
































Friday, May 5, 1978

MR. CHAIRMAN, Mr. David Blake: Just because I've taken over the Chair for afew moments | don’t
have to have personal aspersions caston my . . .

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, you're interpreting my objective comment as a snide remark. It is not
in reference to your considerable girth.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Carry on. The Member for Eimwood.

MR. DOERN: [just wanted to say in general that i think the honourable member will have to take —
you know, | believe him because | think that he is one of the more straightforward and candid
members. | believe him when he tells me that some of the architects and engineers are telling him that
— well, it's killing them but they agree with what the government’s doing. But | think he should take
that with a grain of salt because he is now a member of the government. He is a member of the
Administration, and an engineer or architect could walk up to him and say : You know, George, your
government is wrecking this province and doing this and doing that — it's not a very, shall we say, a
small “p” political statement to make. It would be much smarterto say, “You know, George, I'm really
happy about what you and Harry and all the other people are doing at the Legislature .”

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, . . . references by surname to members of the committee.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. The Member for Eimwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, all I'm saying is | don’t want my colleague for St. James, who made
some remarks before you were in the Chair . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Try and stick to item (d)(1)Salaries.
MR. DOERN: [I'm sticking to the reply made by the Member for St. James prior to your . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: That's up to you. The item under consideration, | would remind the Member for
Elmwood, is item (d)(1) Leased Accommodations, Salaries.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, if you will allow me three more sentences, | will conclude my
comments made to the Member for St. James priorto . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Are they prepared?
MR. DOERN: Yes, | wrote them out.
MR. CHAIRMAN: All right, three more sentences.

MR. DOERN: Senterice No. 1is that he should take with a grain of salt what is said to him by people
in the profession because if they would have said that to him when we were in office, about, “i am
taking all this work and making all this money and doing afl these things, but | hate the government,
you know that | am with you.” If they had said that to him, and now they are saying that they love the
government even though it is killing them, then that would be all right.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The second sentence?

MR. DOERN: But | think — secondsentence — I think that the member should be very careful about
having people come to him, patting him on the back and saying, “You are doing a great job. My firm is
going broke; | had to sell my car; my wife is selling apples on the street but, George, | want you to
know that deep down, we are with you.”

MR. CHAIRMAN: Third setntence?
MR. DOERN: That's it.
MR. CHAIRMAN: item (d)(1) Salaries—pass — the Member for St. James.

MR.MINAKER: Mr. Chairman, justto advise the Honourable Member for Eimwood that I assure him
that the people who may have commented that what we were doing was correct when we weren'tin
government and were getting the government business, a good number of them are now supporting
the Liberal candidates in the Federal election. But the people who have indicated to me that what we
are doing is correct and we are tightening our belts and going out and looking for business, | don't
have to comment on the philosophy that they support. All | can say is they surely outnumbered by
many the ones who were saying, we're for you; when you people were in power; and were doing
considerable business with you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Item (d}(1) Salaries—pass; Item (d)(2) Other Expenditures $5,880,900—pass —
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MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Chairman, I'd be most happy to take the Honourable Minister into my
riding and spend all the time with him that would be necessary, take him into other ridings, take him
into the riding of the Honourable Member for Churchill, and have him attempt to persuade and
convince my constituents that the fee increase is going to hit harder the family of the middleincome
level, rather than the one at the bottom level.

I must confess and admit to the Honourable Minister, Mr. Chairman, | don’t have that persuasive
power to convince my constituents of that; they wouldn’t believe me. If the Honourable Minister feels
that he has that skill ard ability, | would welcome him to come into Burrows constituency atany time,
or to go into any constituency wherein there may be people living at the lower end of the social
economic scale, and persuade them and get them to believe that the fee increase isn't going to hurt
them at all but that it's going to hurt those more who estates may be liable to succession duties, who
are in a category that they make gifts that may be subject to tax, and that sort of thing. That it's the
people in that bracket who are being harder hit. My constituents, Mr. Chairman, | would tell the
Honourable Minister now, would not believe him. And I'm also certain, Mr. Chairman, that he would
have difficulty in getting his constituents to believe the statement that he had just made in the House.
He would have extreme difficulty; in fact, he would find it impossible.

He just shook his head in the negative, that he wouldn’t have any difficulty. | would like to meet
that individual in his constituency who does believe him that the fee increase is not going to hurt the
guy at the bottom end of the wage scale, but rather the one in the middte and in the upper brackets.

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, | canarrange such ameeting for the Member for Burrows, if he would
like to meet that type of an individual. And | maintain, again, that the opportunity for student aid and
student assistance is there for those at the lower end of the scale and pro vision has been made in the
student aid appropriation to deal with these increases, if there is increased need, and of course when
we get to that particular part of the Estimate appropriation, I think he will notice that we have made
that provision and | stilt maintain — and he is entitled to his opinion, of course — that in fact it is not
the lower but perhaps the middle where the people are just above the level that qualifies for that type
of particular aid that do suffer under this type of circumstance.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Mr. Chairman, | agree that there is another Section in the Estimates where the
impact of tuition fees on students and in turn as it relates to Student Aid could be debated more
appropriately but | just simply would want to remind the Honourable Minister at this point in time that
he would find it extremely ditficult to square the comment that he has just made with the fact that
quite recently, as it will affect Student Aid for the forthcoming academic year, he has increased the
entry level into Student Aid. In other words, the loan first, the bursary second point has been raised
from what it previously was by a few hundred dollars. How one squares that with the comments that
he has made, | certainly do find it difficult to understand. However, Mr. Chairman, let me not violate
the rules and, as I've indicated, there will be a more appropriate time to debate that point.

What | would wish to ask the Honourable Minister to comment on, and this is a matter which had
been of concern to the Conservative Party and to the Legisiature in generalin previous years and I'm
sure that it still is and it is to us on this side of the House and that is the Faculty of Education, the
enrolment in the Faculty of Education as it relates to the supply and demand of teachers. The
Honourable Minister may recall that over the years there was a feeling that there was an over-supply
of graduates and, as | recall it in previous years, that there may have been atemporary over-supply of
graduates at a snapshot point in time as of September 1st of a school year or whatever but over a
period of months, three or four months, most — in fact practically all who were seeking teaching
employment did manage to find their way into the classroom. Could the Honourabie Minister
comment on the present state of affairs?

There is a class of graduates who have coleted their studies this year and who will be graduating,
receiving their diplomas officially in two or three weeks’ time and what the job prospects appear to be
for them for the forthcoming school year. Perhaps he may also want to comment and express any
views that he may have on any direction or advice or guidelines that he may wish to offer for dealing
with the level of enrolment in the Faculty of Education for the forthcoming year, what he may
consider to be a reasonable level or whatever.

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, as the Meer for Burrows well knows, and I'm sure he has lived with
this particular problem in the last two or three years as school enrolment has been dropping, and it
has dropped some 2,000 students in the public school system this year from last year and |
understand there was a drop the year before. In fact, there has been, certainly, adownward trend and
there is every indication that this will continue on for some seven or eight more years. And of course
as this trend continues, then we are well aware that the number of teachers required will diminish as
well. | understand that last year there were some 200 teachers who did not find employment. That's
200-and-some, Mr. Chairman, | don't have the exact figure with me at this time.

The disturbing aspect here, Mr. Chairman, is that | also understand that we had some 200-odd
number teachers come into the province from other provinces and other countries to fill positions
that apparently couid not be filled with provincial people. That, of course, is explained in part by the
fact that we have had some difficulty and will have some difficulty as the previous government has
had, in persuading people that teaching in rural areas and teaching in the northern part of this
province can be a most satisfying experience. For some reason, we have not been able to break down
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position than | was in 1964 through 1968, to finance his portion of tuition fees as a portion of his
education costs.

My costs of my education in 1968, when | graduated, totalled some $5,900, in total, for the four
years. Now, | considerad that to be an investment in the future. It was something that | could carry
around with me and use as ajob recommendation. And when | graduated | received a job with a pay of
$575 per month, for a total of $6,900 per year, upon graduation in 1968.

Now | just checked with the Department of Agriculture — seeing as how | was an agricultural
graduate — and | find that a graduate from the Faculty of Agriculture, in 1978 as compared to 1968, if
he lands a job as an Agrologist 2A, with the Provincial Government — and this is the wage rate that
approximately 90 percent of the graduate students in Agriculture receive in 1978 — his pay will start
gué ?Bg%rge 15,500.00. If he has a little bit of experience in summer-related jobs, his wage will be

16, .00.

Now, we're talking, a student in 1978 spending approximately $12,000 in total, to obtain his
degree in Agriculture and being able to step into a job which will pay him $15,500 per year — | spoke
in 1968 of graduating after spending some $5,900 for four years of education and stepping into ajob
that would pay me $6,900 — if anything it's more encouraging today to go to university in terms of
upgrading your income compared to the costs of going to university than it was in 1968. So that |
think the fee justification of $100 is not a serious implication and not a serious barrier to anybody
going to university.

When | went to university the tuition fees were, as | mentioned, approximately $400 peryear; and |
openly admit that my family was not a wealthy family at that point in time. They had to scratch and
scrounge to come up with the money to put me through the university. My father took on custom
work on an unpleasant job of breaking scrub to pay my tuition fees for the first year that | was in there,
in 1964. But the whole purpose of doing it, of going to university — and | had options open to me; i
could have gone out of Grade 12 and taken a job; | could have taken the diploma course in
Agriculture, two years; or | could have taken the degree course — and | chose the degree course at
considerable expense because | considered it to be an investment in my future. It was an investment
that | was willing to make and that | was willing to make sacrifices for, because when | graduated,
Student Aid was not as liberal in terms of bursaries then for people who couidn’t afford to fully fund
their university. | graduated in 1968 after spending $5,900 going to university, with a $2,000 Canada
Student Loan that | had to repay. | considered that no hardship at the time because | was pleased to
have the opportunity 10 go to the University of Manitoba, get a degree in Agriculture and use that
degree in Agriculture to better my future.

I think the same situation exists today. The opportunity to everyone is available, to go to
university. The increment of $80.00 or $100.00 in tuition fees, if it hampers anyone from going to
university from the dollar and cents standpoint, then | suggest, Mr. Chairman, that they're not very
serious about the benefits of going to university and they’re not very serious about going there;
because it represents a smaller portion of the total year’s cost of the education today even at the
increased rates of tuition fees; and | don’t think it hampers anyone from going to university,
particularly vis-a-vis changes in the Student Aid Program.

| have to think that anyone who is claiming foul and saying that we're now turning the universities
into the “Haven of the Rich” at the expense and at the effect of closing the door on the poor people in
Manitoba, | have to say that they’re using the cheapest form of political sensationalism to get
themselves a little bit of coverage in the newspapers, or whatever.

If anyone is serious about a university education and serious about upgrading his future by a
university education, $80.00 to $100.00 per year increase in tuition fee shouid provide little, if any,
hampering to him obtaining that education.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for St. Johns.

MR. CHERNIACK: Mr. Chairman, | listened with interest to this last contribution and the
reminiscence of times past. So | am reminded of my times past which are a littie more past than that of
the honourable member.

And you, Mr. Chairman, | remember hearing your maiden speech when you were harking back to
times past and reaily, | suppose, we can only reflect on how far we've gotten by looking back to where
we were. So I'll tell the honourabie member. I'll give him a little bit of my autobiography.

| went to university. | was the son of a lawyer, one expects the lawyers are doing very well, have
always done very well, rich kids. —(Interjection)— Did somebody say rich kids? Somebody said rich
kids, | didn’t hear who. —(Interjection)— Oh, yes, well that's true, Mr. Chairman. | lived two blocks
away from where | live now. | suppose we were amongst the better-off on our street.

My father was a lawyer. | went to school, to university. | worked that summer for two bits an hour.
And you know, Mr. Chairman, | was a rich kid because | worked for a friend of the family and he was
paying me the minimum wage. | discovered later that others who were working beside me, doing
better work, were somehow not being paid the minimum wage, in spite of the laws at the time.

So being arich kid, as the Minister of Education says, and having pull with my employer, | got two
bits an hour; $12.38 a week. After two months | had saved some money which really made me feel like
arich kid, when | discovered that my father was on the verge of losing our house and he asked me if |
would pay the tuition for that year out of my earnings — which i did — $125.00. | think that came about
as a result of the McRae Scandal, because it was just about that time that it was discovered that
university funds had been stolen by other rich parents, if not rich kids, and the university was in a bad
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mention at least once the figure of a $225 million deficit?

MR. DOMINO: Differant speech, different topic.

MR. CHERNIACK: Yes, differentspeech, differenttopic, and the Member for St. Matthews seems to
be able to sit on many fences and to ride many go-carts in order to arrive at some argument. | would
tell the honourable member that he will find more consistency here where we don’t have to apologize
for making a different speech on a different topic and showing a different philosophy.

| am saying, and | don’t think it's wrong, that the concept of user fees is one which the
Conservative Party erdorses, the concept of higher tuition fees is consistent with Conservative
philosophy, and | don’t fault them for it. | disagree with them, | don’t fault them. As | said I fauit them
for finding other reaso to blame.

The unfortunate thing, Mr. Chairman, is that we often help finance graduation of students who
leave the province and the country and that’s an unfortunate thing. | would not yet be prepared to
make education exclusively available to those who guarantee to stay here because that becomes a
form of coercion to force a person not to move but we have to deplore the fact that we train people,
highly skilled people, professional people, and then they leave the province.

I must tell the Member for Pembina, | was at a dinner the other night where it was a farewell dinner
for a person who had lived in Manitoba for some eight years who said, “You want to know why I'm
leaving Manitoba? It's because of the Lyon government,” he said, “I'm leaving Manitoba.” He was a
New Democrat but clearly that's what he said.

So now, Mr. Chairman, | do mention the fact that we are losing students and | deplore the fact that
an unnamed Cabinet Minister is quoted as having said to architects, “You'd better get out of here;
you've had it too good.” The phrase “you’ve had it too good,” is a phrase that the Minister of Labour
has already accepted as being a correct one as it applies to society generaily. She said that she
agreed that Manitobans are spoiled. She made the cute distinction — at first she agreed with spoiled
rotten and then she said, “But he didn't really say rotten.” So I'll only go as far as she was prepared to
go. She agreed that Manitobans are spoiled. Now we fearn from today’s Free Press that a Cabinet
Minister is quoted as telling the architects, “Well, you've had it too good and maybe you should get
out of the province.” | deplore it. There was just a recent announcement that a cousin of mine is
leaving the province to teach and do research elsewhere and he has complained to me in the past that
there’s not enough money available for research in his specialty.

A MEMBER: You'd better name him because he'sa . . .

MR. CHERNIACK: Dr. Rueben Cherniack who is a highly regarded respiratory physician whose
research is renowned all over and he's leaving Manitoba and | think it's unfortunate. | will not blame
the Lyon government for that because | believe that it's unfortunate that the education which we have
provided to him, largely paid for by the taxpayers of Manitoba, is being lost, the direct service is being
lost to Manitoba but that’s not the case in that people of that calibre, /8 /0, working wherever they d
work for the betterment of humanity and we in Manitoba will benefit from it.

But just to brush aside as the Member for Pembina does and describe what he paid in tuition fees
is to be out of concert with the fact that there has been tremendous strides in this province towards a
reduction of cost of education and the thing is, he says, “Where will you find it cheaper?” Well, as his
colfeague from St. Matthews said, "Where will he find it cheaper?” The thing is, they don't really look
alike that much but they're the only ones in the backbench so if | confuse one for the other it should
be . understandable that they're both chirping side by side.

Mr. Chairman, | just point out to the member — | don’t even disagree with his statement of facts — |
point out that we have a difference in policy and philosophic approach as to the availability of
education and the extent to which it is beneficial for the people of Manitoba to assist others to obtain
the highest possible educational standard to which they are capable of accepting and that, to me, is
the only real criteria. Do you want to learn; do you have the ability to learn; then we shouild make it
possible for you to learn and remove financial obstacles. That'sreally all thatit’s about, and | say that
that’s the difference. The Member for Pembina seems to feel that if you put in a financial obstacle, it
will make them work harder. Well, it will make those who don’t have it work harder but it will not affect
those who maybe shouldn't be at the university at all. Maybe we have people who should notbe at the
university but are there because they are coasting along because they can do that with ease and
equanimity and for them it's good. | wouldn't like to see a continuation of that sharp differential
between those to whom educational costs come easy and those to whom it comes more difficult,
especially as is recently imposed on them by the increase in tuition fees.

MR. CHAIRMAN: | would like to draw the honourable members’ attention to the gallery on my right
where we have 40 students from the Glenboro High School of Grade 9, 10 and 11 standing under the
directorship of Mrs. R. Christie. This school is iocated in the constituency of the Honourable Member
for Souris-Killarney. | would ask the honourable members to welcome this group.

The Honourable Member for St. Matthews.

MR. LEN DOMINO: Mr. Chairman, | don't interject into the Estimates procedure very often. I've

been iistening and I think the Minister of Education has been doing an excellent job of explaining his
Estimates, explaining the government’s position. | think he's done a good job. But the Member for St.
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