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MR. DOERN: The other question was, did the government use the Government Air Services for
similar inspections? | assume that if the intent of the Minister was to take a party from here to
Emerson and back, in terms of viewing, that that could have been done with a government aircraft.
Was the Government Air Services used at all, or extensively, for these purposes?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, the flights were seldom arranged for simple viewing. There usually were
other attendant duties that were carried out, whether it was to meet with the Chief at the Indian
Roseau Reserve at the time that there was difficulty being experienced in the evacuation of the
Reserve, or to meet with municipal officials at Morris, or to touch down at Emerson and to establish
contact with Armed Forces personnel there that were perhaps — and that is not all that public
knowledge — fighting one of the most dangerous situations during the flood, where in fact the
dykes came very close to being breached.

Under these circumstances, fixed-wing aircraft were of no avail. In fact, Mr. Chairman, early on
in the flood-fighting process, we banned fixed-wing aircraft from flying over the area because of
the rather dangerous situation that you develop when you have helicopters flying in a restricted
area with fixed-wing aircraft — two aircraft flying different patterns, different modes; and members
will recall that there was a general ban placed on fixed-winged aircraft flying below 3,000 feet in
the Red River Valley for those reasons.

They were not general viewing trips. | mean, we had trips where the Governor-General decided
— the former Premier of this province decided — that he wanted to express his concern and visit
certain communities. We had trips where the news media wanted to be appraised and evaluate
the situation, and we thought these to be legitimate exercises. Particularly so, when reports were
totally erroneous in the eastern press about the situation. The eastern press had one-third of
Winnipeg under water, manhole covers flying 1,500 feet in the air, no dykes holding, the Winnipeg
floodway not working, all ring dyke communities being totally inundated; and that was of a concern
to this government in terms of the impression that it left with the rest of Canada.

And so, when the opportunity presented itself, when upwards to 25 or 30 members of the media
— the national media — wanted to view the situation first-hand. | make no apologies for making
that available to them.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Elmwood.

MR. DOERN: And when Mr. Clark and his party made their tour, were these the same helicopters
used?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | answered that question in the House, when i lose my luggage, when
Air Canada loses my luggage, | blame Air Canada. When Mr. Ciark loses his luggage, everybody
in this country blames Mr. Clark. | would ask the honourable member to accept, I'll ask the
honourable member to grant Mr. Clark enough credit that he would not impose on public tax money
for that kind of a trip during a campaign. The two similar type helicopters were used from Mid-West
and one Aero-Trades, but were rented and hired by the national party for that particular purpose.
I might say, as the CBC network hired a helicopter for the same purpose, as the CTV hired a
helicopter for the same purpose, there were in effect, five helicopters that buzzed around on that
particular day. One hired by the CBC, one hired by the CTV and three hired by the National
Progressive Conservative Association and supported eariier.

MR. DOERN: You know, I'm so excited by the preliminary part of the answer that it’s hard to
strip it and try to get down to the content. My question was very simple and that was, ‘‘Did the
Clark party use these three helicopters or any of them?"”

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | can’'t answer that question. These helicopters were painted brown
and yellow, but | don’t know how many helicopters Perimeter had that were painted in the same
way. If | say that Mr. Clark did not use one of these helicopters, | might well be made out to be
a liar. All | can tell the honourable member as | tried to tell him is that Mr. Clark’s . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please.

MR. ENNS: . . . party and the National Party paid for the use of their helicopters.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, then he can’'t answer my gquestion.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please.

MR. ENNS: | call that politics, and if the honourable members choose to argue about that, that’s
fine, then.their judgment of politics is different than mine.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. | would request that the Honourable Minister retract his
statement.

MR. ENNS: No, Mr. Chairman, | won’t retract that statement.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please, order please.

MR. PARASIUK: | wonder if | could ask the Chairman to bring this to the attention of the
Speaker.

MR. CHAIRMAN: | would ask the indulgence of the committee until a ruling has been established
on this, please.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Transcona on a point of order.

MR. PARASIUK: | believe that the Minister is out of order, has attacked the Queen’s representative
and should be reported to the Speaker. And | ask that the Speaker . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourabie Minister on the same point of order.

MR. ENNS: On the same point of order, | sat here prior to the Honourable Member for Transcona's
entry into this debate, to be accused by the Member for EImwood that our Premier was out there
in crass politicking in his costume, as he calis it . . .

MR. DOERN: | didn’t use that word.
MR. ENNS: Yes.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order.

MR. ENNS: Yes. It is crass politicking to concern yourself about the flood victims and about the
flood situations when it comes to my Premier and the Premier of this province, and | made a similar
suggestion that | accept the fact that the Governor-General was here on private business to attend
the funeral of two aunts, among other things, but | say to him that it was also very political for
him to be involved in the midst of a campaign to be walking through the senior citizens housings
and personal care homes within half an hour of the NDPs visit to those same homes. Now that
is a matter of interpretation. We live in a political worid, and | do not detract and not withdraw
those comments.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Eimwood on the same point of order.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, | don't want to comment on the continuing outbursts of the Minister.
He has made some unacceptable allegations about the Governor-General. He has been asked to
withdraw those statements by you as Chairman. He has refused to do so. Committee should be
adjourned and this matter reported to the Speaker for his instruction and advice on this question.
There’s no further purpose in sitting in this committee to listen to further outbursts and further
infractions from the Minister. He knows exactly what he’s doing. Mr. Chairman. This is neither an
outburst nor an accident.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. | would ask the indulgence of the members of the committee for

a brief recess while we establish the legality of the position.
Order please. | call committee back to order. I'd like to refer members to Rule 41. The Honourable

Minister.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, upon refiection on some of the comments that i've made I'm prepared
to acknowledge that the Governor-General, the former Premier of this province was, in the same
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according to Appendix B.”

And Appendix B includes a very long list — | won’t read them all, but you know, the Brokenhead
River, Cooks Creek, Bunn Creek, Norquay Channel, Kings Drain, we come down to the Fisher River.
And we were talking about basins, you know, that | would imagine would follow into that.

Now, in terms of the second part of the question that the honourable member talks about, the
appropriate procedure would be that, and we are, | think, understandably correct in this, that we
require that Water Resources establish appropriate levels; in otber words, we will not accept and
pay for diking systems that are not acceptable to Water Resources’ established levels. So that the
procedure should be, the application should be made through the Flood Disaster Board, Mr. Elswood
Bole, and his Board. A Water Resources engineer will set the levels, or the specifications of a
particular dike-work to be undertaken, and then it would qualify under this Program.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for St. George.
MR.URUSKI: For 75 percent. . .

MR. ENNS: For 75 percent, up to a maximum of $10,000.
MR. URUSKI: Thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Transcona.

MR. PARASIUK: Thank you. | came in a bit late. Aee we discussing, under this item, the Emergency
Measures Organization as well?

MR. ENNS: No, Mr. Chairman, we are not. | must inform tee honourable members that the
Emergency Measures Organization and its operations have already passed consideration by
committee under the then stewardship of the Attorney-General's department, or the Minister of
Municipal Affairs.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I'd like to refer the Member for Transcona to Page 80, Resolution 110.
The Member for Transcona.

MR. PARASIUK: Yes, I'd like to ask the Minister what staff are administering the expenditure of
this money.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, this is essentially the staff of the Emergency Measures Organization
that have heretofore been housed in the Department of Municipal Affairs and only recently have
been transferred to Government Services. Mr. Jack Miller is the Director of Emergency Measures
Organization. He is located in Building 15, | believe, in the Fort Osborne Complex, and essentially
the moneys that we are discussing here are the kind of average dollars that have been required
for moneys that have been specifically directed to flood protection, not Emergency Measures
Organization as such, that over the span of years have shown as an average figure.

Now, the member is also well aware that this year, of course, that is a totally nominal figure.
There has already been passed a very substantial additional Suppiementary Supply Bill for some
$5 million to cover the costs of the flood, and of course we haven't seen the last of that figure
yet.

MR. PARASIUK: Yes, Mr. Chairperson. The reason why | was asking questions about the Emergency
Measures Organization in relation to this amount — and | know it's a general figure that's put in
there as an entry into the Budget so that you can add to it later because you can’t guess; | can
appreciate that.

MR. ENNS: |If | may just interject, not to interrupt the honourable member, it's much like the kind
of arbitrary figure that's put in for firefighting, for instance, in the Department of Mines and Natural
Resources. We have no idea what the figure may be, but a figure is put in there to cover kind
of general administrative expenses.

MR. PARASIUK: The reason why | asked the questions regarding the staff — and | assumed that
these were going to be both discussed together — is that often this amount is determined or
influencdd by the extent to which you've got firefighting forces in piace, the extent to which you've
got, conceivably, staff in place to co-ordinate effort, when effort is required. And | have heard
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knowledge of the Red River Valley, most people are familiar with the problems year after year in
these particular areas, that there should be some kind of a program that will assure the farmers
that they can move their grains out of that particular area on an annual basis and that in fact we
aren’t continually faced with this kind of a situation.

And Mr. Chairman, if the report that | heard, coming from the Member for Ste. Rose, from before
the supper hour, that in fact it was the feed grains that were plugging the system. | wonder if he
is aware of the fact that the area east of the Red River is a consumer of feed grains, that there
are more feed grains fed in that area than are produced. You know to say that feed grains are
moved out of that area into the system to plug it so that they couldn’t move grain out of the flood
area is a total misleading of this Committee, because it is a net importer of feed grains in that
area. So, | don’t know who he is trying to fool or mislead, that in fact there has been some kind
of other problems that have stopped the movement of that grain.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. ADAM: Mr. Chairman, the Minister in his reply indicated that — he didn’t give me the exact
date that the Wheat Board was notified that there would be an emergency — | believe he said
the early part of March and the early part of April. He mentioned some people in his department
had notified the Wheat Board and he also said that municipal peoplie had notified the Wheat Board.
So it seems that the Minister is not giving us any indication that his department took the leadership
in notifying the Wheat Board. When they were notified — he said the early part of March and the
early part of April. | would like to know what the date was and who did in fact, from his department,
notify the Wheat Board that there was an emergency? And the Minister has just said that | had
mislead the Committee before the supper hour. | don’t know how he could say that unless he got
second- hand news from some of his colleagues, he wasn’t here. Maybe he should have been here
because we were debating a very serious question of moving the grain in flood areas. But what
| did say, Mr. Chairman, was if there was any shortage of cars it may have been caused by feed
grains being tied up transporting feed grains, and that the Wheat Board had diverted as many cars
as they possibly had available to them under the circumstances. But the Minister hasn’t really
indicated when the Wheat Board was notified. It seems to me that it's the Wheat Board that notified
the Minister that there might be a flood up there and they issued 500 flood permits before the
Minister even notified them that there could be a flood. So now I'm asking the Minister to clarify
when he notified the Wheat Board that there could be a crisis?

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, the member is in receipt of a report that indicated, as | indicated
prior to the supper hour adjournment, that as of the 22nd of March our flood forecasting committee
was still relatively confident about minimal flooding and, indeed such areas north of Morris, the
river being contained within its banks. Now the Minister of Agriculture just indicated and put on
the record that in the early part of March, and | am aware of it, this happened the first week of
March or the last week of February, that discussions were taking place with his department about
the possibility of serious flooding in the valley. Now, | think referring to the Honourable Member
for Ste. Rose, it wasn’t until — and that's a problem that {'m wrestiing with and this government
is wrestling with — it wasn’t until the latter part of March that predictions of 1950 flood proportions
were made available to government. But the Minister of Agriculture indicated that early in March
he was sitting down with the Wheat Board to discuss the potential problems of movement of grain,
pardon me, it was the latter part of March, which coincides with the first initial time that we got
the warning as government, about the magnitude of the potential flood that we were facing.

MR. DOWNEY: Well, Mr. Chairman, | had the floor . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: It's the Chairman’s prerogative to recognize who he wants. The Minister of
Agricuiture.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, | just want to clarify for the record. | believe | indicated that my
department had contacted the Wheat Board the latter part of March. There was a direct contact
from my office to the Canadian Wheat Board in the early part of April. but | don't have the exact
dates with me, but they certainly can be provided. As | say, | don’t want to go back and overly
criticize them. After the urgency was identified then there was a move to facilitate the people who
were trying to move the grain out of the Red River Valley. But it took a continual prodding by
municipal people, by our Agricultural Department, and by me. to keep bringing the urgency to the
attention of the Wheat Board and the people who supplied the rolling stock.
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MR. ENNS: No, Mr. Chairman, it would be premature to attempt to put a figure on those costs.
| can only indicate by exampie that the 1976 flood, which was of a lesser proportion, the cost to
the Provincial Treasury at that time, in the order of some $16 million.

MR. ADAM: Yes. | think the United States, North Dakota and that, they made some preliminary
estimates as | suppose the minister would be doing now if he gave us a figure. If we said $30
million, would that be an over-estimate?

MR. ENNS: No, Mr. Chairman, if called upon, and | want to state it very emphatically and clearly
that it would only be a very rough guesstimate, and one that's non-supportive of any factual
information. As it now is starting to be compiled by Mr. Elswood Bole of the Fiood Disaster Board,
and some very preliminary information that | have as Minister of Highways, in knowing that some
of the damage that was done to provincial road networks, not knowing the bill that affected
municipalities will be bringing forward to cover the costs, restoration of municipal roads and
municipal bridges, culverts, etc., but | would suspect that the figure could well range from the $30
to $40-45 million range.

MR. ADAM: Mr. Chairman, it would require warrants then to provide funding — is that . . .

MR. ENNS: It will require a supplementary bill, if we're in Session, or a special warrant if we're
not in Session.

MR. ADAM: | wanted to ask another question as to whether — maybe the Minister would know
— whether or not the Garrison Diversion would increase the flooding? Would that increase the
flooding or is there any way we could find out?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, regrettably, thanks, | would suppose principally to a totally irresponsible
and horror scare store that was perpetuated on the public by CBC radio, the Garrison Diversion,
while it has many implications for concern for Manitobans, this is not one of them. The concerns
that we legitimately have about the Garrison Diversion are when sprinkler irrigation waters used
in the growing seasons of July, August and September, and the consequent leaching of biology
and chemical pollutants into river basins other than the . . . in the sense that the project involves
the river basins of the Souris and of the Red, the Jamestown areas. that these would add undesirable
pollutants to our river systems.

But I'm sure, to the Honourable Member for Ste. Rose, he understands that in terms of adding
flood waters, nobody, but nobody in North Dakota irrigates in April or late March. And so there
is not the question of adding additional flood waters at this time. This is the kind of impression
left that gallons of flood waters would be pouring across the border as a result of the Garrison
Project, it simply is totally irresponsible and totally untrue. We have serious concerns about the
effects of the Garrison but the concerns do not involve the outright addition of diversion of waters
into our river systems at a time when our river systems are in flood stage.

Our concern about the Garrison is how the sprinkler irrigated acres. of which there are several
hundreds of thousands, there are some 230,000 acres of land that are to be sprinkler irrigated
by the Garrison Project that lie within the Souris River basin. and eventuaily some of the waters
will leach and bring undesirabie polfutants and chemicais into the Souris River basin. So that’s a
concern; I'm not minimizing that concern, but it is not correct to imply that the Garrison Project,
as such, will add to our spring flood probiems.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. Before | recognize the Member for Ste. Rose, could | caution
members of the committee that we're getting totally off the Estimate that is before us; the questions
that have been raised and answered should be related to the Minister of Mines, Resources and
the Environment. The Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. ADAM: Just to set the record straight. in view of the Minister's reply to my question, | wasn’t
referring really to irrigation as such, but rather whether or not there would be any drainage systems
that would affect the spring run-off which would in effect. be damaging to the Red River Valley
as far as . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Eimwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman. | have a couple of short questions and then some major policy ones.
One of the smaller items, but nevertheless important that came out during the flood was the shortage
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MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | beg the honourable members’ indulgence if | haven't totally counted
every individual sandbag in their origin. With me it’'s not a matter of national concern as to whether
the sandbag was made in Minneapolis or North Carolina but | can indicate to him we did receive
two substantial shipments from the City of Montreal and from Toronto. | would have to concur
with the member’s rough arithmetic that the major American supplier, who supplied the bags from
as far south as North Carolina and Minneapolis, that roughly the other 2 million or 1-% million came
from Canadian sources in Montreal and Toronto.

MR. DOERN: Just to conclude this point, Mr. Chairman. There was a range of costs that the Minister
gave for the various bags and so on, did the American or the Canadian bags tend to be more
expensive?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, the difference in the price is essentially in the material used. The standard
jute material, which doesn’t have the same longevity, was the cheaper price at 26 cents; the poly-jute,
which had a plastic component to it which lives somewhat longer, is the more expensive bag at
39 cents.

Mr. Chairman, | must also indicate that in the midst of all of this, in the midst of this, when
I learned that for the last number of years, certainly all the years the NDP administration was in
power, they were charging sales tax for sandbags | appealed to the Minister of Finance and he,
in a compassionate mood, removed the sales tax in his Budget, as you are now aware.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Pass? The Member for Elmwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman —(interjection)-— That’s right, | hope that wasn’t a veiled attack on
Premier Roblin, who introduced that measure.

MR. ENNS: No, Mr. Chairman. It could be considered as whatever kind of an attack on successive
series of NDP Finance Ministers, including the Honourable Member for St. Johns, the former Premier,
etc., who chose not to remove the sales tax, although a substantial number of sandbags were used
in the 1974 and 1976 floods.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, can the Minister indicate what the problem is with storage of these
two types of bags? For instance, is it a case of good warehousing and if you had a normal, dry
warehouse they would keep indefinitely? | mean, what is the problem in storage?

MR. ENNS: Labour.
MR. DOEBN: Well, can the member expand?
MR. ENNS: Well, simply the cost of labour.

MR. DOERN: Weli, there is no cost of labour, Mr. Chairman, if there is a storage facility. The bags
are placed into storage. There is no labour charge until the point where the bags would be taken
out, after X number of years. I'm asking what the problem is, whether it's a question of moisture
or whether they just deteriorate under ideal storage conditions? Why do these bags
deteriorate?

MR. ENNS: Well, Mr. Chairman, the bags tend to be bulky. Storage space costs money and
subsequently they don’t get stored in the most advantageous of piaces. | am told that the poly-jute
bags can withstand storage considerably better than the former jute bags and hopefully that we
can . . . The bulk of the stock that we have in the 1.9 million supply of bags that we now have
are of that category and that they will in fact hopefully will store well.

MR. DOERN: My final question on this item, Mr. Chairman, is apparently the Minister indicated
that about 10 percent to 15 percent of the 3.5 million sandbags received from a U.S. distributor
proved defective — this was apparently said in the Legislature — and I'm just wondering there,
what the problem was and | assume that the taxpayers didn't pay for that portion of the
shipment.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | would have to check to see as to whether or not an adjustment was
made with respect to the purchase price. I'd like to believe it was, but that was due to the kind
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MR. ENNS: We're constantly being accused of being too generous.

MR. DOERN: That’s right. And so I'm saying, Mr. Chairman, that | think if the municipalities are
lax in this regard, then it’s up to the province to crack the whip, because otherwise, they are going
to be continually approached, the province will be continually approached by municipalities to pay
for, foot the bill, for what might be regarded as weakness on their actions.

I give you an example again, a fresh example of where you had yesterday, in the city of Winnipeg,
the okaying of a 42 acre subdivision in West Kildonan, in which a large portion of the residences
will be constructed on land that is now below the 160 year flood level. And it mentions in this
article here that despite warnings from staff, Civic Environment Committee recommended council
approve it, a new subdivision and private home construction in the Red River floodplain, without
primary dike protection. The saving grace, | suppose, is that it mentions that the developer is
supposed to be required to protect the homes by raising the level of the land with fill, or extending
the primary dike system. That’s supposedly the protection. But what if the developer fails in some
way, builds inadequately, and then the whole area, 42 acres mf houses, is flooded — and | know
what’s going to happen, and so does the Minister. The residents will then pressure the municipality
and the province and probably, in the last analysis, will receive compensation.

There is also a quote here from Councillor John Angus who said that the Rivers and Streams
By-Law should deny construction approval for buildings in the fioodpiain, and then there is mention
here about how in St. Norbert new homes cost $130,000 to sandbag and clean up; how lots along
Kilkenny Drive are being advertised as ideal building sites in Fort Garry, but future owners will be
denied building permits by the city because of possibie flooding, etc. etc.

So I'm just saying that | think some pretty clear direction and some guidelines should be issued
by the province. Otherwise, | know what happens and you know what happens. After the flood,
a few years later, counciliors weaken, approvals are given. and you're into a vicious circle.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | welcome the Honourable Member for Eimwood’s support in this matter
when it’s brought before the House, if indeed it is brought before the House in that way, but |
happen to concur with the honourable member’s feelins and expressions of concern in this
regard.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 1.—pass — the Member for Rock Lake. The Member for Elmwood.

MR. DOERN: | wanted to ask about the question of municipal sharing. What is the government’s
flood compensation formula for municipalities? Is the province and the federal government picking
up 100 percent of flood costs, or is there going to be some kind of a sharing as there was after
the 1950 flood when there was a 50-50 split between the province and the municipalities?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, there has been an increase in the sharing arrangement. On specific
items such as replacement of municipal roads, bridges, culverts, the sharing formula was previously
established at 87 2 percent paid by the province, the remainder by the municipality. That has been
increased to 100 percent, Mr. Chairman.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, that's only one area. There are a score of areas that | assume will
affect the municipalities. The Minister gave us one. Are there other areas of compensation where
the municipalities are expected to make a contribution?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, my colleague, the Minister of Mines and Natural Resources passed that
Order-in-Council, it is public knowledge and |, in co-operation with my colleague, the Minister, will
undertake to see that the member receives a copy of that spelling out the details.

MR. DOERN: Then | assume, Mr. Chairman. that the municipalities are being asked to cost-share
certain features of flood damage.

MR. ENNS: Yes, Mr. Chairman. there is a cost-sharing involved. In the main there has been an
upping of the provincial sharing. in the case of personal losses where the formula maybe called
for 60 percent of the allowable limit, that has in most instances. been increased to 75 percent;
in some of the instances, as mentioned, where the formuia catied for 87 "2 percent by the province,
the remainder by municipalities, in some instances have been increased to 100 percent, but there
still remains a number of items which are being cost-shared with the municipalities.
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what sort of damage was suffered by the Telephone System, as an example?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. | believe that the question is out of order. The questions huve
to be directed to the Minister under consideration and the question is out of order. The Honourable
Minister.

MR. ENNS: if | may call upon the assistance of the Minister responsible for Telephones to answer
that question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister.

HON. EDWARD McGILL(Brandon West): Mr. Chairman, I'm aware of some amount of damage
that occurred to telephone lines during the recent flooding. One example of damage that occurred
was the telephone lines between Morris and Rosenort where a floating railway line left its
embankment and floated across and into pedestals that were in place for the underground telephone
lines, causing water in the system, so that these were not repairable until the water had returned
to more a normal level. So undoubtedly there were cases of special damage that occurred to the
telephone lines in the province, and the Telephone System did perform above and beyond the call.
During the flood service they provided staffing at Emergency Headquarters and anticipated many
of the requests for extra services and for radio telephone services where normal land lines were
out of commission.

The member, | think, asked whether there wouid be any internal billings for these damages.
I’'m not able to say in any definite way whether or not that will occur. | have been given no indication
up to this point that it is the intention of the Telephone System to make any special billings to
the Manitoba Government for the repair of these damages, but there may very well be some cross
billings in this respect.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 1.—pass — the Member for Eimwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, | would say to the Minister that if there are costs to the system then
I would assume they should be billed to the province, and | assume then that the province would
also submit those bilis to the Federal government and be eligible maybe to the extent of 90 percent
funding. | see no useful purpose in the systems absorbing those costs, because | assume that those
costs are eligible for ederal compensation. f

Mr. Chairman, { also think it should be noted again that the Ministers are continually praising
the Civil Service, at least today, for, and the word exemplary has come up again and again, and
I think the record should show that at least today that the Ministers are praising the Civil Servants
after 18 months of attacking them and decimating them —(Interjection)—

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. Could | ask all members of Committee to direct their remarks to
the item under consideration? The Member for Elmwood.

MR. DOERN: Thank you for calling the government to order, Mr. Chairman. The last general topic
| have, Mr. Chairman, is about the future, about what new measures will be undertaken to prevent
a repetition of the dammage incurred under the 1950 and now the 1979 floods. holding aside all
the other floodings that occurred in between. Of course we should be concerned with them as well
but in particular the major floodings that we have suffered in this province and the millions of dollars
that have been incurred by both provincial taxpayers, municipal taxpayers and the federal taxpayers
as well.

I wonder if the Minister could make a comment? During the flood there was an impression created
by the Minister at one point, | believe him, possibly the Premier, possibly other members of Cabinet,
but | recall a clear impression that there was going to be consideration given to the construction
of a new floodway or series of by-passes around the towns in the Red River. the suggestion being
that what was done for Winnipeg and Portage, etc. could be done for these other towns. | wonder
whether the Minister could comment on that? Was this just sort of a top of the head reaction?
It has been stated by some people in the business that the fact that the land is so fiat in certain
areas doesn’t make river diversion projects feasible. | suppose anything is technically possibie, I'm
sure. No doubt in my mind that you could in fact construct a floodway from here to Emerson either
in a straight line or around the various towns, etc.; that this is technically possible, there’'s no question
of that; economically, that’s another question. But there was a suggestion made and | ask whether
the Minister might expand on this. Was he just thinking aloud when he said this or is he seriously
proposing a series of floodways or by-passes around the cities and towns in the valiey?
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MR. ENNS: Yes, it is.

MR. WALDING: So it might well be that if there is a change in policy that this present government
would be prepared to treat one community in a manner differently to another.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, at this hour | would hate to impune motives to my friend, the Honourable
Member for St. Vital, for deliberately distorting my words. | suggested to him that the policy that
established the cost benefit relations is under review and that if there is a revision made in that
general policy that any change in that general policy would then be applied equally to all communities.
There would be no change in the approach to all communities. There has been a problem in terms
of applying the existing formulas that establish cost benefit ratios and whether or not they take
into realistic account today’s costs and the disturbance and the inconvenience, today's land prices,
today’s values of goods and services and disruption of business. Whether or not that cost formula
should be changed, that is the review that is currently taking place in government, but it would
not in any way affect the approach that the government, if they indeed adopt a different formula
as to how it would apply to any and all communities so affected.

MR. WALDING: Mr. Chairman, | thank the Minister for the clarification. The question that | had
asked him was whether the policy of applying the criteria evenly across the province was under
consideration and he told me, yes, it was. He then went on later to explain that it really was not
and what they were reconsidering are the criteria that would, in fact, be in effect. And | have no
quarrel with the government taking that reconsideration of the situation. But as long as | have his
assurance that whatever the criteria are that the government decides on or continues or changes
will be uniformly applied across the province, then that answers the question and | have no
problem.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, if the Member for St. Vital doesn’t want to take my word for it, | would
ask the Rifleman to answer for me.

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

MR. WALDING: Mr. Chairman, since the Minister has referred to someone else, | would point out
to him that t raised the matter because of questions that were asked in the House of his colleague,
the Minister of Mines. I'm not sure whether the answers given had adequately answered the question
that was posed. And the question that was posed in the House is exactly the one that { had posed
to the Minister tonight, the uniformity of applicability of standards across the province.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (1)—pass — the Member for Elmwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, one more question here, so we can get this department through to
assist the speedup. There have been meetings with American authorities in the iast week or two.
I just wondered, there is talk again in the Premier’s letter about participation in federal-provincial
U.S.-Canada feasibility and cost benefit studies. There was a meeting in North Dakota or Minnesota
recently. Can the Miniter give us a capsule report on that meeting, what was achieved and whether
there will be further meetings? Was the federal government the main . . . was it under their aegis
that Manitoba participated or was it our province and their state, and what happened there in
particular?

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, the meeting that the honourable member refers to was a citizens’
meeting, if you like, not under the auspices of either the federal government on both sides of the
border. The particular reference made by the Premier in the letter to the Prime Minister was simply
recognizing that the Red River, being an international river, that the agencies of the Joint International
Water Commission ought to perhaps be called upon to review the question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (1)—pass — the Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. ADAM: | just have one more question. The line that was opened by my colleague from
Elmwood, there. He was suggesting that any damages by Hydro and Telephone sustained by . . .
Well, we know that the rail lines, there will be some damages there. Would it not be desirabie that
these costs be included, so that the province would not have to bear the entire cost but rather
it would be cost-shared on a wider base? I’'m just wondering if this happened in another province
in some other jurisdiction, whether or not this would apply. And it seems to me it would make
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the costs of all services that government provides increases. And, Mr. Chairman, we are looking
in this Section, mostly at programs that are cost-shared with the federal government 60/40; and
then we are looking at other services, some of which are cost-shared and some of which are not
in the terms of increased policing costs, increased medical costs, increased social costs, etc., etc,,
Mr. Chairman.

And | think that this is one of the situations that this Minister and this government isn’t aware
of’ or isn’t fully cognizant of. Mr. Chairman, when {'ve mentioned hhis before, and my colleagues
have mentioned this before, | don’t think the government has ever shown that that was not the
existing situation, that was not the circumstance, that especially in the remote areas as programs
were eliminated, as economic development projects were cut off, that in fact the other costs have
gone up. And, Mr. Chairman, the other costs will increase to go up. The government and this Minister,
or any of his colleagues, have not been able to say that that is not the case, because, Mr. Chairman,
I think they are beginning to realize that that is the case, and certainly the evidence shows that
that is the situation.

So what we’ve usually ended up with, Mr. Chairman, in discussing the situation in terms of
economic development and employment creation with this Minister, is a situation where he always
said, “Well, the people in northern Manitoba are not compiaining. Well the people in northern
Manitoba don’t seem to be concerned about the situation and it's only those of us on this side
of the House that seem to be raising our voices in concern about what is happening in northern
Manitoba and in the remote communities. —(Interjection)—

Well, Mr. Chairman, one of my colleagues says, ask C. Smith. And, Mr. Chairman, | think that
that is some reflection and some repudiation of the Minister's continuous comments, “‘Well, people
don’t seem to be concerned about it. Well, the people in the north are content; the people in the
north are happy with the programs of the Conservative government.” And, Mr. Chairman, | think
that on May 22nd was one of the first chances that the people in northern Manitoba had a chance
to indicate their feelings toward the Conservative government and the Conservative Party, and the
kinds of programs or lack of programs that they've had in terms of remote northern Manitoba and,
Mr. Chairman, in terms of northern Manitoba in general. And that is really the first opportunity
where we’ve had a chance to test the Minister's statements: ‘Well, people don’t seem to be that
concerned; people in northern Manitoba are quite pleased with the direction we’re taking. People
in northern Manitoba like the direction of the Conser vative government.”

Mr. Chairman, that has been the general comments of this Minister. So the first opportunity
was the federal election to let this Minister know and to let this government know how they felt
about what was taking place in their communities; what was taking place in northern
Manitoba.

And, Mr. Chairman, what we saw within the Churchill federal constituency was a change about
of over 7,000 votes. The previous Conservative incumbent in 1974 got merely 2,500 votes in that
particular constituency; the New Democratic Party candidate in the federal election received 4,800
votes. So, Mr. Chairman, it is well over a turnover in terms of switching away from the Conservative
Party to the New Democratic Party of over 7,000 votes. Mr. Chairman, that is. | think a pretty clear
indication to this Minister and to this government that there is discontent; that people, in fact, do
know what is going on; they do understand what is going on:; and when the Minister stands up
in this House and said that the people in northern Manitoba are happy with the programs of this
government, Mr. Chairman, he can no longer stand up and say that. In fact. Mr. Chairman, the
defeated Conservative candidate said that shortly before the election that the people in the remote
communities are quite happy and he didn't see any change in their position, and yet, Mr. Chairman,
when you look at the resuits in many of the remote communities, the incumbent Conservative
candidate ran third behind the Liberals and the New Democratic Party.

So, Mr. Chairman, | think that is an indication to this Minister that the programs. that the changes
in priorities that this government has undertaken, that the changes in priorities that this Minister
has emphasized are not acceptable in northern Manitoba, and Mr. Chairman. they're not acceptable
in many areas north of No. 1 Highway, north of the city of Winnipeg.

The other thing, Mr. Chairman, in this section of the department that I'm talking about, the
Employment Services, the Economic Development section of the department, the other thing that
I don’t understand, Mr. Chairman, about this government and some of the elected members on
the other side of the House, is that the Conservative backbenchers have not raised any concern
about what is taking place. None of them have in fact spoken on this section even though many
people in their communities are affected by what is taking ptace. Mr. Chairman, like the Member
for Swan River or the Member for Roblin or the Member for Dauphin, and, Mr. Chairman, most
of the members on that side of the House. Some of these programs that relate to more disadvantaged
people or to young people, affect their constituencies. affect the people they are supposed to
represent in their House, and yet they have not expressed any concern in terms of what is happening
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