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planning.

MR. SCHREYER: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. Could the Minister indicate whether the basic
principles embodied in that report to him are such as he finds acceptable. or can he not yet say,
not having had an opportunity to consider the report and ali of its r fications.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, | would be pleased to try to answer the Leader of the Opposition’s
question. At the risk of perhaps being impolitic, | might say that the basic proposals in the report
do not find acceptance with me, do not elicit acceptance from : not because | don’t agree with
the need for and the subject of family planning, but because the basic thrust of the report seems
to indicate that government should play a much higher profile and a much heavier-handed role in
this field. | am not enthusiastic about the suggestion that a separate division or directorate be set
up within my department, and with respect to the call for service in the field and dissemination
of information, | believe, Sir, that we can rest assured that in Manitoba there are a wide number
of private agencies and organizations and agencies and organizations associated in a quasi-official
way with the government, who are active in the family planning field.

MR. SCHREYER: | would ask the Minister then, since he was candid enough to indicate that he
was not in agreement with the basic principles embodied in that ort, could the Minister be equally
candid and indicate if that being so, whether he intends to have this report become a dead
letter?

MR. SHERMAN: Well, Sir, | don't propose to rely entirely on ' own judgment in tt matter. |
am attempting to give the Honourable Leader of the Opposition a reading on how | feel; that may
not be the way he feels, or the way that the official opposition critic in the field of heaith and social
development feel, and { certainly would be interested in their views. | also would like to discuss
the contents of the report with Dr. Roulston before formulating a final opinion, but if | were to identify
for the sake of understanding and communication between the Honourable Leader of the Opposition
and myself, my fundamental position on the subject at the moment wouid be that I'm not enthusiastic
about acting on the report.

MR. SPEAKER: Before we proceed, | should like to at this time direct the honourable members’

attention to the loge on my left, where we have the visiting M er of Parliament for Winnipeg

North, Mr. David Orlikow. On behalf of all the members, we welcome you here this afternoon.
The Honourable Member for St. Boniface.

MR. LAURENT L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, my question is to the Minister of Health. | would
like to thank the Minister for his remarks on the question of my leader. Now the Minister stated
that he would discuss the situation, the matter, with Dr. Roulston. Wouidn't he think it advantageous
to discuss it with other people who do not share Dr. Roulston’s ideas on this matter? Mr. Speaker,
does the Minister realize that the makeup of this committee was quite representative, and if he
chooses to discuss only with one person in presenting one point of view, doesn’t he think that this
would be wrong at this time or doesn’t that indicate maybe something that the Minister doesn’t
want to do, indicate what he tfavours?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. SHERMAN: Yes, Mr. Speaker, | would accept that as a very reasonable suggestion. | would
like to say for the record, that | do appreciate the work that the Chairman and the members of
the Committee did. | know they worked hard and conscientiously, and they carried out their duties
in the best traditions of Manitobans working for their province, and | will discuss the contents of
the report with a wider audience than simply Dr. Roulston.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for the Minister of industry and C: nerce. in
view of the announcement on Tuesday of the federal proposals on energy research, solar energy,
wind and forest products, can the Minister indicate which projects, if any, were supported or funded
or will be taking piace in the Province of Manitoba as a result of that program?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of industry and Commerce.

HON. ROBERT (BOB) BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, | know The Manitoba Energy Council is involved
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truckloads of beer from the United States last week, expects to receive 28 this week and 40 next
week, and when this supply is received, they expect to be able to fill all of the present orders which
they have for beer in the Province of Manitoba.

MR. PAWLEY: Can the Attorney-General assure us that all outlets, whether they be hotels or
veterans’ clubs, are receiving the supply of beer on the same basis, on an equitable basis, from
one outlet to the other?

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, | am informed that there has been a difference in that the Manitoba
Hotel Association have made a blanket order of beer for which they have paid the money up front,
so to speak, for the beer, and have distributed that beer supply to the hotels on the basis of the
average consumption rates of the various hotels. Apart from that, the Commission has ordered its
supply American beer, which they are distributing on the basis of the dates orders are received,
and there is no discrimination there. It may be that some facilities to date have received beer earlier
because they simply had their orders in earlier. But with the additional supplies of beer coming
into the province from the United States this week, they expect to! able to supply all of the beverage
rooms and licensed rooms and may have some additional beer for s¢ in the various liquor
stores.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: Would the Attorney-General advise us as to whet or not one of the difficulties
that has occurred pertaining to the availability of beer in the province is due to the fact that there
have been very limited, in fact quite inadequate warehousing facilities at the Liauor Control
Commission in order to handle the supply of beer and thus, as well as the prob! of labelling,
the requiring of bilingual labelling, has reduced the amount of beer which would otherwise be available
to the province from American sources?

A MEMBER: We could use the government garage.

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, | believe that the Commission is very seriously considering a solution
to the problem of a distribution facility and a storage facility. It has not reaily been a problem to
date because there has been no time to store the beer. As soon as it is delivered by truck, it is
put in another truck to be delivered to the hotels.

With respect to labelling, Mr. Speaker, | don’t think lal ing should referred to as simply
a problem of bilingual labelling. One of the probably more important elements of the labelling is
the requirement to indicate the number of ounces in the container and the alcoholic content. That
problem is being handled satisfactorily at the present time.

MR. PAWLEY: Can the Attorney-General confirm that at the Gimli Air Force Base unlimited supplies
of beer have been made availabie to the air force base in contrast to the limited supplies of beer
that are available elsewhere through the province due to the fact that the Gimli Air Force Base
is able to by-pass the Manitoba Liquor Control Commission?

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, | would have to take that question as notice and inquire into
that.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Mines.

HON. BRIAN RANSOM (Souris-Killarney): Mr. Speaker, last Friday, in my absence the First Minister
took as notice a question from the Honourable Member for Fort Rouge with respect to Dutch Eim
Disease. He was asking for confirmation of new outbreaks. First of all, | should say that the
responsibility or the authority for taking action with respect to Dutch EIm Disease  not within my
department, it’s within the Department of Agriculture, which department has the authority for the
responsibility for The Plant, Pests and Diseases Act . | am informed that there have been two new
outbreaks of Dutch Elm Disease confirmed this year at St. George and Great There may be
some effect on the situation in the City of Winnipeg in that there is aiways the p« ty that infected
wood may be transported from those areas back to the city. I'm also informed that similar action
to that which has been taken over the past year or two will be followed up in these two new
cases.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Transcona.
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the Minister agree that a coat of paint is not a renovation, and | stand the cause for vacating
is that a bonafide renovation project is under way.

MR. McGILL: Well, Mr. Speaker, | would not attempt, nor would | expect that the member would
expect me to attempt to debate what would constitute a major repair, and certainly this could be
dealt with if a specific case were referred to the Rent Stabilization Board.

MR. BOYCE: Of course, that is the problem, Mr. Speaker. A question somewhat related to the
Minister of Health: can the Minister of Health advise the House and the people in the province at
what income levels people are entitied to assistance in light of the fact that the Minister of Labour
refuses to recommend increase in the minimum wage?

MR. SPEAKER: Orders of the Day. The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, the honourable member asked me at what income levels persons
are entitled to assistance. It would probably be e 2r to answer the question the other way around,
at what income levels do they cease to be eligit for assistance? | would have to get the precise
figure for the honourable member, but off the top of my head, if we were talking about a family
of three, a married couple and one child, we are looking at an inc 'y level | ween $5,000 and
$6,000 a year, at which point they would move into an area where, in terms of raight assistance,
they would be getting beyond eligibility. I1t’'s a very difficult question to answer because there still
would be other forms of as¢  ance such as day care; there would be training cou s with allowances
paid in the field of trade upgrading or training, and additiona!l children would mean tI opportunity
to apply for additional assistance. But in general, we would be talking of the income range of between
$5,000 and $6,000 annually.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Brandon E

MR. LEONARD S. EVANS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I'd like to address a question to the Minister
of Industry and Commerce. Can the Minister of Industry and Commer  advise whether he or his
department are making any efforts whatsoever to offset or to prevent tne demise of the Westman
Regional Development Corporation, which is now in process, or is the government going to allow
the first — | think it's the first — and perhaps the oldest regional development corporation to
disappear?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Industry and Commerce.

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, the government is aware of the particular situation that the member
refers to.We have taken the approach, and | believe it's the right one, that the regional development
corporations are a body of municipalities that got together and worked together. If the municipalities
themselves find that they do not want to spend their taxpayers’ dollars in that particular manner
— in other words, if the municipalities don’t want to get together and have that type of organization
for their particular region, they will determine that themsel ;, and th the message that | have
left with them. There are some that are working extremely well; the e some that are having
difficulty, but | think it is a matter for the municipalities to work out themselves, beca the regional
development corporations, the municipalities involved will get out of them as much they put in.
So, the government h: taken the approach that we will provide the funding, we will allow them
to — if you want to call it — do their own thing with regard to the Regional Development Corporations,
but we will not be stepping in and propping them up by some artificial means.

MR. EVANS: | thank the Minister for his answer, Mr. Speaker, and appreciate that he recognizes
that there will be one large gap in the total spectrum of the seven Regional Development COrporations
that have been existing in the province. Can the Minister advise the House whether there is any
indication of any other of the six Regional Development Corporations that may be on the verge
of collapsing or folding up?

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, all that | can say now is that from having spoken to different
municipalities throughout the Province of Manitoba, there are some regions that are definitely more
active than others. To give a report right now as to what status they're at, | have not received any
pertinent or particular information with regards to that. The one that seems to be having the most
problem right now is the out in Westman and we're hopeful that the councils out there will resolve
it. If they don’t well, it's unfortunate, but in order to make the thing go, you e to ha the full
input from the municipalities. If you don't have that, it's an organization that will not benefit

2






Wednesday, July 5, 1978

HON. J. FRANK JOHNSTON (Sturgeon Creek): Mr. Speaker, | took as notice a question the other
day from the Honourable Member for Transcona. He asked me the number of lots sold and the
breakdown between private individuals and companies. Mr. Speaker. there were 25 lots sOld to
individuals. There were 130 lots sold to contractors and that's bro 1 down into 111 R1 and 19
R2. There were three blocks of RPL sold to contractors. Those RPL blocks will be multiple housing.
And | have for the honourable member, which I'li send over to him, a map in colour showing where
the lots are.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Transcona.

MR. WILSON PARASIUK: | would like to thank the Minister for providing that information. Could
he inform the members of the House whether there are any further lots for sale or have they all
been sold in Inkster Gardens?

MR. JOHNSTON: Yes, there are approximately 40 percent of the lots to be sold; 680 percent have
been; approximately 40 percent more to be sold.

MR. PARASIUK: A supplementary. Are those available for sale at present so that individuals wanting
to acquire lots in Inkster Gardens can contact MHRC to s« if they can acquire them now?

MR. JOHNSTON: Yes, Mr. S iker, they are available to individuals on the same basis that they
were previously and they are available to contractors on the same basis that they previously were
available to contractors. To just kind of explain that to the honourable member regarding the
contractors, they have to take so many R1 before they get multiple; that's on the same basis.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Elmwood.

MR. RUSSELL DOERN: Mr. Speaker, | would like to direct a question to the Minister of Health.
When the province makes a substantial grant to an organization for the purpose of construction,
etc., is it a standard policy that due recognition be given to that grant in the form of signage, joint
press releases, public statements and so on?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, in the case of the Department of Heaith and Social Development,
much of the authority that is sought from this House for projects of the kind referred to by the
honourable member is merely borrowing authority, and it's then up to the individual health facility
to borrow up to that authorized amount and what they do in terms of signage and plaques and
identifications on their facilities is up to them. In a case of an outi 1t grant, an outright funding
in the form of a grant from the depar :nt, | don’t know of any ummerence between the signage
that would be applied in the case of the Department of Health and Social Development d any
other department of government. | expect there would be joint recognition.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Eimwood.

MR. DOERN: ! wonder if the Minister could check into tbe agrant given for the Reh-Fit Centre on
Taylor Avenue. | believe there was a $250,000 grant, and  best as | can determine, by riding
by in a car, there is no indication that any provincial neys are going into that facility.

MR. SHERMAN: Well, I'll certainly check into that, Mr. Speaker. | just remind the honourable
member that that grant, of course, comes out of lottery revenues but V'll check into it anyway.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort Rouge.

MR. AXWORTHY: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for the Minister of Agriculture. Based upon the
information given by the Minister of Environment that there have been some additional outb ks
of Dutch 8Im Eisease, can he indicate whether there has been any special action taken by the
provincial government, by his department, to inform residents of that area or people travelling in
that area that branches or wood should not be carried from that area to any other part of the
province?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Agriculture.

4764












Wednesday, July 5, 1978

Mr. Speaker, much has been said about the enforcement of maintenance orders. | have said
earlier, my department is reviewing the procedures by which maintenance orders are enforced at
the present moment. We hope to be able to take positive action in the very near future. The previous
government simply referred to the establishr 1t of a Task Force and never did take any concrete
action, although it would appear that they certainly did intend to but there was never any evidence
of any concrete action undertaken. The preliminary review that | have, Mr. Speaker, shows that it
is the administration of the enforcement of maintenance orders that may need some overhaul but
I will have to await completion of the report before | can discuss the matter any more
extensively.

All | can say at the present © : Mr. Speaker, is that our government is concerned about the
enforcement of maintenance orders, as | believe members opposite also a and we hope to be
able to take some positive steps in the near future to improve the situation.

Mr. Speaker, 1 believe that we have made some, although few, some substantive, positive changes
in the legislation. | look forward, Mr. Speaker, to hearing once again the representations that will
be made with respect to this legisiation in the next few da and | thank members opposite for
their participation and comments with respect to this bili.

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

MR. CHERNIACK: | wonder if the Honourable Attorney-General would permit a few questions for
clarification?.

Firstly, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that | agree with his interpretation of the existing legislation
— the NDP legislation — that conduct is not a factor affecting an order, and in view of the fact
that he states that conduct, as defined under 2(2), would only apply as to quantum and not as
to whether or not an order shall be made, is he prepared to consider such amendment as may
be necessary to satisfy beyond any reasonable doubt the fact that the Conservative government
does not propose that conduct other than as described in 2(2) shall be a factor in determining whether
or not to make an order under Section 5(1)?

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, as | indicated, the interpretation we give to the legislation is supported
by the interpretation in Ontario of similar wording, but if the honourabie member still has some
doubts and can produce an amendment which we feel would add clarity to it, then certainly, | wouid
be prepared to give it serious consideration.

MR. CHERNIACK: | appreciate that response. | wonder if the Honourable Attorney-General could
respond in like manner on the question of the Unmarried Cohabitation section which | agree is similar
to what was passed by our government previously but which now could be amended to protect
any person who is not married but has been living common law, fr.  prohibition of the other spouse
from access to the premises formerly occupied by the two, since as | indicated when | spoke earlier,
| understand that the police consider it a domestic problem and one they hesitate to get involved
in, and if the court cannot make an order, except under the limited circumstances described in
the section before us, that possibly there could be an amendment to broaden the discretion of the
court to give protective orders, even when all three factors do not apply. That is, in relation to
prohibition and access to premises.

MR. MERCIER: Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, that would be a mai that would more properly be
discussed at Committee, because it's a matter of some detail, and | am prepared to discuss it
there.

MR. CHERNIACK: Finalily, Mr. Speaker, this question was a question that the Member for Selkirk
wanted to ask, but he was called away just a moment ago. On June 26th iast, the Attorney-General
under his Estimates gave an indication that he hoped for, and | think indicates that he expected,
that deferring the unified family court wouid still make it possible for contributions to be made by
the Federal Government. And he says on Page 4348, and | quote, “V've written to Mr. Basford
indicating that was my understanding of the matter between the respected departments and hoping
that on that basis in the event that we wish to proceed with the project next year, that funding
will be available. I've not received a response.”

Does the Minister inform us today, and now. that the Federal Government has notified him that
the funds cannot be counted on in next year or the year beyond, and that there would have to
be some new application, but does he indicate that he received a negative answer from the Federal
Government?

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, I've not yet received an answer to that letter from Mr. Basford.
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if they went through the normal channels there would be a three to four month delay. Well, mr.
Speaker, | also found out, and | don't know whether it has changed since our last Municipal Affairs
Committee meeting, that there is dispute on the ownership of the land that is being annexed, that
the present owner has questions on whether in fact he wants to sell the property, whether in fact
he wants it annexed, whether in fact he wants the zone stipulation tied to the land. So, Mr. Speaker,
we further complicate this bill in the fact that the present owner is questioning in fact a legal docent
that he has with the developer that is involved.

So, Mr. Speaker, it is a very very messy bill when we look at what we could be doing. It is
obvious that by this decision of the Legislature, there will be a capital gain in the value of the land
because at the present time it is zoned agricultural, and obviously once it  zoned for the mobile
park it will appreciate in value. So that not only are we by-passing the Municipal Board and the
normal planning procedures and taking away the rights of the individuals in the Brandon area who
might be opposed to this or even maybe are for it but want to give their views, we are further
adding a value of the land. | suggest, Mr. Speaker, that if the two municipalities can work out their
differences of opinion which they have to a degree in resolutions of Council, that there is no reason
why we can’t just pass the annexation of this property and not create this further issue that will
come into play of by-passing the Municipal Board and the planning authorities, because, Mr. Speaker,
| am sure that the Municipal Board will give fair hearing to the proposed changes and | am confident
that Brandon can get their particular property built into a mobile home park, rather than ail of a
sudden start this new step and a precedent, in my opinion, on this particular bill.

For that reason alone, and the only reason, this precedent that | believe is being set of stipulating
a certain piece of property, zoning it, and setting a time limit on it, that | am opposing this particular
bill for that reason only, that | am in favour of annexation and the proper channels being taken
to see that Brandon gets its mobile park, but 1 cannot support the amendments that are before
us at this time.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Selkirk.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, there certainly is considerable merit in what the Member for St. James
has indicated. However there are various aspects | think we have to weigh. One is, it is my
understanding that both the City of Brandon and the Rural Municipality of Cornwallis arr | at
a consensus in respect to this legislation that is before us. it is no longer legislation that really
would be at issue insofar as the two principal municipalities.

But secondly, | want to really address my comments to the Minister without Portfolio, responsible
for the Provincial Land Use Committee, or to the Minister of Municipal Affairs, because | do believe
that there should be a better way of dealing with this than through the legislation. | am wondering,
in view of the fact that we now have concurrence on the part of both the R.M. of Cornwallis and
the City of Brandon, if the mechanism of the Provincial Land Use Committee cannot be used, for
instance, PLUC would not be able to refrain from approving any actions involving the property in
question until certain understandings were arrived at. Certainly we already now have the indication
that the two municipalities are in concurrence. | would think that with the injection of PLUC, so
that we could still retain the normal planning mechanism that is avaiiable elsewhere through . the
province to other development plans and other zoning procedures, that we would be able to achieve
the same objective as we are trying to achieve in what is certainly, | think, somewhat of a questionable
manner. | am wondering if we could obtain some response fr either the Minister of Municipal Affairs
or the Minister without Portfolio responsible for the Provincial Land Use Committee. i would like
to see Brandon-Cornwallis achieve what they wish. | share some of the concerns expressed by the
Member for St. James that we are doing it in a peculiar way and if a better way wouid not be
to use the existing machinery of the PLUC Committee, and | would think that id be rather easy
now that we have consent, apparent consent of both Cornwallis and the City of Brandon.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, | supported this particular annexation since last fall, but it has now
arrived in such a situation that | don’t feel that | can support this bill on third reading.

Firstly, we have before us now a bili containing an amendment requiring a certain specified zoning
over a period of ten years. | don't think, Mr. Speaker, it is the proper function of this Legisiature
to legislate zoning in this manner. That should be done by the planning authority, which is the City
of Brandon, and the R.M. of Cornwallis. .

Mr. Speaker, certainly if there is anything to be dOne in the way of zoning alternatively, it should
be by way of agreement between the land owner and the municipality involved.

Secondly, we have the question of ownership of the land. We had representations at Committee
that Mr. Hall was not entitied to purchase the land under certain conditions under t option
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