






































Thursday, March 30, 1978

MR. CORRIN: Well, itis afunny horrorstory inasense, afunny horror stary that any minister would
come before this House and try to make members believe that a private developer would spend
$100,000 to link his property with a main highway and not have anything in the bag, that he did so
purely on speculation. Now, there is speculation. That, | would say. would be an incidence of real
speculation, to spend $100,000 to link one’s property with a highway with nothing committed. That
would be speculation. It would not only be speculation, Sir, it would be sheer stupidity and | suggest
itis not the developerthatis stupid. The developer, though, is insensitive and | would say that outside
of this House. | know that there is a privilege here and an immunity that | enjoy but | would say that
outside this House. He's insensitive in the sense that he would ask those people who live in that
provincial park to put up with, to bear the possibility of some 200 units on a 40-acre site.

Sir, | sat on City Council in Winnipeg for some three years and | don't recollect very many
circumstances where we at that body, in our deliberations, allowed developments of that scale, of
that density in an urban environment. And now he suggests to us, the honourable minister would
suggest and | presume he does because | saw the development agreement and it is explicit— he may
think there is room for conjecture, | tell you, Sir, itis explicit — he suggests that, well, there is nothing
wrong with it, no need for an environmental impact review and he’'ll exercise some discretion under
The Parklands Act. Fine, Sir, that is fine protection. Well, Sir, this isn’t a case where we are dealing
with just some — and | don't mean to use this term disparagingly — but it's not a group of hysterical
extremist naturalists and I'm not suggesting that any naturalist is in fact hysterical or extremist.

But it's not a question of that sort of situation against an innocent poor developer. We are talking
about an absolutely ridiculous, deplorable state of affairs, a development that would see more than
five units per acre in a rural setting in a provincial public park. Sheer madness. There is absolutely no
way that members of this Assembly or that any minister, any member of the public of the Province of
Manitoba, should have to countenance a development of that scale in that sort of setting. Thatis not
why we establish provincial parks.

Another horror story, /, let us talk about the MDC. That is a horror story. For years members
opposite, and | wasn’t here — | admit | wasn’t here as several members like to remind me, | wasn't
here, no, no, but | did read the papers — and, Sir, in reading those papers, | managed to elicit several
facts. [t was obvious to me that there were certain MDC corporations that were profitabie. It was also
obvious that there were some that weren't. | must say, Sir, that | find it extremely unpalatable,
extremely distasteful and extremely implausible that now those members opposite are divesting the
public interest of those companies that were profitable, not those that lost money but those that were
profitable, dormant; and do we knaw, Sir, that those companies are being sold at fair market value, at
book value? How do we know, Sir? Will there be accurate reports tabied? | challenge members
opposite to divulge all information, to prove that those prices were absolutely fair; they were
equitable; they represented and reflected pure book value, market value, sales at arm’s length as
going concerns. —(Interjection)— Somebody says | have to explain that. | don’t have to explain that
to certain members opposite. They have much more experience in business than | do. i do business,
not as many years as they have, and they do business and many of them are much more successful
and much more important and have met with much more success in business than | have. | challenge
them to exact the same standards with respect to these sales as they would to the divestment of their
own interests. And | suggest, Sir, that the lie will be in their mouths and eventually the truth will out.

Horror stories, Sir, horror stories. The cuts in staff at the Manitoba Home for Retardates, thatwas a
horror story, Sir, for a government that was so proud to pronounce its support— thiswas prior to the
election — so proud to announce its support to the public of financing for that sort of social service.
And they weren't wrong. At the time their position seemed wholesome and it seemed purely ethical.

But then, Sir, we are confronted with cuts. Where is the consistency? Where isthe reason? Thereis
no rhyme and there is no reason. Pure political pragmatism. Restraint — that was the new jingle. Free
Manitoba — that was a jingle. Restraint — that is another jingle.

They are not freeing Manitoba. The only thing they freed in Manitoba is a lot of people from their
incomes. Those are the only people they have liberated. They are liberating pecple from their
incomes. They should be ashamed. Let’'s look at what is free in Manitoba. My we have a free
Manitoba. Higher tuition fees — free Manitoba. Higher rents in public housing — free Manitoba.
Higher property taxes, municipally in the urban centres — free Manitoba. Higher transit fares — free
Manitoba. Legal aid deterrent fees — free Manitoba. No estate taxes though — free Manitoba. —
(Interjections)— Yes, higher milk prices — free Manitoba and higher unemployment — free
Manitoba. That is the legacy of this free enterprise government.

They are not a free enterprise government. It's a myth. They don’t know what the word means.
Classic competition, that's free enterprise. They are not fostering an environmentwhere there will be
that sort of competition, not at all. Using eminently good sense again, eminently good sense, where
do they make their cuts? In the places where it will do the most good: public works, in a year when the
construction industry in this province is on its knees, it's stagnating, itis in acomplete morass. Well, it
was freed. The private sector was allowed to languish, Sir. Fifteen hundred employees were free to
starve. An excellent record.

Now we have the Minister of Finance telling us another horror story only it looks good. Itis restraint
again, this 2.9 or 3 percent increase. A $46 million increase in spending and that shows restraint, Sir.
Well, Sir, itis going to take a great deal of restraintwhen thathonourabl¢  nister tables his budget. It
is going to take a great deal of restraint for members on this side to stop laughing because, Sir, |
suggest that heisin a terrible predicament and eventually something is going to give. He has reduced
personal taxes; he has reduced corporate taxes, but he has increased Estimates and spending by $46
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