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same business might be able to compete. Maybe the Minister got a deal, maybe he didn’t; maybe
he bought an inferior product for the right price. Maybe somebody else could have given him an
even better deal on it; maybe the government bought 100 expensive tires in the first place; maybe
they didn’t. But I'm just saying that it is an anomaly, and you know we had some concern as to
the way the whole thing was handled. it is not so much that it's a small amount of money as the
fact that [ find it peculiar that some Minister can say | want this particular thing and it’s just purchased
as such, particularly if he says, ‘| know where you can get a deal on this,” because that strikes
me as being a very dangerous precedent, if Minister’'s are going to be phoning up and saying |
know where we can buy a truck load of this or a carload of that. | don’t think people who are
in business would be too happy with that as a regular procedure. They want to know what the
ground rules are so that they can participate, and | intend to raise a matter more serious in the
tendering processes for security when we get to the Minister’s Salary, where the ground rules seem
to be very vague and very flexible.

So I'm simply saying to the Minister again, maybe the Minister of Fitness would care to answer
as to what method of operation, what procedure he followed in making this substitution? Did he,
for example, phone the Minister and say, “Can | do this?”* Did he phone the garage and say, ‘|
want this.” If he phoned the garage, did the garage people then phone the Minister of Government
Services and say, ‘‘Is this okay?” Because somebody approved this, and | want to know who
approved it.

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, I'm not going to continue this debate much ionger. | know of
a former Minister of Public Works who used to spend a considerable amount of time wandering
through the art shops of this city and deciding in an arbitrary way which particular painting or which
object of art struck his fancy.

| have a cup of some unknown description that | have yet to be able to find a suitable invoice
for that was purchased by ministerial direction. You know, I'm not doing this or suggesting this
to throw red herrings; I’'m saying that in this particular instance the Minister involved in effect, if
you want to put the bottom line to it, saved the tax-paying public some moneys by opting for a
particular choice of tires that he wanted. It was within the purchasing policy of the department.
The bulk purchasing contract is with Uniroyal; he purchased a less expensive set of Uniroyal tires.
| invite the Minister of Sport and Fitness to add any personal comments that he may on the subject
matter and | don’t say this by way of attempting to come out from under this heavy attack on
my ministry right now but | was not the Minister at the time that the questionable purchase was
made, and so the direct answer to my honourable friend for Eimwood: '‘No, the Minister did not
inquire of me as to whether or not he could purchase these tires. | wasn't the Minister of Government
Services at the time.”

MR. CHAIRMAN: (bX2) — the Honourable Minister of Fitness.

MR. BANMAN: Well, Mr. Chairman, | think this is a classic case of some civil servant’s nose being
out of joint, when you’'ve got a problem when you're going to save the taxpayers some money
because the previous administration, or maybe the previous administration before that was putting
on a much higher grade of tires on the car than was, | feel, necessary at this particular instance.
And here is an example of where the taxpayer is paying less money, but the government is being
ridiculed by the opposition for taking that particular approach. As the Minister has mentioned, the
department has the contract with the Uniroyal people, it was bought through that particular
purchasing system, and those are the tires on the car right now at, | must say, a saving to the
people.

So, Mr. Chairman, | don’t know how the previous administration worked it, | understand, my
particular car, when the Member for Brandon East wanted to instal a mirror and a light so that
his wite could powder her nose on the sun visor on the right hand side, | don’t know if he phoned
up the Member for Eimwood and asked him if he could do that; | don’t know, or did he just phone
the Provincial Garage and say: ‘‘Hey, | think that’s a good thing. We should have it; put it in” or
if he said: “‘Hey, you know, | think we should have air conditioning,”” and it costs about $300 or
$400 to put it in. | don't know. Did he phone up the Member for EiImwood and ask him if he could
put in the air conditioning? Maybe they did that but it's such a small item that, you know, Mr.
Chairman, we're spending a lot of time on one particular item which saved the province some money
and bought tires from peopie that already were supplying us with the contractural commitments.
And somebody somewhere along the line has said that minister’s cars should have Michelin Tires
or Bridgestones. And that is the word and that's it. Well. Mr. Chairman, those are more expensive
tires and these tires are less money. And if | can save the taxpayers $150 or $200 on a set of
tires, Mr. Chairman, | think it's my duty to do so.
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wheels turn really (Interjection)— Well, Mr. Speaker, you . . ."" — know, having been in the business
and having the practical experience, there is no magic grease. The wheels turn harder in the
wintertime than they do in the summer. It’s a fact of life and you can use whatever graphite, grease
or slippery grease you want to use. That’s a fact of life.

Mr. Speaker, | walked away there and if | had been a part of the government, | would have
screamed long and hard before we paid $8,000 for cars, which | knew, Mr. Speaker, having been
involved in the industry, would be an absolute waste of taxpayers’ money. Because until we come
out with some kind of energizing pack or something, the old lead batteries with the sulphur, just
won’t work. So, Mr. Speaker, were | in any department of government, whether it be Public Works,
whether it be any other things, that | know from the fact. we can save the taxpayers’ money, |
will endeavour to do that and | don't care if it means that some of the civil servants will get their
nose out of joint, because that's what has happened here, and he went running to the Member
for St. Vital. | was member of the opposition long enough to know how he got his information.
So that’s what happened here but | can tell the member, I’'m not backing away from that and wherever
we can save the taxpayer some money, | will endeavour to save it. even if this is the type of tack
the opposition wants 1o bring forward.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (b)2) — the Member for Eimwood.

MR. DOERN: Well, you know, Mr. Chairman, we're asking questions, we're getting speeches, but
we’re not getting answers to the questions that we're asking and if you want to debate electric
cars, we’'ll get Bob Wilson in here and we’li have a debate on electric cars. But that isn’t the question
that we’re dealing with. We’re simply saying that there is an unhealthy precedent in a Minister giving
direction about substitutions. —(Interjection)— Yes. saving the taxpayeis’ money, trumpeting the
saving of taxpayers’ money —(Interjection)— | have the floor. And the point is, you can adopt new
procedures if you like, but you will also have to then decide whether every Tom, Dick and Harry
can go running up to the Minister or the government, saying. "Here. I've got a deal, would you
like to hear my deal? I've got so many chickens or so many batteries or so many fence posts at
a special.” And you can save money that way as well.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. The Honourable Minister on a point of order.

MR. ENNS: | don’t mind the honourable member casting aspersions. certain motives to Tom and
Dick, but leave Harry out of it, eh?

MR. CHAIAN: The Honourable Minister does not have a point of order. The Member for
Elmwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, the Minister has never had a point of order. He's been in the Legislature
13 years. He has never yet had a point of order.

| wanted to ask him if he can give us a breakdown again of Other Expenditures going from
4.6 to 5.8 million. How much of that money is being spent on new cars and how many new cars
are being purchased?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

MR. ENNS: This appropriation provides funds for replacement program for 1979-80, of some $1.5
million. it also provides for an allowance for price increase for gasoline. repair parts and costs of
labour to the tune of $232,000. That's part of it. | think we are talking about some 187 cars, |
believe. Some 189 vehicles, for a total expenditure of $1,195,640.00.

I'm advised, Mr. Chairman, that the rest are the operating costs involved with the general fee,
but in terms of capital acquisition, it covers some 189 vehicles, replacement vehicles, for a cost
of $1.195 million.

MR. DOERN: Can the Minister indicate at what mileage cars are now being traded? Is it 80,000
or higher?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, I'm advised that that’s part of the area of concern right now. I'm
anticipating that the Deputy Minister is going to address himself to on a priority basis. We have
an aging fleet. For instance, just by way of some figures. we have some 24 sedans that are over
100,000; we have 21 trucks in the same category; we have some 50 trucks and vans that are between
90,000 and 100,000 miles, some 72 sedans; we have some 82 trucks and vans between 80,000
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for all.

MR. URUSKI: Could the Minister indicate whether at any time in the last number of years was
there a procedure which involved consultation between the Land Value Appraisal Commission and
other agencies in the purchase and examination of land that was being purchased? Now maybe
there was certification of purchases. I'd like to know whether purchases made, say by — it seems
to me that | recall that MPIC did submit their purchases of iand, and that’s going back a number
of years when | was Minister, did submit their purchases of land to the Land Value Appraisal
Commission for examination. Now the Minister tells me this is no longer the practice. Was it the
practice of other agencies? Because | do recall MPIC doing that, submitting their purchases to LVAC
in other communities where claim centres were being set up so that the Land Value Appraisal
Commission could at least look at it in light of other purchases that are going on, whether — |
can’t recall whether there was an actual certification, but at least there was an examination and
a comment if the prices were out of line or not.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, what the member says, it's quite possible that agencies such as MPIC
might weil have availed themselves of the knowledge and the expertise of the Land Value Appraisal
Commission, but they weren't bound to by statute and it has not been a general practice. The
Land Value Appraisal Commission was only set up about 1966-67 and | think was part of an evolution
which | think is still going on with respect to government purchasing land. i reiterate again, | believe
that the whole business of government’s manner and method of acquiring land ought to be done
in a fairly consistent manner and that as we’re building up the expertise in a particular group such
as the Land Value Appraisal Commission, it would seem to me just good common sense that agencies
of government should utilize that function. I'm given to understand., and the former Minister
responsible for MPIC, | won’t argue with him if he indicates to me that that corporation from time
to time made use of the Land Value Appraisal Commission to kind of satisfy themseives that they
were on the right track, | have no doubt that that took place, but | point out that they are not
bound to do so by statute, and neither are any of the other agencies of government.

MR. URUSKI: Just to ask, in the same way as | asked before, the Minister didn’t answer my question
with respect to whether other departments in the past availed themseives, although they were not
bound, as the Minister indicates by law to do so, to make contact with LVAC on purchases, like
MACC, for example, or Hydro. Was there a practice in those. if not now, in the last say, five
years?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, Mr. Jack deZeeuw, Director of the Land Acquisition Branch, is not with
us this evening, and he might be able to cast a more specific light on the subject matter, but Mr.
Osler informs me that to the best of his knowledge that has not been the case.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, when the Minister looks at possible changes to the Land Acquisition
Branch, or the procedures with respect to the purchase of land, | don't think there is any doubt
that if he wishes to look at not standardizing the policy with respect to purchases, because | think
there has to be separate approaches taken by governments in terms of their land requirements,
I, for one, would not argue for a straightforward expropriation after certain procedures are
undertaken in terms of tands that are required, say, for highways or for drainage purposes, that
there not be a very long drawn-out procedure in terms of the public need for a definite parcel
of land. But when it comes, of course, to the purchase of land for housing or for parks in those
other areas, | believe there has to be a flexibility in terms of the approach that governments should
take, so that when he looks at possible changes and the tike, he should look at areas where there
be policy developed that is in some areas both fairly straightforward, but also in other areas, quite
flexible, and looks at more than just the straight public need in terms of the two types of projects
that I've alieady mentioned.

So he can certainly, if he wishes to move in that direction, |. for one. provided some of the
comments that | have made would be incorporated, and | think they probably are as a basis of
policy now. Only he's talking about standardizing the procedure — he should give it a try and see
whether his colleagues will accept it.

MR. ENNS: Just a final comment on that to the Honourable Member for St. George, | invite the
honourable member's comments and helpful suggestions, when as is my hope, a bill dealing with
the matter will be presented to the House.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Wolseley.
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Again, | wanted to put on the record that | honestly feel that government’s that come along
— and | use an example of Gimli; | know a family there that had 40 acres expropriated. It was
lakefront property; they had been there for 30 years. They were an old Ukrainian couple, that this
was their farm. The government paid them $34,000 for it. They had to buy a house in Gimli for
$26,000 and their lawyer grabbed $4,000.00. They ended up with a net of $4,000.00. They had
one acre, not 40, and the government went in there with a bulldozer and knocked down the
50-year-old beautiful trees and the landscaping that they had spent years building. These are the
type of properties that are not needed that should be offered back to the same people, with all
costs included, at a slight margin for inflation, and offer them the land back i.e. or sell it.

What was this great idea to expropriate all the lands along Lake Winnipeg? To me, if we're
going to sell them at $10,000 a lot, great, but if we're expropriating for flood protection or the
fact that the Lake Winnipeg Regulation may not work, or whatever, | don’t think that that’s proper.
| think that these lands should be left in the private sector, and I've been wanting, for a long time,
to put this on the record.

| think it’'s terrible. | went to Assiniboine Credit Union — and | buy and sell quite a bit of stuff
— and they wanted me to pay some character $175 to ride by a piece of property in his car and
give a windshield appraisal. And much to my disgust — and this is one of the things of why the
Crown agency should be under the Minister’s thumb — is this man is employed by Manitoba Hydro,
and | think that it’s terrible for the Appraisal Institute to allow government employees and employees
of the Crown agencies to compete with them, and | think they should begin today to complain
to the new Conservative government that they do not approve of moonlighting, especially at the
tune of $175 to give us some kind of a windshield appraisal.

As | say, | just wanted to say that | don’t think there is any more . . . There is always going
to be some need for certain lands for, certainly, highways and stuff like that, but | think the day
is fast approaching . . . | went by, on my way in here, down Henderson Highway and | passed
a building in ElImwood, a purchasing building, in the old Snowdon Building. Now, what in the worid
is the Purchasing Department of the Manitoba Provincial Government doing in the Eimwood
Constituency, when it should be down here, where it should be a communication. And | asked the
Minister the other day why we renewed the lease. | know we had to renew it, but | hope that he
finds . . . —(Interjection)— No, | don’t want it in Steinbach, either. That would just be switching
it from Elmwood to Steinbach. | would rather see it in the core area of the city.

So really, as | say, we don’t have a bowling alley in Wolseley and we don’t have a government
building in Wolseley, that | know of. | believe we do have a welfare office. I'm not sure if it's on
this side of Portage or the north side.

But, just to wrap up, | wanted to put on the record that we should begin to sell land today.
I look at some of the aggressive American states that are getting down to so-called getting out
of debt, and they are selling off large tracts of land. | look at Florida, the leaps and bounds at
what they have done with swamp land and so-called desert. | was told we didn’t have any bad
land in Manitoba, that, compared to Europe, our farmland, even the A, B, C, even the D land or
the Number 4 land, is as good as it is in many countries of Europe and, for that reason, | would
like to see us . . .

And, again, one of my pet peeves is right across from the Convention Centre there is a big
chunk of land that is the last piece of the puzzie of development for the downtown core, and it
is owned and is one of the most under-used government parking lots that | have seen. | know
the former member wanted to build a $7 million parking lot there. but if we're not going to build
a parking lot there | think we should sell that land because if we sell that land and the new developer
supplies parking that means on the west side of the Convention Centre we will be able to get the
hotel development that we need to make that entire package, the downtown selling package,
available to help the Convention Centre get out of the red. And those are the kind of things that
| am talking about. Sell what we don’t need because today’'s market prices, there is a good bullish
market and | would like to see us sell more land and reduce the public debt that we inherited
from the likes of the Member for Eimwood.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (a}1)—pass — the Member for St. Vital.

MR. WALDING: Mr. Chairman, | just wanted to give the Minister the opportunity to reply to his
colleague, and if he doesn’'t | do have the specifics of that matter that | mentioned to him just
a few minutes ago where his colleague, the Minister reporting for MHRC, said of Friday, February
23rd, Page 206 of Hansard, “They expropriated the old Burrows Court, Mr. Speaker. Mind you,
it was condemned and it was expropriated and the expropriation figure is $85,000.00. We are still
in negotiation, mind you. We may have to pay more. It looks like. when the negotiations are over,
we might have to. We had estimates for fixing it up that probably range from $250,000 to
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asked the same question, | indicated that the costs for renovations of East Grove would be $700,000
to $750,000.00. I'm now reporting that that, in effect, is what we've spent, $700,000 to $750,000.00.
I'm aiso advised that at the time of the fire the facility housed some 54 inmates, residents. But
on the generat question as to the advisability of whether or not, you know, whether | can justify
the expenditure for that particular facility, | would have to in all seriousness defer that to my
colleague, the Minister responsible. | do not set the policy as Minister of Government Services for
the Department of Health and Social Development, nor am | equipped, nor are my staff people
equipped to pass judgment as to whether or not the use of that facility is appropriate or not. Experts
within the field of mental health care have that responsibility. | concur with the honourable member’s
suggestion that there has been, and continues to be, a move towards deinstitutionalizing these
people, but we have to respond as a Department of Government Services to those requests that
the client department, in this case Health and Social Development makes of us. They have asked
us to provide these facilities. We have to adhere to fire code commission’s regulations if they're
going to be used for specific purposes, if they're going to be housing residents of this nature, and
again it’'s not a question of not wishing to engage in debate with the honourable member, but |
submit respectfully that you're engaging the wrong minister for debate. | may well choose to agree
with the Honourable Member for St. Vital, that $700,000 spent in this particular way might well
have been spent in another way. But we respond to the requests of the client department.

MR. WALDING: Mr. Chairman, if the minister told me a year ago that the cost was $700,000 to
$750,000, I'll take his word for it, my memory must be at fault then. The figure of $250,000 stuck
in my mind.

MR. ENNS: That's what we had been spending on consulting fees and things like that at that
time.

MR. WALDING: Yes. The minister mentioned a number of 54 residents in the building. Now, can
he confirm that those residents were actually in dormitory circumstances, in that they were sleeping
there, or was it just that that number of people were using the building for workshops or recreation
or some other purpose? recall distinctly from being there that the area where the sleeping
accommodation was, was an area perhaps from behind the minister to the end wall, and there
was certainly not more than a dozen beds there.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, I'll just explain that a little further. I'm advised that there were some
actual 14 students housed in that particular building that burned. The remainder of the 54 were
housed in the same building in the complex. If the member on inspection of the facilities, you will
recall that the building is separated into two structures, 14 were in the building that you are now
referring to and the remainder were in the other portion.
MR. CHAIRMAN: 6.—pass — the Member for Eimwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, just on that last point, just one question. How many square feet are
in East Grove?

MR. ENNS: 16,483, | believe, but I'll just have the staff check that. We'll have to get the accurate
number, Mr. Chairman.

MR. DOERN: The $750,000 there and the $6 million for Portage, is that fire improvements only
or is that fire and other renovations in both instances?

MR. ENNS: Yes. Fire and other renovations.
MR. CHAIRMAN: 6.—pass — the Member for Elmwood.

MR. DOERN: Can the minister break out only the fire code requirements out of the $6 million?
Approximately what percentage is for meeting the fire code and what is for renovations?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | am advised that the 6 million is all upgrading for fire.
MR. DOERN: All upgrading for fire.

MR. ENNS: Yes, to meet fire code recommendations.
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to the races. And if it weren’t for the $960 at that crucial time, | wouldn't have be able to do today
hat | am doing.”

Mr. Chairman, despite that, on the other side, or in the same list. you know we find recipients
— and these are some of the more glaring examples — Catelli Limited. Catelli Limited, and, Mr.
Chairman, who owns Catelli's? Labatt’s own Catelli’s. Labatt’s own Catelli's. They were one of the
recipients.

Now, Mr. Chairman, you mean to tell me that Labatt's could not see their way, if they felt that
there was a social responsibility resting upon them to assist with the unemployment situation, you
mean to tell me that Labatt's could not find $960, that additional $960. to hire a young person
for the 9 to 16 week period of time, or whatever?

Macleod’s-Gambles, another, Moore Business Forms, and | spoke about this on the Budget
Debate, Mr. Chairman, you will recall. You know, Moore Business Forms, a large, multinational —
well, its parent company, the Moore Corporation is a large, muitinational, which is the sole owner
of Moore Business Forms, which operates i every major country of the world, in every continent
of the world. And it is a recipient of assistance of this kind. Bird Building Supplies. through its
directorate, through its board, it too is tied in with various large national and multinational
organizations, including Massey Ferguson. Bulman Brothers Limited. which is an interesting one,
and | must emphasize that point again, because it really sort of makes one see why grants were
made to these firms and that this was obviously a handpicked group of corporations. The Buiman
Group owns Bulman Brothers Limited. Its president sits on the board of The Traders Group. Its
president is the vice-president of the Canadian Manufacturers Association. And perhaps now he
is president of the Canadian Manufacturers Association — and the Minister of Economic
Development is assisting me — | think he said next week. And an organization of that kind is a
recipient of this grant. And so the list goes: ADCO Structures Limited, owned by ADCO. One of
the wealthiest corporations in Canada; | think it ranks No. 15 or No. 20 amongst the top 100
corporations in Canada. And so do the others; so does the Moore Corporation. It's up near the
top too.

The ADCO Corporation based in Alberta, the wealthiest province in Canada and it receives a
grant. Isn’t that something like carrying coals to Newcastle, Mr. Chairman. Going to the wealthiest
corporation in the wealthiest province and saying to them here is $960 or whatever the amount
was, if they hired more than two or three. Would you please assist us in relieving the unemployment
situation? You know, to you Mr. Southern, the president who is earning $200,000-$300,000 a year,
here is $960. Please help us with the unemployment situation?

Western Grocers, another recipient, Western Grocers owned by Kelly Douglas and company,
which in turn is owned by Loblaws, and —(Interjection)— that’s right. and in turn by Weston, a
corporation which made last year a profit, a net profit after taxes and everything of $10 miilion,
and it receives a grant. And it receives a grant from this modest amount that the Minister has
of $3 million. And it receives a grant, a corporation whose profits far exceed the total amount that
the Minister has at his disposal over here.

So what | am saying to the Minister, Mr. Chairman, is | would like him to reconsider the criteria
and the terms and conditions under which grants are paid, and if this program has merit, to make
the grants availabie only to Manitoba corporations, to corporations of a certain size and below a
certain size, based in the province rather than multi-national. Because you know, for the Minister
to say that the taxpayers of Manitoba — that the economy is such that his constituents and mine
have to assist Mr. Weston of his conglomerate of corporations, have to assist Mr. Southern of the
ATCO Corporation, have to assist Moore Business Forms — and the Chairman of the Board is
one David Barr, who sits on the Board of Reed Dominion Packaging. Canada Life, and the Bank
of Nova Scotia, and Dominion Insurance, and Inco, and a host of other corporations — that the
taxpayers in my riding and the Minister’s riding have to assist these people in creating jobs. You
know, my constituents and his and yours, they just can’t understand that. They just can’t understand
why the Minister has to go into the pockets of your constituents and mine to assist Mr. Barr in
providing a fraction of a job to assist a conglomerate of corporations. which probably could buy
out the whole Province of Manitoba with the small change in their pockets. And here we are giving
them money to create employment — giving money to these organizations that this government
always talks about.

Oh yes, it’s these rugged individualists out in the private sector — theyre the ones who are
building our economy. They’'re the ones who are creating jobs. But Mr. Chairman, oeer the past
month or so — and I'm sure that the Minister reads that publication. it's one put out by an
organization which — I'm not sure whether it came into being recently, but it's in recent years
that they sort of developed a bit more muscle and acquired a bit more momentum to the things
that they’re doing — it's t The Canadian Federation of Independent Businessmen. I'm not sure,
Mr. Chairman, whether | have the title correctly or not, but it is the Federation of the so-called
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Winnipeg Centre.

MR. J. R. (Bud) BOYCE: Mr. Chairman, I'll make somewhat the same case as my colleague the
Member for Burrows, but perhaps from a little different perspective. One of the criticisms of this
program that is coming back to me is from some of my friends and acquaintances over the number
of years that I've been a member of this community who are involved in business, and with one
in particular who called me, after it was drawn to the public’s attention that four grants had been
given to one concern, J. D. Construction, G. A. Junkin and Waseco and Metrico. it came to his
attention and as a result of it | showed him the list of the grants. And earlier when we were debating
this subject | said | thought it was a good program. And not- withstanding my colleague’s criticism,
if | was on the board of directors of all those companies that he has mentioned, | would make
sure that we had the capacity within the corporation to take legal advantage of any program that
was proffered by the government. So while he takes his particular viewpoint, | think that the
companies operated legitimately. If they apply for the program and they get it, that's more power
to them. —(Interjection)— Well so did McCain Food, they clipped us for $2.4 million on the
assumption that they were going to export potato chips but they had no intention of exporting potato
chips apparentty.

But, Mr. Chairman, the criticisms are that these people that | know in business, who in the past
year or so have been living on borrowed money and depreciation, are actually in competition with
these companies. This particular thrust for 40 employees, 40 employees are in direct competition
with the person | was helping with books, to try and survive the crunch or the lack of construction
in the province of Manitoba. This person is not a New Democrat, but | think he is becoming one,
and | think that we're getting another one — my friend from Inkster keeps telling me all we have
1o do is make a few converts. But seriously, Mr. Chairman, this is a criticism that’s coming from
the business community. How come the man down the street can get a grant? And I'm talking
about the small employers who have four, five, six employees. They can get help down the street
in competition with him and he doesn’t get dime one, and there isn’t enough business in Manitoba
right at the time to go around and they're giving grants like this to all of these companies that
were referred to, and I'm not criticizing the companies for doing it. It’s all above board, it’s printed,
they applied, they got it. But nevertheless they’re in the construction business, and | don’t know
what the government’s intention is as far as the total construction area is concerned but | know
hauling mud last summer was something else. You had people competing with each other and cutting
their throats and here they are, they’re subsidizing one bunch or four reportedly, to be directly
in competition with a number of people who have been in business in this community for a number
of years. | personally, Mr. Chairman, don’t think this is fair and neither do many of the conservative
people in the province of Manttoba, as demonstrated in the recent election, if you want to take
it away out there, because these are the kind of things that are getting home to these people,
that there’s a select bunch that seem to have inroads into the government, that can get these grants,
and the small people that they purport to represent get zilch.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (4)—pass. The Honourable Member for Churchill.

MR. COWAN: Oh yes thank you, Mr. Chairperson. Well my colleague seems to have very aptly
discussed the broader generalities of the program and | think there are some major defects in the
program that do bias it towards large business or enable large business to take more advantage
of the program than a small business would, and we have gone over that in some detail previously
during the discussion of these Estimates, and I'm certain that we’ll have to go over it in some detail
during next year’s discussion of the Estimates because | don’t see any pre-disposition on the part
of the government to change the program so as to enable small businesses equal access to the
program.

Earlier in the discussion of this particular item the Minister mentioned that a preliminary evaluation
was being completed, or had been completed, and a final analysis was being completed of this
program. | would ask the Minister then to indicate now to the Committee exactly what the status
of that evaluation is? Have they reached any conclusions yet or are they still in the process of
compiling their complete data?

MR. MacMASTER: Waell, Mr. Chairman, I've listened with interest to the members across the way.
| think we should talk about some of the things that took place in relationship to this program.
An interesting feature of it was that it's worked out to be $518 per job is what it cost the Manitoba
government, and if you relate that to the massive amount of inner-departmental program type jobs
that took place a few years ago, they were running just a hair short of uu2,000 per job. So the
theory of the program is very acceptable.
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MOTION presented and carried.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Gladstone.
MR. FERGUSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, | have one more change on the Coittee for Economic
Development. We'd like to substitute the name of Mr. Steen from Crescentwood for Mr. Orchard
from Pembina. (Agreed)

MR. SPEAKER: The Honmurable Government House Leader.

MR. JORGENSON: Mr. Speaker, move, seconded by the Member for Rupertsland that the House
do now adjourn.

MOTION presented and carried.

MR. SPEAKER: The House is accordingly adjourned and stands adjourned until 2:30 p.m. tomorrow
afternoon. (Tuesday)
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