | was 18, and my drinking age happened to be 21, but | can tell you at 21 | had a great deal of
difficulty convincing bartenders and others that in fact| was of legal age. | was quite a bit older before
that came about even though, one incidentthe Member for St. Johns gave to the House, in the United
States somehow | was accepted. But the problem is one of enforcement. I'm one of those and think
the Minister of Health once proposed it, or one of the members, suggesting that there be made
available to young people who have difficulties getting into a beverage room but who are of age, an 1D
card — not just a birth certificate which can be handed out from Johnny to Tony to Michael to
anybody else, they just passit on, but an ID card be available with a photographindicating the date of
birth and a picture of the individual. The onus is, Mr. Speaker, on those who feel that they have a right
to enterinto a facility that serves liquor. The onus is on them to provethatin fact they havethatright.
The onus is not on the beverage roomoperator to prove that heis correctin refusing to serve liquorto
someone under age. If in the opinion of waiter or the owner or the operator of the facility, if that
person feels that the individual on the premises is under age, | think the law says very clearly he just
does not serve them, and the onus is therefore on the person whofeels aggrieved to prove otherwise.
Therefore, with a system of ID cards with photographs then that onus would require that they could
getthat sort of card, they could get that sort of identification and that particular problem would be -
resolved.
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On the other argument that we have heard that the older ones buy drinks for the younger ones, Mr.
Speaker, that was done in my day and in my day at age 17 in high school, where the age of 21 was the
legal age then, | can tell you at the graduation of the high school that | attended, it flowed and it
flowed pretty freely. And | can tell you before the age of majority —whichwaschanged in this House
— and in West Kildonan which is a fine upstanding community, there was great concern at
graduations in the high schools, because at 18 and 17, the beer and the liquor cans the morning after
were all over the place, and very disturbed parents, and no one knows where it cane from and how it
got there but it got there. So this is not new, it's endless. | agree there should be enforcement because
our society is not ready to go the whole route, and | agree therefore that if we do set a limit, do seta
magical figure, that we have to certainly think in terms of the ones who are providing the facilities and
those who want to make use of those facilities, and that some identification, the onus to get that
identification is on the individual who feels he or she has the right to have access to the facility. The
right of the owner or the waiter to refuse access | think is in law, itis their right to do so and if we had
that kind of identification | think it would serve that purpose and other purposes as well, where the
age is a factor. | think that plus then, adequate law enforcement, law enforcementwould doiit. Butto
simply raise it by an artificial twelve months, | honestly don't think it's going to really meetthe needs
of those that are concerned because | think you are playing with numbers, and | don’tthinkitisreally
going to make any difference.

I can see nineteen. | can see, a year from now, somebody saying, “It hasn’t worked; let's go to
twenty. It hasn’t worked; let’s got to twenty-one. Let’s keep going.” And there are always going to be
people who . . . you know the higher you go, the more breaches of the law there are going to be,
because if it is at nineteen then the eighteen-year olds are going to be found at fault; if it is twenty,
then the nineteen-year olds and all the younger ones are going to be breaking the law.

So | think when we decided that the age of majority —anditwas, | think, unanimous onthe partof
this House — the age of majority was eighteen, that an eighteen-year old can sign a contract,canbe
sued, can be held liable, can enter into an agreement, when all those things were permitted — and at
eighteen can certainly drive a car, been driving it for two years — and those things were permitted.
Stand for office, vote, get elected, when those were done, then | think we made a decision which now
we are sort of trying to — not modify, but trying to, becuase of a particular issue, trying to get around
in a very narrow way.

I don’t think we are addressing the problem adequately, | think the problem, in the final analysis, is
an attitude toward liquor, education toward the consumption of alcoholic beverages, and that
shouldn’t just start at a certain magical age, it should startat the very beginning so a child grows up
with thatkind ofattitude. You can’tignoreituntil age eighteen or seventeen or nineteen and suddenly
say, “Now you are going to be educated to the use of alcohol.” That's nonsense. Either you are
brought up in an atmosphere where there is a certain respect for the fact that you are drinking and
using a beverage which can be harmful, an understanding of what it means and the implications
thereof. You start with a youngster or you have lost the opportunity. You can't just plug him inata
certain point in time.

So, Mr. Speaker, | voted for the six-month hoist, because frankly that was my way of saying |
would lay this matter to rest now. | will vote against the resolution, but | would be very interested and
would like to see one of the departments, whoever is involved here, to undertake to look into the
question of an identification with a photograph so that both the operators of the facilities and the
younger people who want access to them will have some means of assuring that the constant
guessing — is he eighteen, is he not eighteen, do they get in under age — that all of those thingscan
be adequately and properly handled, and the waiter can always demand — even from me, if he has
any question in his mind whether | am eighteen or not —demand the right to demand some proofthat
infactl am thatage. And if heis not satisfied, then he simply doesn’thaveto serve me. Andif | wantto
then visit his facility, | have to show the identification, | have to show proof.

That sort of thing | would support and would be interested in seeing that kind of system brought
in. Buton the issueitselfasitstands now, itistoo simplistic, overly simplistic, and | think it raises a lot
of expectations amongst people that by just the altering of a figure from eighteen to nineteen, that
something dramatic will happen in our society. | don't believe it will.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose. MR. ADAM: Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker. | don't intend to be very lengthy with my remarks on this resolution, but | am opposed to
the resolution and | voted for the hoist in order to kill the bill in that way, but since | lost my vote on
that | intend to stand and speak against the resolution.

The Minister of Finance has made some of the comments that | intended to make. However, as |
mentioned, my remarks will be fairly brief and | will get to the point. And | think that if the Member for
La Verendrye had communicated with his colleagues — maybe he has, but | think that he hasn't
because the information that I have from Alberta is that they have a problem on their hands there with
the drinking age at nineteen. In fact | just spoke to my brothera couple of weeks ago and thatis one of
the things that he mentioned when he was here. | told him that we had a bill here in the House to raise
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the age of drinking age to nineteen, and he says, “Well, Alberta has got a problem.” Theirdrinkingage
there is 19 and they are having young people underage, as low as 13 years of age drinking, and the
drinking age of 19 has been unsuccessful there according to the information that | haveand they are
in a box. They don’t know whether they should reduce it now to 18 or whether — they are talking of
going to 21.

I would not want to see us look like a bunch ofstupid fools in Manitoba by getting into the same
box as the Province of Alberta with their liquor legislation.

But the reason that | am opposed to this resolution is not particularly for that reason, whether you
get yourself into abox or not. In my seven years in this House | have never seen a more discriminatory
piece of legislation. Mr. Speaker, | cannot see how anyone — it would have to come from a
Conservative to bring in this kind of discriminatory legislation.

Now, | have spoken to many of the teachers, including the Teachers’ Society . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. ADAM: The teachers | have spoken to, including the President of the Manitoba Teachers’
Society, are opposed to this. | have just received a letter a couple of days ago from a group that the
Member for La Verendrye met with, the Jeunesse Francophone de la Provinciale, and they are
opposed to this legislation because, and he nods his head in agreement so he knows that | am not
trying to say something that is not correct.

In my opinion —(Interjection)— | believe everybody agrees that it is not the 18-year olds who are
causing the problem. They are just as moderate as older people in their drinking habits when they go
into a beverage room. So what we are saying, in effect, Mr. Speaker, “We know you are not the group
that is causing us p a problem; that it's a group that is underage, 17, 16, 15 that is giving some
problems. So therefore weare going to discriminate against youeven though you are notresponsible .
for that problem.” That, in my opinion, is very discriminatory and | cannot see how society on one
hand cansaytoan 18-year old who isnotthe problem —it’'snot the 18-year oldsthatare the problem,
it isthose who are under 18 — so | cannot see on one hand how you can say to this group of people
that they have a right to own property; they have a right to vote; they have a right to run for public
office; sign legal documents; be judged in an adult court of law; enlist in the Armed Forces; get
married; be fathers and be mothers; and be MLA'’s, and on the other hand, turn-around and say, “You
can be all of those things, but you cannot drink even though you are not causing any problems.”

Mr. Speaker, | think that if this legislation were to pass, | think there are grounds to challengeit in
the courts and they would have grounds to bring it to a Human Rights Commission. And | would be
the first one to help them.

| know that we have problems in drinking’ but asthe Minister of Finance has said, it is nothing new
because when | was 13 years old you could get homebrew in almost every house. The drinking age
was 21 then and in those days you were considered an adult at 17. | wasan adult when Iwas 18 years
old, Mr. Speaker. | was running a commercial enterprise and | had six men working for me. | was an
adult as far as the world of commerce was concerned and | could drink all | wanted to. It was available
in every direction and | have been moderate in my drinking throughout my life.

| say, Mr. Speaker, that there are other ways to approach this problem; there are otherwaysand it
should not be the way that Alberta has gotitself boxed into now. They are faced with having to raise
the drinking age to 21 or lower it to 8. That's the problem they have. | see the problem as one of
more education on the pitfalls of drinking in our homes, in our schools, by public information and
stricter enforcement of our present laws. If we can accomplish that, you will not need any bills, any
stupid bills like the one that was presented by the Member for La Verendrye.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Corrections.

HONOURABLE J. R. BOYCE (Winnipeg Centre): | would agree with much that was said by the
last speaker, Mr. Speaker, nevertheless, the fact that we are discussing it all and the questions be
brought up, | wouldn’t call it a stupid bill.

Nevertheless, | voted againstthe hoist because | would rather havethe matter resolved rightatthe
moment, albeit that if it does pass second reading, it may necessitate some more time.

| think that the record should showwhat my position is relative to this because | had referred the
matter to the Alcoholism Foundation for an expression of their opinion and the Board of Governors
adopted a position that they would support such legislation, which places me in a very awkward
position because if | had that much confidence in laws in changing the lot of man, | would take the
tablets off the statue over there and lay them on the table and say, “Let’s follow them,” because that
probably is all that is needed.

One of the things that | have tried to adopt with my contribution to government s that we strive for
continuity in laws and agreement in laws, so that if you are going to say on the one hand thata person
is a responsible adultat 18, then how can you also not let him determine all of his own affairsat18? So
that the differentiation in that respect seems to me somewhat inconsistent.

But it is a little bit more profound that that, Mr. Speaker. The problem with people in our society,
our just society, is that the consumption of alcohol is increasing, the sales of valium is increasing,
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barbituates and everything else. This is such a terrific life that we are all living that we have to
anaesthesize ourselves to get through from day to day and | see itall around and | hold myself forth as
a critic of no one, whether he drinks or doesn’'t drink. | personally don’t drink and haven’t done so for
15 years because | don't need alcohol to help me become a horse’s ass. But what other people’s
judgments are relative to that, that is up to them to decide.

The problem is one of attitude. How do we help people formulate attitudes? Some people have
said it's an educational process, but over the years we ignored that. We didn’t build it in formally into
our educational system. We talked about commerce; we talked about geography; we talked about
history; we talked about everything else and spent millions and millions of dollars. In fact, in
economic terms, Mr. Speaker, if people would just stop and look and see the effort as expressed in
dollars and what we have expended in wars and sending man to the moon, and what we have
expended in trying to come to grips with how to help people live more successful lives so that they are
contented within themselves and they don’t bother other people. How littie effort we have putintoit.

Here in Manitoba we had one fellow like avoice in the wilderness afew yearsback, Bill Potoroka,
who twisted people’s tails and got afew dollars together under Alcohol Drug Education Servicesand
did, in my estimation, agoodjob. Nevertheless, the government, through the Alcoholism Foundation
has taken that as expanding it through the system. Whether the philosophy behind the particular
program which we are initiating through the school system and the building of pieces together is the
proper philosophical approach or not, only time will tell.

This is wherein the problem lies. And | can’'t honestly stand and support amotion which, one, will
not solve the probiem. In fact, ifit does anything at all, it will exacerbate it because people will think
that now, ah, they passed another law which is going to solve something and it's notgoingtosolveit.
In fact, in my Master’s thesis, | studied the drinking habits of people in junior high school, ages 12, 13,
14, 15. There are alcoholics seven yearsold. It's a much more complex problem than passingan 18 or
19-year old bill. As | said, | don't think it is a silly bill; | think it is an honest position that the member
takes and | tried to glean information from the two jurisdictions to the west of us that had had it, as
was mentioned by the Member for Ste. Rose. It is not making that much difference as far as the
problems are concerned in Alberta, which has had it for a number of years. | am advised that since
they have changed it in Saskatchewan, it is not having that much effect.

So, |, in sincerity — | may bein error but I'm not in doubt in this particular matter — I, insincerity,
cannot support this motion, Mr. Speaker, because | find it inconsistent law and it will not solve the
problem.

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

MR. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, when we are dealingwiththechangein the
age for the use of alcohol, | think we have to look back over the past few years atwhat has happened
since we reduced the and the incidence of use that has occurred.

As the Minister of Mines so aptly stated, he said that people are influenced by those around them
and | would like to think, Mr. Speaker, that when we lowered the drinking age, that we at that time
influenced our young people and it was maybe because we lowered the drinkingage atthattime that
that was why there was an increased use of alcohol by the younger people. Ifthatis thecasethen, Mr.
Speaker, if we at this time, by passing this bill, indicate to society atlarge that we think maybe we did
the wrong thing, that maybe we should be more concerned about the use of alcohol by particularly
the young people, that it may have the desired effect of diminishing the abuse that occurs in that
respect. | would hope that this is what might come out of this bill, that by reversing our position —we
did lower the age and | think that it is only fair that we should assess our position now. If wein our
hearts think that we have done a wrong thing in doing that, and we have by doing that encouraged
more alcohol use by youngerpeople, then maybe we should reverse our position and increase the
age limit that we have arbitrarily set. By doing that, we will have indicated to societythatwe think we
have gone too far and perhaps society itself has gone too far.

Sir, | think a movement in that direction might have the desired effect thatwe all would like to have
hapien in the Province of Manitoba.

Mr. Speaker, if you don’t think that we are having problems in Manitoba, then | suggest that you
listen to some of the statistics and these are the statistics provided by the Federal Government of
December — and this is just for the month of December — 1976. It comes from a pamphlet, Juveniles
in Conflict with the Law, avery recentfederal publication. When | give you these statistics, Sir, | hope
you bear in mind the relationship of population in the Province of Manitoba as compared to the
population in some other jurisdictions and in the classification thatthey give for the various statistics.
Here they do not distinguish or isolate liquor as such, but classify it generally under Federal Statutes
Relating to Drugs, and alcohol is a drug.

In the Province of Manitoba, there were 35 juvenile offences in December, 1976 — 35 in the
Province of Manitoba. In Ontario, which is considerably larger than Manitoba, there were 78. In the
Province of Alberta, which is again twice as large as Manitoba, there were 40. In British Columbia,
there were 57. In Newfoundland, there was 1; Prince Edward Island, 1; Nova Scotia, 1; New

3808



Friday, June 10, 1977

Brunswick, none. In Quebec — much larger than Manitoba — a total of 20 as compared to our 35. In
Saskatchewan, our neighbouringp rovince, they had 18 compared to our 35.

Now, that was just dealing with federal drug. Now, how about provincial statutes and the
problems we have there? In the Province of Ontario there were 765 violations; in Manitoba —
(Interjection)— Provincial Statutes, yes. In Manitoba there were 162, the second highest provincein
Canada. —(Interjection)— My friend says, what has this got to do with liquor? Mr. Speaker, we have
been told repeatedly in courts that 50 percent of violations in the Province of Manitoba and indeed
across Canada, 50 percent of most cases are related to drugs, which include liquor.

Mr. Speaker, in the field of traffic enforcement, and thatincludes liquor violations, in the Province
of Manitoba in December, 1976, there were 224 juveniles, the highest of any province in Canada, the
highest of any province in Canada. Even Ontario only had 218. The Province of Saskatchewan to our
other side, three. We had 224, the highest of any province of Canada. And we choose toignore the
issue. We choose to ignore it and hence, every man on that side of the House or on this side of the
House, who has stood up and expressed their opposition, | suggest to you is contributing to the
juvenile delinquency and the crime rate in Canada.

Now Mr. Speaker, dealing with the offences in relation to age group, and here they don’t break it
down by provinces. But | am going to deal with thetypes of offences by age right across Canada, and
here | will deal only with the teen-age section of juvenile crime. | am not goingto go downto age four
or five, but starting with age 13.

Federal statutes relating to drugs. In the month of December across Canada, in the age 13 group,
there were 16; age 14,37;age 15, 110; age 16,47;andage 17, 35. Mr. Speaker, | believe these figures
will substantiate the argument put forward by the Member for La Verendrye and other members who
have spoken, that when you lower the age for drinking to 18, what you’re doing, is effect, islowering it
to 15. And | think these figures established collaborate that, where we find that drug offences were
greatest in the 15-year old age group. Well Mr. Speaker, even if we just raise that one year —
(Interjection)— | am talking about drug offences, specifically drug offences. Now if the Honourable
Member for Thompson can’t comprehend that alcohol is adrug —(Interjection)— Now, Mr. Speaker,
the Member for Ste. Rose, in his infinite wisdom, has expressed an opinion that this suggestion put
forward from this side of the House is discriminatory. Well Mr. Speaker, | don’t know who isdoing the
pushing. —(Interjections)—

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please.

MR. GRAHAM: Mr. Speaker, the Member for Ste. Rose may know what goes on in the bush and
what goes on behind the barn, but | am nottoo sure about the rest of the members of this Chamber. —
(Interjection)—

So Mr. Speaker, if | would be allowed to continue, | would like to try and point out that the figures
that | have quoted are from the December figures from the Federal Paper on Juveniles in Conflict with
the Law. Now they did attempt toseeifthere was any difference between urban areasandrural areas.
And in the field of federal statutes, violations on drugs, in the 13-year old age group therewere 11;in
the14,itwas 17;inthe 15-yearolditwas 60; andin the 16-year old, it was27;andinthe 17-yearoldit
was 29. The only difference that this indicates, there is a slight difference between the total and the
Metro metro area alone, in the 17-year old age group where there is an increase from 16-year olds,
and the 17-year old age group there is an increase from 27 to 29. For on the overall picture- it was47
for 16-year year olds and dropping to 35 for the 17 olds, which indicates to me thatin rural Manitoba,
the 17-year olds probably take a far more responsible position in society than maybe when —
(Interjection)— Now | realize that this deals only with the month of December, so there is a possibility
that in the month of December —and if the Member for Ste. Rose is correct — then it could be that it is
because there is a lot of snow and it is pretty cold in the bush and out behind the barn as he
suggested. So that may be the reason why there is a drastic drop in rural areas.

Sir, | just wanted to read some of these figures into the record, to indicate to Members that we have
a very serious problem with juveniles in conflict with the law in the Province of Manitoba.

MR. SPEAKER: Five minutes.

MR. GRAHAM: And this bill that is before us, | believe, Sir, would be of assistance to those thatare
working in the field of juvenile problems, and | think we are very foolish if we do not do anything we
can to assist those that have problems and those that are trying to help to correct the problems that
exist with juvenile delinquents. And so, Mr. Speaker, | have no hesitation in supporting the move that
is put forward by the Member for La Verendrye.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Thompson. The Honourable Member for Sturgeon
Creek.

MR. F. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, | assure you | am only going to be about five minutes, at the
most. Mr. Speaker, if the Member for Ste. Rose called this bill discrimination and as | mentioned, as a
person from the city who can't buy more than 640 acres of land in this province, and the farmer can
come in and buy my whole street up’ he can buy all the apartment blocks he wants, all the business he
wants, live on his farm, but | can’t have that privilege as a Manitoban. Maybe the Minister of Urban
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Affairs should be allowed to say who can come in and be in business in the city, and protect me. Mr.
Speaker, | just get very uptight about this ability bit, you know. —(Interjections)—

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. F. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, they talk about the ability to drink, you know you haven’t got the
ability at 13 to drink. We talked about 19 won'’t help, | don’t know what age will help, but you haven't
got the ability to drink at 13, you haven'’t got the ability to drink at 14, 17, and you know, Mr. Speaker,
the young people of today in Manitoba and in western Canada generally have provedthey haven't got
the ability to handle liquor at 18. We gave them that privilege. —(Interjection)— That’s right, that’s
right. The ability to drink at 20, 21, but 18, and you look at the statistics of what has been happening
with young people and you start talking age as farasliquor. . . . The Member for Ste. Rose comes
up with a stupid, ignorant argument about whether you can be in the army or not. Does it make you a
better soldier whether you can drink or not? Is your ability to be able to sign a contract have anything
todo with whether you drink or not? Hastheability todrive a cargotanythingtodowhetheryoudrink
or not? Yes, | assure youit has. Andwetalk aboutthis ability todothingsand whatweallow people to
do, and we say, “Because we allow you to drink we shall allow you to do all of these other things.” —
(Interjections)— Mr. Speaker, that isn’t the way it works with liquor because all of the members on the
other side of the House —(Interjections)—

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. F. JOHNSTON: . . . are hiding their heads in the sand. They're running away from a
responsibility because they think it's rates. That’s exactly what they think. They know darn well, and
that the sooner they admit —(Interjections)—

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.

MR. F. JOHNSTON: . . . and | wish the Member for Churchill would shut up or speak. —
(Interjections)— Mr. Speaker, I'll tell you this right now, that the members on the other side who
believe that they can’t vote for this because of politics are hiding their heads in the sand. They're
basically saying that they haven't got any problems, we haven’t got any bad car accidents with young
people,and I'll finish bysayingthis, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, | pulled into a service station one night
after this bill came up and there were three young men working in the station. They happened to be
17, 18 and 20.

A MEMBER: How did you know?

MR. F. JOHNSTON: | asked them. | don’t pretend to know everything like the Minister of Public
Works. | ask people things. Mr. Speaker, | saidtothem, “You know, we're having adrinking bill in the
House atthe present time, we're talking about raising the age limit.” You know the 20-year old and the
18-year old turned to me and said, “Mr. Johnston,” he said, “do them a favour and raise the age.” Do
them a favour and raise the age, the 18-year-old said it. The 17-year old wasn’t that concerned. He
said, “If I've got to wait another year, that’s fine,” but he wasn’t that concerned. —(Interjection)—
There’s no question that the young people themselves know that there is a big problem, and the
members on the other side can’t seeit. They can’t see what'’s basically a problem andwe've lowered
the age, you are not being man enough to stand up and say, “It should be raised for the benefit of
those young people,” and they will respectyou for doingit. They willrespectyou for doingit. But they
have absolutely no regard for the statistics that are brought before them. And don’t give me this
nonsense, this absolute nonsense that says, “If youareallowed to do alot of otherthings, you should
be allowed to drink.” | am allowed to do alot of otherthings. Maybe | shouldn’t be allowed to drink.
Butthe 18-year, we lowered it —(Interjections)— Which really proves, Mr. Speaker, it's nothing but a
joke to that side of the House.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Mines state his matter of privilege.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, yes, on a point of privilege. The honourable member keeps referring to
a side of the House, and | think that he should have realized that there are people onboth sides of the
House who have taken either his position or the other position.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Sturgeon Creek.

MR. F. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, the Minister is right and | am glad he brought it to my attention,
but he must admit most of the flak | am getting seems to be coming from over there and | seem to be
getting most of the disagreement from over there, so | am saying that side oftheHouse.So | can’t see
the fellows behind me, | can only say that side. So, Mr. Speaker, | would say that the hiding of the head
in the sand on in this particular piece of legislation and not admitting that we probably went too low
and we should start to correct itat the present time is wrong, and anybody that really believesthatthe
kids at 18 today are handling liquor properly are wrong. I've got them in my basement all the time,
these young people coming around. I've got a son, 20, a daughter, 18, | am telling you quite frankly,
they don’t handle it well. They actually put themselves in danger continually with handling ofliquor.
And I'll tell you something else, Mr. Speaker, in the age group today, when my son was 18 years old,
he played hockey with 18, 16, 17-year olds. That’s the way the age group worked. When he was 19-
years old, he moved up and started to associate with the 20-year olds, and I'll tell you right now, if you
don’t raise the age limit you're going to continue to have the big problem of the younger people. It
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won't be cured completely, but we can try to help it.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for River Heights.

MR. SIDNEY SPIVAK: Mr. Speaker, | willtry and complete this as briefly as | can, which for me will-
be very difficult, —(Interjection)—evenif | have leave for just a few moments. Mr. Speaker, you know,
| entered this Chamber ratherlate, | listened to thedebate. Obviously it is a debate that has been fairly
extensive from what | understand, and with a wide variety of opinion. But you know, Mr. Speaker, |
cannot believe that this Legislature would say, by law, that someone of 18 could enter this Chamber
as amember and be a Cabinet Minister and be aPremier,and notbe allowedtodrink. The foolishness
of that position is there for the simple reason that it simply suggests that anyone who could have the
responsibility of legislating the laws, of enforcing the policy and in fact developing the policy, has not
the capacity to make a judgment with respect to alcohol. Now, if we are in error in terms of age of
majority and for those who are entitled, as of right, to sit in this Legislature, then change the law. But
do not put ourselves in a position whereby the sicknessthatis attached to alcohol, the stigmathathas
occurred and the inability of some to be able to deal with somethingthat can be seriousinsofarasan
iliness for them is concerned, that that in any way should prevent us.

You know, Mr. Speaker, if in fact we believe that as legislators we have the responsibility toseeto
it that some of the ills of society are corrected, then let us ban smoking. My god, smoking is
disastrous to health. We know that, and in spite of the mature judgmentsthat are made by thosewho
have the capacity to make a mature judgment, we know better than they dothat smoking is harmful,
andin the long runwill hurt their health,andlet us then legislate.But Mr. Speaker, we're not prepared
to do that.

There is noreason why ayoung person should be put into that position today simply because they
are at the age of majority and are at a vulnerable stage, and are a minority in respectof the actions of
the majority. If there is aproblemitis our problem anditis up to us to handle that, both as parents and
in the administration of the laws which we have in fact enacted. And ifwearelaxonthatandifweare
lax in our educational system, then let's correct that. If we think and we believe that the question that
is at issue is the capacity and the ability for judgment to be made, and that someone at 18 does not
have that capacity, then change the age of majority and let’s argue on that basis and then let us be
consistent with the thread of legislation that affects the young person. But if not, there is no
justification, because of the problem that we have today, to solve it in the way that we're suggesting.
Rather enforce the law, educate, dothe things thatare required in termsof public policy,and ensure
that in fact the information that is required is supplied, and let us remember that there is a
responsibility that the state cannot undertake, and that is the responsibility of the parents who have a
responsibility of educating their children and providing them with an understanding of what life is
about, the values and the approach to life, and if there is a failure there, we as legislators are not
responsible for trying to correct everything that has happened in the earlier stage. And, Mr. Speaker, |
will vote against the bill on the basis of the age of majority is 18, and unless we are prepared to deal
with that there is not point of dealing with this in isolation of that issue.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Roblin wish to take the adjournment.

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, | move, seconded by the Member for River Heights, that debate be
adjourned.

MOTION presented and carried.

MR. SPEAKER: The hour being 5:30 — does the Honourable House Leader wish to state anything
before we leave?

The hour being 5:30, the House is now adjourned and stands adjourned until 10:00 a.m. Tuesday
morning next.
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