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this particular House. That letter was received in my office yesterday morning. | had been meeting
all morning with members of my staff and others with respect to the family law legistation, which
we expect to introduce into the House shortly, and it was for that reason that | had not yet read
my mail from the morning. That is why | had not opened that letter. But it seems to me, Mr. Speaker,
| feel it is important that we should be able to carry on serious discussions and negotiations with
the federal government on any particular matter, and | don’t think that the federal government should
be placing politics above those discussions. —(Interjections)—

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. | will take the matter under advisement. If the member
has further information that he wants to give me, I'll be quite at liberty to listen to what he has
to say. Have you any further information for me?

MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, just to add to it, | think that the Attorney-General is simply
compounding that privilege. He keeps suggesting that someone is playing politics. | was simply
requiring information; if anyone is playing politics in this House it's the Attorney-General of
Manitoba.

MR. SPEAKER: | will take the matter under advisement, and report back to the House.
Dealing with the Order paper, we are on the Bill No. 25. The Honourable Minister of
Highways.

MR. ENNS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'm very pleased to speak to Bill 25 at this time for several
reasons. Perhaps the most important one is that it continues in what has to now be recognized
by many Manitobans, if not most Manitobans, and certainly should be coming to be recognized
by members opposite, as simply a carrying out of another promise that was made to certain
Manitobans, in this case the cattle growers in Manitoba. A promise was made to them in 1969 for
reasons known best to honourable members opposite . . . that don’t always get carried out at that
particular time.

But | am pleased that the Minister of Agricuiture has chosen this early occasion to carry out
that promise, providing a major commodity group of our primary producers, namely the cattle
growers, with a means of organizing themselves, with the means of providing the necessary funds
to run that organization, and with the means of carrying out that function that they have demonstrated
on several occasions that they wish to do that themselves.

Mr. Speaker, what worries honourable members opposite most is that they may just do it, that
they just may do it without the heavy hand of government guiding them, without the heavy hand
of government directing them, without the heavy hand of government intervention. You know, their
objections now are so contrary to what the Member for St. Johns just spoke prior to the luncheon
hour adjournment, chastising us that we’re giving into these hands of the independent cattle growers
powers that are distinct from government, powers that aren’t there. —(interjection)— No, the
Honourable Member for St. Johns knows what I’'m speaking because what now is being heard from
across the ways is just the opposite.

Well, Mr. Speaker, let me pick up where the Honourable Member for St. Johns left off. One of
the reasons why this bill is before the House . . . Mr. Speaker, I've had concerns from time to
time about the amount of power vested into various forms of marketing boards and agencies of
government, and | would like to read, you know, as the Honourable Member for St. Johns took
exception to Section 7 under the regulations of the proposed bill, and, Mr. Speaker, | intend not
to deal with the bill in sections because | believe that at second reading we deal with the broad
principle of the bill. But let me, for the honourable members opposite and in particular the Honourable
Member for St. Johns, recite to him the powers under the parent Act, the Natural Products Marketing
Act which says, —(Interjection)— Now, Mr. Chairman, | listened to the Honourable Member for St.
Johns; let him listen to me. it says that without warrant, at midnight or after, enter any piace or
premise other than the dwelling in which any regulated product is being marketed, in which has
reason to believe any regulated product is being marketed, and search the place or premise without
warrant. Without warrant stop any vehicle, any truck, any car in which a regulated product may
be transported. Require any documents, books, or records and so forth and so forth, Mr. Speaker.
So forth, so forth, Mr. Speaker.

Well, Mr. Speaker, that Act, or the modified version of that Act, was passed in 1964 under the
direction of one George Hutton, the then Honourable Minister of Agriculture, under a Conservative
administration — under a Conservative administration. But, Mr. Speaker, it took that Act in the
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Well, come on now.

Gentlemen, | do believe — | see one member sitting back there that is taking this in and recognizes
the validity of my arguments — that is the Member for Ste. Rose. He has sat back; he has now
reconsidered his whole position in this debate and he now recognizes it because he comes from
cattle country, and he knows that given an opportunity — you know, if [ come to Rorketon or Ste.
Rose and get on any platform and make the same speech, he knows that 90 percent of that audience
will be at the door shaking my hand, and understanding, and he’lt be applauding the legislation
that's being passed. And he has to start thinking about that; he has to start thinking about why
he feels so lonely with the members opposite there. Well, you know, he’s got the company of a
few other fellows.

But, Mr. Speaker, the most damning evidence of their position and the most supportive evidence
of our position was in fact the recent vote that was held just last fall, after a pretty well controlled,
pretty well funded government effort to stage a vote the cattle producers in overw  ming fashion
— | mean, Mr. Speaker, we speak with some pride about our mandate which is 49 percent, highest
that any government in recent memory in Manitoba has received — but the cattlemen, Sir, gave
the proposition of the Honourable Minister of Agriculture a mandate of 70 percent plus for what
he is introducing.

And, Mr. Speaker, | have absolutely no problems; | invite the kind of serious look at the clauses
of the bill that we will be doing at Committee stage and, Mr. Speaker, knowing the way we are
approaching the bill, if there are deep clauses that ought to be modified to make a position clear
or understood, that will be acceptable or at least be considered by the honourable member and
by the Honourable Minister. But, Mr. Speaker, as to the general acceptability and as to the general
need of this bill, and speaking as a cattleman, let me say that | congratulate the Minister for
introducing this bill, let me congratulate the department and the government for having the courage
to doing it at its earliest opportunity. Because | remind all members that this was a commitment
made by the Conservative administration back in the sixties, one that my — not with us in this
House — the then Minister of Agriculture, the Honourable Member for Arthur, had every intention
of bringing into this House. But we said, fine, we’ll put it off for when we come back in 1970, after
the 1969 election, except we didn’t come back. But | want to tell you something, it adds to the
list, the very impressive lists of promises made and promises kept by this administration. You may
not like us keeping the promises; you may not like us doing away with estate taxes, but we promised
the people of Manitoba we would do it. You may not like the fact that we are reducing income
taxes, but we promised the people of Manitoba that we’d do it. You may not like the fact, ideologically
speaking, that we promised to reduce the corporate taxes, but we did it.$

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is another bill, this is another measure and, Mr. Speaker, when you talk
about integrity of government, when you talk about integrity of government, and when you talk about
credibility of government, this, Sir, is simply another measure that adds to that integrity, that adds
to that credibility and I’'m very proud to support that bill.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lac du Bonnet.
MR. SAMUEL USKIW: WMr. Speaker, | wonder if the Minister would answer a question.
MR. ENNS: Yes.

MR. USKIW: Would the Minister tell us — and | put this question seriously in light of his comments
— did he read the legislation that is before us now?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Highways.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, the honourable member knows that | have been involved for two and
one-half weeks in my own Estimates. | am satisfied | have read the portent of the bill, | have discussed
certain aspects that | was concerned with with Legislative Counsel having to do with the bill . But
I go one step further, Mr. Speaker, it is not possible — that much faith | have in my Minister of
Agriculture — it is not possible for my Minister of Agriculture to introduce anything in this House
that isn’t acceptable to me and to the vast majority of the cattle producers in this province.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for inkster.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, —(Interjection)— that's a very significant remark that the honourable
member is making, a very significant remark that's now being made by the Member for Roblin,
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there —(Interjection)— All right. Mr. Speaker, is no legislation at all that gives organized labour
more rights than it has without the legislation; the legislation that is passed for organized labour
| indicated — when the Farmers’ Union came in and opposed this legislation | said that if there
was a cattlemen’s group that wanted to bargain collectively with an organization, wanted to get
an agreement with that organization, have the group pay $1.00, register for the organization and,
Mr. Speaker, register the organization, do what a trade union has to do — which they don’t have
to do now — | would be prepared to give them the same kind of check-off. That's not what this
organization does. This organization is made by legistation. Mr. Speaker, let's start again because
my honourable friends have interrupted me.

What cannot the Cattle Producers Association do if this legislation was not passed. It can be
an association. There’'s no law against it. it can even apply for a charter and it will be given a charter
as a right. It can charge its members dues. It can advertise and promote the cattle and beef industry
in such manner as it may deem advisable. It can initiate, sponsor, and encourage research into
the production and marketing of cattie. It can do all of those things, Mr. Speaker, and more. it
can do anything which is not against the Statute Law of the Province of Manitoba or the Statute
Law of Canada, or against the Common Law as set by judges, none of which this regulation relieves
them from.

It can have a Board of Directors. it can have an election which elects that Board of Directors.
It can tell farmers that don’t belong to it that you don’t have to pay dues to our organization. It
can do it even much more conveniently. | heard from members of the other side so many times,
“Why collect the taxes and then give it back? Why just not collect it in the first place?” So here
you have a bill which collects the dues and gives it back. We could make it much easier for them.
They can just say, “Those people that want to pay the dues should pay them in the first
place.”

So then we ook through this bill, Mr. Speaker, and ask, ‘“What can they do that they cannot
do before?” And there are two things, Mr. Speaker. 1. This organization, as distinct from anybody
else who wanted to do the same thing, is now named as the government organization of cattle
producers. If there was a farm union of cattle producers, if there was an independent cattlemen
producers association, or any other cattlemen’s group, they are now told, “You do not have the
same rights as this group.” Even if you get a majority of cattle producers to join your organization,
which another union can do and displace a union, we are saying that it’s the Cattlemen’s Producers
Association that is the association to which you will pay your dues and then, Mr. Speaker, we are
going to have a way in which you can get them back.

And when we get to Committee — | won’t deal with that now — but this bill is going to Committee,
I'm certain, because it was promised by the Conservative Party to the Cattlemen’s Producers
Association, and what better reason can there be for sending a bill to Committee according to the
Member for Lakeside?

A MEMBER: No matter how bad it is.

Well, Mr. Speaker — yes, no matter how bad it is — no matter what they promised, no matter
what is said about it in the House, it's going, and we’ll say something about what should be in
this Act about the dues at Committee.

But that’s not the worst feature of this legislation. The worst feature of this legislation, Mr. Speaker,
is that this legislation says that this association can go to every cattle producer and demand whatever
information they want with regard to that man’s operation and if he doesn’t give it to them they
can put him in jail for refusing, that’s what this legisiation -—(Interjection)— The honourabie member
says no? If the honourable member says no, then | should ask him to read before him Section
9 which says that you cannot convict somebody unless the reguiation is valid and effective and
enforceable, but the penalty for violating a regulation is — | tell the honourable member — fine
or imprisonment.

A MEMBER: Where, where? Show me. Where?
MR. GREEN: Section 9.
A MEMBER: Read it. Read it.

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, my honourable friend — | don’t know whether now he really wants to
listen to me or he wants to try to make it appear that nothing is being said. Under Section 7.(1)
they have the power to make those regulations — to ask you how many cows weigh 100 pounds,
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