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THR ONE SPEECH D EBATE 

M R. SPEAK ER, Hon. Harry E. Graham (Birtle-Russell): The Honourable Member for 
Kildonan. 

MR. FOX: T hank you, Mr. Speaker. Just b efore lunch I had been indicating that this 
government was perpe trating a shell game on the people of Mani toba, and I was indicating 
that there was no real feeling for the human benefi t. All they were interested in was 
creating a balanced budget on paper, irrespective of how i t  affected Mani tobans. And I had 
been discussing the educational aspects in respect to the fact tui tion fees had risen, that 
costs to people who w ere interested in a higher education w ere rising, and that they w ere the 
ones who could least afford i t, s ince many of them were in the non-earning bracket even 
though they w ere adults. 

And I opened up today's Tribune and right there on the front page, in the left-hand corner, 
very prominent, i t  says: "Fe e  rise, cutbacks foreseen at U of M, University of Mani toba". And 
the article is by Carol Picard of the Tribune, Education Reporter. And the first paragraph 
says: "University of Mani toba tui tion fees will increase about e ight percent this year and 
program cuts are inevitable because of inadequate provincial funding, university president 
Ralph Campbell said Thursday". He said: "This is not a threat, i t's  a prediction of what things 
are going to be. We are on the brink of it right now." And that just further buttresses my 
point that this government says one thing and really does ano ther; the old shell game. It 
doesn't commit i tself to anything, i t  just gives a cosmetic appearance of doing something. 

Mr. Speaker, that is not the only department that carries on that way. You can take a 
look at Urban and Municipal Affairs. The Honourable Attorney-General hides behind the fact 
tha t he's go t  block funding, and that is supposed to give them some self-government or some 
home rule. But I recall when he was on the Council, he was one of those who was indicating 
that there should be some form of grow th taxes provided to the City Council. Today he has 
changed his tune; i t's just block funding, no more growth taxes. Now, maybe he'll look at it in 
the future, but at the present time the block funding is inadequate. It has created higher 
taxes at the municipal level. It is creating transit cutbacks, higher transit  fares. 

And the o ther day he was asked the question, what about the D ASH bus, and he said , oh, 
that's the ci ty's problem. Bu t h e's the one who is creating the r:x-oblem, not the city. The city 
has no o ther resources except that whi ch it can collect on property taxes, which are not a 
very fair form of taxation, and that which i t  can receive from the r:x-ovince who created the 
city. And so therefore, he has to accept the responsibility that when there are cutbacks at  
the municipal level, he is  part  and parcel of  that r:x-oblem. His government has done nothing 
towards the property tax credit increase whi ch is necessary because the cost of l iving has 
been continually r ising. That r:x-operty tax credi t increase would help those who are living on 
fixed and low incomes. It was a form of transfer payment. This government has no heart for 
those people at  the b ottom of the economic ladder. Yes, its prepared to make tax 
adjustments on those who are going to get a wind fall in the estate field o f  half-a-m illion 
dollars or more. Bu t for the ordinary citizen at the lower level, there is no relief, not from 
this government. 

In the health care field, the same thing applies. Mr. Speaker, this government is prepared 
to negotiate and say i t  has got to raise the fees for the doctors. They have raised it by some 
22 percent for the next nego tiated term. What other group of people in Manitoba did they 
raise i t  22 percent for an equal term ? Did they do it wi th the civil servants ?  I know they 
haven't . Have they recommended for anybody else an increase of that size? No they 
haven't. But what they have done, they have cut back the grants that are necessary in this 
field. They have increased the deductible for pharmacare, again hitting those people who 
have the least resources with whi ch to fight this government , except at the ballot box. And, I 
think that they w ill find out about that at the next election. They have cut back on denticare 
to a degree. There are a number of areas where they have done that, Mr. Speaker. 
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In  the health care fiela, for instance, there was an article just recently in the Letters to 
the Eai tor, ana this gentleman elucidatea qui te w ell the number of  areas where they have cut 
back. They have cut back 100 staff in the Manitoba Mental Hospi tal in the areas of 
housekeeping, diatary maintenance ana aides. Not per, se bu t by refusing the aoequate grants 
that have been necessary b ecause of the cost of living ano because of inflation. One hundl'eO 
staff posi tions elim inated in community and personal care services; buogets for the three 
Winnipeg Community Health Clinics frozen; Glaastone Community Health Clinic cut by 
$60 ,00 0 - I wonder what the Member for Gladstone thinks about that - the Ch urchill Clinic 
cut by $1 0 0 ,000; provisions for Home Care Services for Elaerly cut from 7 00 people to less 
than 600 people; subsidization of elderly slashea from $2. 2 million to $550 ,000; 1 ,770  taken off 
programs of health service assistance to elderly. Mr. Speaker, these are all humane services 
that this government , wi th i ts approach to government , whi ch it follows blinaly , has denieo 
service to Manitobans. Health care bea closures; hot lunch and n utri tional programs. 
--(Interjection)-- When I am done the honourable m inister can have his question. 

M R. SPEAK ER: Order please. The Honourable Minister of Health with a point  of 
order. 

MR. SHER MAN: On a point of oroer and a point of privilege, Mr. Speaker. The 
report and the accusations that the Member for Kilaonan is recounting are utterly ano totally 
without foundation, and have been repudiated by me factually in letters to those publications, 
such as the CU PE publi cation, whi ch have carriea them. 

MR. FOX: Mr. Speaker, as usual the honourable minister didn't have a point of order. 

M R. SPEAK ER: Order please. The Honourable Member for Kilaonan. 

M R. FOX: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Pll just repeat. The honourable minister only had 
an opinion; he didn't have a point of order, and that is debatable. I would suggest that m y  
facts are just as correct as yours. This person i s  involvea i n  the health care fielo. He 
supervises many many people who are working at the level of health care where i t's delivered , 
not at the administrative level like the Minister, who is half the time not aware of everything 
that is going on at the administrative level and at the health care services level. 

Much as I appreciate the fact that he is trying h ard, I also have to aamit,  and he has to 
admit,  tha t  he cannot be aware of every thing that is going on. The people at the bottom of  
the ladder who are working the field are more aware of where aenial of service is  occurring 
than he is, because his administrators, many of them , although well-intentioned , have to 
justi fy their jobs and cannot indicate everything that is going wrong. They must pu t a good 
front up. That is what is occurring. 

Anyway, we can leave that, and we can say this: "Concordia says facility pluggea". Again 
a large headline, Mr. Speaker. Ana i t 's  been indicated tha t hospi tal staff ano administrators 
complained about the overcrowding last summer to the Health Minister. Ano i t's been 
admittea that Concordia's problem , and that the hospi tal neeos ano ther 160 beds for 
fundamental primary care by Dr. Krahn - this also has been aamitted. Bu t Dr. Krahn says, 
"But they could not give us any commitment" - and that is going on continually, Mr. Speaker. 
There is a lot of sham, a lot of shell game, b ut when you l ift up the shell there is never any 
substance or essence there. And that is what is happening continually . 

Le t us switch to another field. The Honourable Minister of Labor has left, b ut I would like 
to say tha t he, too, provides us wi th a shell game. In the Throne Speech, the government has 
indicated that they are going to do something about inaustrial processing strategy for 
Mani toba in conjunction wi th the agricultural development that is supposed to also take place 
in Manitoba. Now, I am sure that our farmers will oo their utmost to keep Manitoba's 
economy going strong, in spite of that government. 

Bu t what is also occurring , Mr . Speaker , is that we've had the oppor tuni ty - this 
government has had it - to ao some thing about industrial processing. Swi ft's closed. What did 
this government do? They sat on their hands ana said, we can't do anything else except be 
present at the funeral of those people who lost their jobs. --(Interjections)-- I see I'm getting 
to them. They're starting to squeak and squawk. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in the same packing house industry. I know that many of those people -
I know a lot of them personally - haven't got jobs ano they are not going to ge t jobs for a long 
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time through the efforts of this government. Be cause this government is  not capable of 
providing human services. It doesn't try. All i t  wants to do is balance i ts books. 

Le t us go to a little other area of the Labor Department. The Workplace, Safe ty and 
Health Act. You know, what happened? This government sat on i ts hands when it first 
came. The Act was there, a director was there, everything was prepared to go when the 
change of government took place. But no, this government put a freeze, a restraint, on i t  and 
nothing occurred for over six months. Then eventually they got started that they were going 
to do some thing about it. But to aate there has been no real development . 

Bu t another facet of that kind of atti tude is the fact that this government, as soon as i t  
came into office, contravened on e  of the acts of this Legislature and then had to backtrack in 
respect to The Power Engineers Act and give an exemption. First of all they were going to 
stop prosecutions whi ch w ere already in process but then they changed their m inds because 
they realized they were getting into a real can of worms. 

But ever since then, Mr. Speaker, they have been carrying on in this fashion and this is an 
unfair way of operating. All other industries have to comply with the Act and have qualified 
engineers to operate their plants. These two plants, who have a fairly poor track record down 
in the United States, especially Hooker, where i t's being, I believe, s uea by a number of 
ci tizens in an area where they have polluted the total environment of a community and where 
they want to accept no responsibility. These companies are operating and saving themselves 
mone y by no t having to pay for quali fied engineers. The Minister says he is prepared to take 
that onus in respect to safe ty. Bu t that's not good enough, Mr. Speaker. There are other 
individual corn panies in this province who have to adhere to the letter of the law ana have to 
pay the higher wages. That's an unfair competition he is providing through the exemption he 
has placed on those com panies. 

Further, he says they have engineering s taff. Well, I would concur with him and I have a 
grea t respect for some of the engineers at Hooker and at Sim plot. But the fact is that i f  they 
are engineers, q ual ified professional engineers, then they shoula be able to write a Manitoba 
Pow er Engineers Act and qualify to run that plant. And i f  they can't wri te i t, then they are 
not qual ified in spi te of the fact that they've got an engineer's title. And that's what is wrong 
wi th the exem ption that the Honourable Minister of Labor provides. An electri cal engineer is 
not a mechanical engineer . A chemical engineer is not a mechanical engineer. Whether they 
know the difference or not is beside the point. What is im portant is that they are not 
qualified as power engineers or to do the job of s upervising power engineers. And that's why I 
say, again the shell game; one thing for some and ano ther thing for o thers bu t never the right 
thing. So that is part of the shell game that is going on, Mr. Speaker. 

It was mentioned before that we have created through this government a number of 
Commissions of Inquiry; we bring them in and we take then out. That's part of the shell 
game. The Member for Inkster mentions the Spivak Task Force, he mentioned the Burns 
Commission, I think there is an inquiry into the liquor sales; half a dozen of these things are 
going on. All of these things are going on. All of these things are part of the shell game. 
They are really indicating that this government has no intention of doing something on its 
own. It hasn't got the courage to put i tself on the line and say we w ill do this or we w ill do 
that. You must have someone else fronting for them, flying a kite, creating a scam, s o  that 
they won't have to accept the responsibility. And I think the people of Manitoba are on to 
that. Le t me indi cate, Mr .  Speaker, that the greatest thing they have perpe trated on the 
people of Manitoba is the hoax of the hydro rate freeze. I don't hear a peep from them 
because they know i t's so. You know why, Mr .  Speaker, s im ply because what they have done 
is some thing that they have no  reason to take credit for. It takes five to six years to produce 
hydro energy from the plans, to the construction, to everything else. When they came into 
office all of that was there in place and i t  became operable wi thin a short period time when 
they were in offi ce.  And so, consequently, they can't take credi t for that. Freezing the rates 
at that time was the result of  the previous government's planning and previous government's 
organizing. 

Le t me go a step further, Mr. Speaker. Let me indicate to you why else this is a scam, 
because the transfer of the. difference in respect to the money exchange rate to the 
Consolidated Fund, which all Manitobans will have to pay, is part of the scam, b ecause they 
are exporting energy to o ther provinces and to the south and that cost is no t reflected in the 
rate that is being created for the export o f  that energy. So again, i t's a part of  the shell 
game o f  now you see it,  now you don't and i t's treating the people of Mani toba unfa irly . 

Mr. Speaker, there are many areas where this government has just got no heart in respect 
to the ordinary Manitobans. Consumer Affairs, the number of times the Minister of  
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Consumer Affairs has been asked to conduct studies, research into the rising cost of living, he 
has had no part of i t. He wants no part of it,  he is going to leave it all to private enterprise, 
irrespective of  the fact that every so often we get indications where the i:rofits of some of 
the c orporations, including the supermarkets, are going up continually. Prices are go ing up 
but the ordinary fellow ci tizen cannot get the same kind of wage increase. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that in respect to the com puterization of pricing at the 
supermarket level, I think that this is a dangerous thing. I believe that i t's a major concern to 
many ci tizens because i t  will eli m inate com parison shopping. You w ill not be able to com pare 
one i:rice versus another on the shelf. You will have to carry a code along trying to decifer 
i t ,  and that is just beyond most people's ability.  

They al.so have indicated that they are going to have an inquiry into the sale of  liquor in 
pr ivate stores. Now, I think that,  too, is a dangerous thing. I think that i t  will connote hi gher 
prices because i f  the i:rivate entrepreneurs are going to be involved in i t  they will have to 
have a profit m argin and probably one that is not controlled , so there fore i t  would be greater. 

Secondly, I believe that there w ill be less revenue for the govern ment and, consequently, 
i t  w ill probably serve the ir purpa:;e of no t having to grant mone y here or there where it is 
essential, b ut at least i t  w ill give the m  a weak or a lame excuse for not spending in some 
areas where i t  is essential. 

And, of course, taking l iq uor into the i:rivate sector there will be less control of minors 
who w ish to purchase l iquor, whe ther they are enti tled to it or not. 

Mr. Speaker, I could go on for a long ti me co mparing the things that they say and the 
things that they do and the things tha t really effect Mani tobans. But I think i t  is sufficient to 
say that all they have been doing to date is they scam, all they have been doing to date 1s the 
shell game, pretending there is some thing under the shell when, in essence, there really isn't. 
The substance has been pal med and the shell ga me has gone on. -(Interjection)- Yes I do, I 
a m  totally aware of i t .  The Me mber for Minneda>a, probably wi th his fluency in PR work is 
one of those who is helping to create this shell ga me, this sham. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, what this indicates is that there is a deterioration o f  quality in 
our life in Manitoba. The person the street knows the quali ty of this provincial government 
and he knows also the quality o f  his li fe is deterioration. J ust stand on the street, surrounded 
by the for sale signs, and every day you see it one way or another. The other day there was a 
TV program in respect to the nu mber of forecla:;ures; they are getting greater and greater 
every year since this government took over. Now, I am not going to attribute all of i t  just to 
this government  but they are creating part of the cli mate as i t  exis ts. And , let me say that 
this tale of wow is inevitable as long as this government is going to stay in office; and 
forttmately for Mani tobans, who are catching on to the shell ga me, I a m  confident that they 
are not going to be in office very long. I can just say this to the First Minister who is absent 
fro m his chair that there is going to be a loud and collect ive voice come the ti me when he has 
the courage to call the election and i t  is going to say, w e  don't want to stand and watch your 
shell game any m ore; you and your colleagues are carnies but you're not professional enough 
at i t, we've seen through your shell ga me; the public is fully wise to your game and they will 
not continue to be taken in any m ore. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

M R. SPE AK ER: T he Honourable Minister of Economic Development. 

HO N. J. FRANK JOHNSTON (Sturgeon Creek): Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and again, 
my compl iments to you and congratulations for taking over the leadership  of this House; and I 
know that you job is very very tough at ti mes but you have shown, over the past three years, 
that you are very capable of handling i t. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like al.so to congratulate the new me mbers that have come into the 
House; the Me mber for River Hei ghts who is no question that in ti me, after hearing his 
speech, moving of the Speech fro m  the Throne, has proven that by that speech he will be a 
credi t this Legislature and to his consti tuency. My congratula tions to the Lady fro m Fort 
Rouge. I have no doubt that she arid I will have some discussion about grocery s tores and 
different things of that nature from ti me to ti me,  but I would like to say to the lady from 
Fort  Rouge, or the Honourable Me mber for Fort Rouge, that she mentioned the SAFER 
Progra m being a program that was suggested by the Liberal Party. You know, in the middle 
of 1978, Mr. Speaker, I sent two people to Vancouver to look over the B.C. SAFER Progra m  
that was then i n  B.C. We exam ined it closely and i n  1 97 9  during m y  Esti mates, when the 
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Me mber for Fort Rouge was sitting there, I happened to mention that this was a possibility 
and some thing that was being looked at in the Province of Mani toba to bene fi t senior citizens 
in Manitoba, and when we got i t  all ironed out we would certa inly try to put i t  into practice. 
It wasn't m ore than about a month later we had a resolu tion from the Liberal Party saying 
that we should have it put in i mmediately. Well , the resolution had much more than the 
SAF ER Program and we w eren't prepared to go that far at the present ti me. 

B u t, Mr. Speaker, I can only say that I know I have the sym pa thy of  the members of the 
NDP Part y  because there is no question, no question, that they are very very used to having 
the Liberal Party steal all their programs. That has been said by the leader of the NDP Party 
federally and there is no question about it that that is wha t happens federally. The Liberal 
Party does steal the NDP policies, unfortunately, b ut I know I have the sym pa thy of  the NDP 
me mbers in that case. 

Mr. Speaker, I can only com pl i ment the Honourable Me mber for Ross mere. He pu t up a 
gri m battle, and a real battle, as much as I congratulate hi m and welcom e  hi m to this 
Legislature, I can say that I don't think that he will have a very long stay. There is no 
question that in the next elec tion in Rossm ere I a m  sure the Conservatives w ill overcome that 
small majori ty that we have. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been a lot of debate so far over numbers. Manitoba's numbers fro m  
Statistics Canada, Mani toba's nu mbers from the Conference Board . There has been, to m y  
m ind, too little discussion in the debate o f  real substance, too li ttle discussion about the 
facts, the actual efforts being put forward by the Province of Mani toba and the govern ment 
of Manitoba and the people of Manitoba to develop economic development  in this province. 

Mr. Speaker, you are, as well, well aware that I'm not a person who really l ikes to go on a 
lot o f  s tatistics.  W e  are more concerned for concre te developments in the economy and, Mr .  
Speaker, I w ill leave the statisti cs to Statistics Canada and the Conference Board o f  Canada 
and the media.  The media have been publishing s tatistics and i f  they want to go ahead and 
just grab fi gures wi thout any real reason of doing the research that they should do on the 
figures I leave it to them all . 

Bu t, Mr. Speaker, I would like to say this. Before I turn to the matters of m ore substance, 
I would l ike to briefly say some thing about numbers since they have been so em phasized to 
possibly m islead this House. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a lot of talk about comparison with the P rovince of Manitoba and the 
Canadian national average. Such a com parison is really not worth much as an indicator of  
performance. Because of  the resource boom in the most western province economic growth 
in the country is very un even and I'd l ike to just give some fac ts. As a result , the overall 
average in Canada isn't that typical of the i:rovinces which aren't enjoying a resource boom.  
Nor is i t  all that typical of the provinces whooe grow th is on the border and built on indus trial 
basis. For exa mple, Mr .  Speaker, looking at the investment data, the share of the total 
investment - that's for the total of Canada - investment in the three western provinces rose 
fro m  2 9  percent in 1975 to 3 7  percent in 1979. The figures for private investment only show 
that i t  increased fro m 31 percent in 1975 to 41 percent in 1979. When one area accounts for 
nearly half of the country's pr ivate investment, the so-c alled average is bound to be a poor 
reflection of what is typical and what is reasonable achieve ment for o ther provinces. 

Mr. Speaker, anybody, anybody that has any abil ity to read figures whatsoever, any 
econom ist or researcher, can point out i m mediately that the balance investment in Canaaa is 
weighted to the three western provinces and i t  is not a very good co mparison when you take 
the whole of Canada. 

Mr. Speaker, Ontario, an article in the Globe and Mail, "Lag in industry in On tario seen as 
a national drag". Mr. Speaker, the Ontario Govern ment is having the same proble m because 
of the investments that are going on in western Canada. 

Mr. Speaker, we know that the total investment  in the Province of Mani toba is down, 
mainly because we have not been doing our hydro construction, b ut the other reason, Mr. 
Speaker, is for s ure, f<r sure we know that the construc tion industry is down and i t  is 
concerting b ut the reason for i t  being down is we are over built on housing; we are overbuilt in 
apartment blocks; w e  are overbuilt in office buildings; and we are very overbuilt in retail 
service space in Manitoba. We have much more percentage than most provinces as far as 
square footage of retail space in Manitoba than o ther provinces. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to say though that the construction industry is moving up, 
and I'd read a li t tle note here from the W innipeg Construc tion Association. It says, "the 
construction industr y  is experiencing its seasonal slowdown for the w inter months; however, 
there is m ore carry-over of w<rk this w inter than last and the total figures are not expected 
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to reach the h igh of 3 4  percent b ut is  anticipa ted to be  only 26  percent this year". That's an 
increase of construction w orkers of  10  percent, Mr. Speaker. 

In 1977 the public investment in Manitoba accounted for 4 0  percent of the total. In 1979  
that percentage was 32 percent. That's still 2 percent above the average for Canada, Mr. 
Speaker, b ut i t  does show a substantial progress towards restoring s ome semblance of balance 
in our economy .  

Bu t now when you look, Mr. Speaker, a t  i;rivate investment, the picture masked b y  the 
to tal fi gure harped on by the opposi tion, the picture beco mes a li ttle clearer. Our private 
investment increased over 1978  and 1 9 7 9  a total of 2 6  percent. Those are facts, Mr. 
Speaker. This is above the average of Canada and we exceed the provinces of Nova Scotia, 
New Brunswick, Quebec, Ontario and even Saskatchewan. If you separate manufacturing, and 
I know, Mr. Speaker, me mbers on the o ther side, especially the Me mber for Brandon East , 
does not really think manufacturing is all that i mportant in the province of Manitoba, b ut we 
all know, in this House that manufacturing is where it begins, manufacturing of your 
resources, m anufacturing of i;ro<lucts that can be shipped all over the world or North 
Am eri ca,  and thooe are the places where the jobs begin. That is where i t 's  i m portant an<l, Mr. 
Speaker, i f  you separate out manufacturing you find that we were 3 7  percent up in 
manufacturing over the last two years, 37  percent up. That's m ore than 50 percent better 
than the Canadian average and we were above the provinces of Prince Edward Island, Nova 
Scotia, New Brunswi ck, Quebec, Ontario, Saskatchewan and Bri tish Colu mbia. 

Mr. Speaker, those are some of the facts regarding the growth in the province but I would 
l ike to say now that,  Mr. Speaker, we have had facts presented to us by the Leader of the 
Opposition. His facts are as creditable as his statement he made the <lay he was elected the 
Leader of the Opposi tion party in this province. Mr. Speaker, I would l ike to read from page 
two of h is speech. On the second page of  his speech, after he finished congratulating 
everybody , he said: Only this m orning a gentle man approach me at the rear of this convention, 
who arrived here fro m Tokyo yesterday, and advised me that four co mpanies, four co mpanies 
that had been located in Mani toba <luring the period of the New Democratic Party 
government had w ithdrawn fro m  Manitoba in the past two years, Sony, Sekine, Misawa, 
Yamaha. He indicated to me that the reason of the ir departure is that they aia not like the 
environ ment, the environment generatea by the Lyon government; an<l I am angry that some 
2 50 em ployees d irectly or indirectly involvea in these corn panies must now seek new job 
opportunities. 

Mr . Speaker, I would like to read, just to talk about the credibil ity of the honourable 
me mber's state ments, "The Honourable J. Frank Johnston, Minister of Economic 
Development, Legislative Building, Winnipeg, Manitoba. Dear Sir: Date, December 12th, 
1 979.  We refer to the recent speech made by Mr. How ara Pawley to the Mani toba New 
De mocratic Party Leadership Convention in which speech he stated that a gentleman, who 
ha<l arrived from Tokyo haa advisea hi m that four com panies haa wi tharawn from Manai toba 
in the past two years, ana that the Ya maha Canaaa Music Li m i ted was one of these 
com panies. As we believe, we indicated in a telephone discussion to Mr. Pawley, Yamaha's 
head office was changed from Winnipeg to Toronto in 1976, which resultea in the reauction of 
em ployees in W innipeg fro m 13 5 to 1 10. However, far fro m having wi tharawn from this 
province, Yamaha is seeking to expand in Manitoba. Ya maha now holas 16,000 square feet of  
leasehold space in  the city of W innipeg in  connection wi th i ts music school operation; ana 
there are approxi mately 2 ,500 Ya maha music students in the city of Winnipeg. Ya maha has 
an active re tail ou tlet on Portage Avenue ana leasehold retail operations at The Bay. The 
National Education Division and the National Ser vice Department  both are located m 

W innipeg. Ya maha presently em ploys 100 people in W innipeg. 
As you can see fro m  the afore mentioned, Yamaha maintains an active i;resence in the 

province of Manitoba. Si gned, Hiroshi Oka, President. " 
· 

Mr. Speaker, after they made that statement he had a phone call ana I never .heard a 
re traction. This com pany is doing business in this province, Mr. Speaker, the y really aon!t 
need that k ina of help. When they're trying to grow in this i;rovince, and rm here to say that 
behalf of this com pany, Mr. Speaker; that com pany is a credi t to this province. We want 
the m, we want them to stay and we want the m  to grow. 

Mr. Speaker, this letter is to the Department  of Economic Department, Legislative 
Building, Winnipeg. The Honourable J. Frank Johnston, Minister of Economic Development. " 
Dear Sir: Re Sekine Canaaa Ltd. I a m  please to advise that the refinancing and manage m ent 
takeover of SCL is near co mpletion. The manage ment agreement between Acklan<ls and CJS 

- 22 4 -



Friday, 2 9 February , 1980 

Development Ltd. w as just signed last m onth w ith documentation, b anking, shareholders, 
hand-over and take place on January the 18 th. A shareholder agreement in]ecting $500,000 
new investor capi tal has been finalized changing the ownership to 2 5  percent Japanese, 75 
percent Canadian; this wi th a banking line of credi t of $4.5 m illion should give the com pany a 
sound financial position in order to re-establish its base. 

We would like to go on record , at this time, of thanking your department for the 
assistance given SCL fro m i ts  concept in '73. Most of the company's problems of the past can 
be attributed to the federal govern ment's policies wi th respect to the existence of  secondary 
industries, and especially i f  competi tive to manufacturing companies located in eastern 
Canada. Our considerable negotiations wi th ITC Revenue Canada DREE have been given 
extensive assistance by your department and we are n ow looking for expertise assistance in 
breaking into the U. S. m arket whi ch is presently in a bicy cle boom. We believe that SCL's 
problems of the past have now been resolved; an interesting n ew one is now taking place, to 
that of material procurement. North Am erican and European bicycle factories l ike CCM and 
SWIM m an ufactured bicycles using m ainly steel components are changing to light ally-class 
com ponents. This com ponent , such as a handlebar, seat posts, handlebar ste ms, chain wheels 
and m udguards, e tc., labour costs and energy costs in France and Italy have resulted in 
Japanese manufacturing becom ing overloaded this year causing proble ms for SCL. Once SCL 
has managed to get i ts own house in order we w ill certainly have a look at some of  the 
aspects of com ponent manufacturing in Mani toba, because Manitoba's energy , labour and 
material sourcing in this field has a considerable advantage. 

I would l ike to extend to you and your colleagues the very best in 1980 and thank you, 
again." That's signed. Mr. Dennis Scott, Director. 

I'd l ike to say, Mr. Speaker, last Nove mber, when the Leader of the Opposi tion was making 
this statement, almost the second thing he said when he became leader, which midled the 
people of this province, we w ere negotiating wi th Ottawa at that ti me to get that loan and 
support for that company. And I can tell you his babbling didn't help. 

Mr. Speaker, letter number three. This one is addressed to Mr. Donald S. Rogers, Deputy 
Min ister of Industry and Com merce: "Dear Mr. Rogers: It has come to our attention that 
Sony of Canada was named at  a poli ti cal meeting as a com pany that had m oved i ts  office 
fro m  Winnipeg to Toronto. Sony of Canada is one of a number of companies that are 
adm inistered by General Distributors of Canada. We have not now or any plans in the future 
of moving Sony of Canada's head office fro m  Winnipeg. During 1 9 7 9  seven individuals were 
transferred fro m W innipeg in the course of reorganizing Sony's marketing syste m because 
Toronto represents the major market we serve. Sony's principle distribution center continues 
to be in Vancouver and i ts  accounting and personnel services continue in Winnipeg. 

We should also point out that coincident with the transfer of certain Sony personnel to 
Toronto we established a new division of  our com pany , an elec tronic m arketing field, Jana 
Electronics, in Winnipeg. This new company e mploys a staff of eight and is expected to 
increase in size depending on the m arketing success. Si gned: Mr. Albert D. Cohen. " 

The fourth company, Mr .  Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I requested the secretary of the board of  
the Manitoba Housing and Renewal Corporation to contact the executive of  Sony of Canada 
here in Winnipeg, s et up an appointment with h im; the day came for the appointment, I waited 
in m y  office, I cancelled a luncheon engagement I wai ted so long. A phone call was made to 
the office and i t  was said that they were on their way over but they never showed up. Mr .  
Speaker, as late as last week, because Misawa o f  Canada have got an option on a very large 
number of lots in our Inkster Park and we are having some problems getting people started 
because of m ortgage money , we want to make new arrangements wi th thooe com panies that 
are in there, w e  have called them and said, would you please let us know what your intentions 
are because of the statement of the Me mber for Selkirk, the Leader of the Opposi tion. We 
have not yet been able to have any contact w ith Misawa, they have not attended m y  office to 
find out. But i f  they are having problems we are w illing to help the m ,  we are w illing to make 
some arrangements in our Inkster Par k  if i t's possible to do so but they have not come forward 
to talk to us. 

Mr. Speaker, that's the type of research, that's the type of stuff, just  absolute babble that 
is co m ing out of the Leader of the Opposition. There was absolutely no research done. Some 
guy in the back room of  the convention who just arrived fro m  probably a holiday in Tokyo 
tells them this and he stands up in front of the people of Mani toba and m isleaas them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker ,  you wonder why Manitobans are walking around questioning the 
economic development  of the province when you have people from that side of the House 
giving the m  that kind of nonsense and that kind of i mpression. 
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Mr. Speaker, the 1980  growth rate is  expecteo, accoroing to the Conference Boaro ana 
these are facts, the Minister of Finance touched on them this m orning, Manitoba is expectea 
to exceeed Canada, e xceeo Canada's average in 19 80; 1 . 3  but, Mr. Speaker, that is a 
tre mendous increase over 1979, going to be one of the highest. Mr. Speaker, the Conference 
Board is only predicting Manitoba ano Saskatchewan to have an average higher than the 
national average next year. Even wi th all that wei ghteo investment that I'm speaking of in 
the western provinces we are still expecteo, the w ay they work out the figures, to have a 
high er increase. Mr. Speaker, our grow th w ill exceeo and has exceeaeo ouring 1 97 9  accoroing 
to the Conference Boaro, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Quebec, ano On tario, ano i t  w ill be six 
ti mes what Ontario is in 1980. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, as far as statistics are concernea, we can't overlook the Labor 
statisti cs. In 1 97 7  we had an increase of  3 ,000  jobs, that was in 197 7; in 1 97 8  ano 1979 the 
increase was 1 1 ,000 and 13 ,000  for a total of 2 4,000 new jobs in two years; the percentage 
fi gures w ere 2. 6 in 1 97 8  and 3 in 1979. The performance in the past has been exceeaeo only 
in 1965,  1 9 6 8, 1 973, 1 9 74, 1975 ,  in the last twenty years. Now, Mr. Speaker, really. I know, I 
know very well how the Conference Board ooes their w ork. The figures that the Honourable 
Min ister of Finance gave this morning w ere very clear. We have the whole graph here right 
back to 1971  and these are fact. The constant fi gures he referreo to: in 1977 w ere 4. 3 92 
million; in 1978, 4. 5 2 8  million; in 1979, 4. 5 67 million, ano we're predicted to go up 1 . 3  to 4. 642 
m illion in 1 980. You know, that's the constant figures we're talking about. It's m ovea up 
every year, and we're expecteo to move up even with all that weighted investment to the 
west of us. 

They touched on retail sales, Mr. Speaker. Only four ti mes since 1 9 6 1  were we above the 
Canadian average in retail sales in Mani toba, ano he brings up these figures. 

Mr. Speaker, he brought up another figure. Mr. Speaker, he mentioneo another one. Well , 
Mr. Speaker, we're talking about the four years ano I can only say thank heaven we have four 
years, because di fferent than our people in Ottawa, i f  they'd have had four years, they'd have 
done i t .  We've hao two years to clean it up ano now we've got two years to oo i t  ano we w ill 
do i t  

MR. GREEN: What four years were we aheao of the national average? 

M R. JOHNSTON: What four years? I'm quite w illing to give hi m the figures, in fact, 
i t's wasting my ti me but I coulo table them.  It was '70 ,  '72, '73 ano '74. 

M R. GREEN: Four New Democratic years. 

MR. JOHNSTO N: Now, Mr. Speaker, let me get back to the other situation of the • • .  

--{Interjection)- I'd like to be able to speak; I dion't interrupt you, but that's fine, I'm qui te 
useo to i t, rm qui te useo to i t. I wish, Mr. Speaker, i f  you coulo m ove me further away I 
wouldn't m ind. 

Bu t, Mr . Speaker, rd like to say this, that the Leader of the Opposition ano I won't be  
de tracted fro m ano ther figure tha t  he gave. He gave the IT&C fi gure o f  being - i t  was 
printeo in the paper from a report fro m  IT&C - that we were oown 7 percent. Mr. Speaker, 
they oo not do a bi g survey , they oo i t  wi th large com panies. There w ere approxi mately eight 
or nine large companies approached in this survey. One of the m  was a public company in this 
province and I w ill tell you this, Mr. Speaker, i t's very obvious that the private com panies 
were up because the public company was down in its spenoing. 

Mr. Speaker, we know that the y have changed the IT&C intention, they have re moveo it 
down fro m  a decrease to 6.8 and they had originally saio that Manitoba would be 13. 3. So, 
you obviously have to conclude that i f  the public com pany is down wi th these aajustments, the 
private companies have to be up. There's no  question in that. 

Mr. Speaker, the Conference Board , again, in 1977, for 1977,  do you know when the 
Conference Board stops making adjustments and intentions for the Province of Manitoba? 
Their last one for 197 7  was April of 1979,  where they said that the - and this was the figure 
the Honourable Me mber for Brandon East kept harping at  me in Es ti mates last year, he kept 
saying, " Your only .7. Well, Mr. Speaker, the Conference Boaro figure for 1 97 7  was 0.7 ano 
that came out April of '79. 1978,  the last Conference Boaro intention for 1978  ca me out in 
Nove mber o f  1 979. In Nove mber of '7 8  we w ere 2. 2, but we enaeo up at  2.9, that's what the 
Conference Board said. The Conference Board keeps aajusting their intentions as the figures 
co m e  out from Statisti cs Canaoa. In 1979, in Nove mber, they have us at .08 ,  the figure that 
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my Honourable Minister of  Resources said we're not  that happy about it. 
But,  Mr. Speaker, let me just ask this Legislature to think seriously abou t some thing. 

The last figure we have is .08 in November. W e  know that their intentions will change all this 
year and maybe even part o f  next and in August we w ere 2. They dropped us in three months 
to .8 , Mr. Speaker, yet our e mployment went up, our manufacturing went up, more people 
w ere working in the province, m ore shipments w ere going out of the province. We've had an 
increase in shipments out of this province of 2 0  percent in '7 9 over '7 8 and they tell me, well,  
you know, I'm not going to say it's going to happen but I'm pretty hopeful that when we get 
the final intentions fro m  the Conference Board on 1979, we might be in a very different 
position. 

Mr. Speaker, I have to co mment and I know my colleague, the Minister of Consumer 
Affairs com m ented on the outmigration. And, Mr. Speaker, as the Minister of Finance said 
this morning these are not future figures, they're fact fro m  Statistics Canada, and the 
average outmigration between 196 9  and 1977 was 33,9 1 1; 34, 34, 37,  35,  that's people leaving 
Manitoba and there is the figures. Now,  Mr. Speaker, we can talk about the people. We can 
talk about the people that are coming into Manitoba. Mr. Speaker, we know that we're off 
balance with the other provinces. 

Now let me tell you, in 1978, Mr. Speaker, one thing that happened in 1977 and 1 9 7 8, 
im migration went to z ero in this province; and as m y  colleague mentioned, people are not 
moving fro m  Ontario to Manitoba. W e  haven't been losing to Ontario, we have to Alberta. 
Ontario has been losing to Alberta. Right in your report by the - it was published in the paper 
by the Canadian Association of Movers - we are losing people, yes, Mr. Speaker, to the 
resource development provinces, because the construction is there and we've admi tted that  
our construction is down b ut it's coming up and construction workers have to move where the 
work is. Construction people that w ere w orking on hydro have to m ove where the work is. 

Bu t there is an interesting statistic, Mr. Speaker, we know, w e  know that there were 
people that m oved from Manitoba, but our manufacturing is coming up as I told you. Where 
else do you produce new jobs? W hat's the reason for having a car salesman? What's the 
reason for having a wai tress ? What's the reason for having somebody w orking in a retail 
store, an insurance man or anybody if you don't have a manufacturing base and that's what 
this govern ment is building. If you get the m overs' report, if any of the honourable members 
want to get the complete report, there is an interesting figure. We did lose a percentage, we 
w ere 33  percent higher migra tion to Alberta in 1978-79, but did you know, Mr. Speaker, 
according to the movers, Saskatchewan had a 5 0  percent increase to Alberta '7 9 over '7 8. 
--{Interjection)-- Yes, '78. Now, Mr. Speaker, let's no t listen to the me mbers from the o ther 
side. rve never heard of s uch doo m and gloo m  in all of m y  life. Mr. Speaker, I have here and 
I'd l ike to lend the honourable me mbers know, that in 1979, Mr. Speaker, we had DREE grants; 
we are a DREE province, w e  use DREE because we are able to take adVantage of it and we 
do. We have tremendous co-operation with the federal DREE people in Manitoba. 

In 1979, Mr . Speaker, the a mount of m oney, the a mount of money that w� approved for 
DRE E grants was $70 m illion, $70,90 0 ,000,  nearly $71  million. Mr. Speaker, that is the 
a mount of money that DREE on any expansion would approve but the a mount of money that is 
paid or actually spent is much higher, probably in the neighbourhood of $100,000.00. DREE 
supported these applications to the tune of $1 5 ,704,000,  bringing into a total of 2 , 1 2 7  jobs in 
the province of Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, when you apply for a DREE application you don't apply and say, 11rm m oving 
to Ontario."  When you apply for a DREE applica tion you apply and you say what street , what 
address and where you're going to build; and those applications were made by people who want 
to expand in the province of Manitoba. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, rd just like to say that in our small plan we have made, 1 10 offers have been 
approved. We have created 357  jobs in the rural area of Manitoba wi th our RSCI Progra m .  
Mr. Speaker, it's going t o  be very interesting how they vote o n  the Honourable Me mber for 
Inkster's resolution. In tha t resolution, he says because the government is using public money 
to help private companies, I haven't got the exact wording. Mr. Speaker, rm very interested 
in what the Me mber for Selkirk would do because this paper says we helped four, there's been 
another two since in Selkirk, and Selkirk has had $400,000 Selkirk projects approved as far as 
infrastructure is concerned. --{Interjection)-- Yes, he was with me when we gave out the 
cheques. rd be very interested to know how he votes on that resolution, very interested to 
know how he votes on that resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, rve been watching with interest, Ricki Katz and her CBC program ana she 
does an excellent job. CBC and the University of Winnipeg had a se minar with some 
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economi cs involved in i t  and she interviewed the people. I m ust say that they had that 
sem inar wi th part of i t  valuing econo mic development; there was not done person invi ted fro m  
the Economic Department of the Province of Manitoba, n ot a one. 

Mr. Speaker, they said in that Conference we should be looking to the western markets, 
we should be looking to the markets to the south of us, we should be looking at companies 
that can m anufacture and supply internationally , they said we should be looking at  
international markets. And, Mr. Speaker, in H ansard, Volume XXVII, page SOB, 8 :0 0  p.m ., I 
outlined that progra m last year. And that's the program that we've been working on, Mr. 
Speaker, s mall bIBiness assistance, technology centres, all of these things and, Mr. Speaker, 
I'll be prepared to expand on i t  in my Esti mates or wi th anybody at any ti me. 

Mr. Speaker, i t  just m akes me sick when Manitobans cri ti cize Manitoba, and I tell you this, 
the reason they have got into that habit is because we've had the NDP around for so long 
preaching doo m and gloom.  You know, the NDP keep continually running down the greatest 
province in Canada. We've got m ore water, m ore sand , m ore culture, m ore every thing in this 
province and I defy any one of the m  to sit down and start writing the good things in this 
province and i f  they can't come up wi th a forty-minute speech or a two hour speech, they 
ought to be ashamed of themselves, b ut i t's always run it down and mix  i t  up. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to challenge the Honourable Me mber for Brandon right now, 
that any figures he produces, my department w ith the analysts that I regard are the best in 
Manitoba and some of the best in Canada because they are consulted by people across 
Canada, I invite h i m  to bring his  figures up to those analysts and we w ill discuss them,  
some thing he has  n ever done, something the Me mber for Selkirk has never done. 
--(Interjection)- Yes, you did, you hired them and you know they're good and you don't pay 
any damn attention to them .  

Mr. Speaker, the challenge i s  there, the offer is  there to the media, t o  come forward; my 
department is available. 

Mr. Speaker, w e  w ill have growth in manufacturing and more jobs in the Province of 
Manitoba in 1980 and I'm standing before this Asse mbly and saying it  and it  w ill happen, and I 
w ill tell you there are more peopsle that have come to us because of our freeze on hydro than 
you would believe. There i sn't a week or couple of days go by that we don't have somebody 
asking about the fact that hydro is frozen in Manitoba and they will have good energy rates. 
Thank you very much. 

M R. SPEAKER: T he Honourable Me mber for Brandon East. 

MR. LEON ARD S. EVA NS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Well, I enjoyed listening to my 
successor, the Minister of Economic Development, on his dissertation, spoken like a Minister 
of Economic Development or a Minister of Industry and Com m erce should speak. You know, 
he should be boosting the province and he should always be looking on the bright side o f  
things. W e  tried to do that f or  a number of years and I must say , tried a s  w e  may , as some o f  
m y  colleagues behind me suggested, w e  heard the doo m and gloom fro m  the members o f  the 
opposi tion at that ti me. And I say, Mr. Speaker, i f  we had doom and gloom to talk about, i t's 
really because there is doo m and gloom in the province, doo m and gloom because of a very 
very serious si tuation of econo mic stagnation. And try as the me mbers opposite w ill try , try 
as the Pre mier will try, the Minister of Finance, the Min ister of Economic Development, the 
Minister of Resources, try as they will, I can assure you, Mr. Speaker, that you take any 
objective per son and you show the m  the figures on the economic performance of this  province 
and I think they w ill come to the conclusion that the econo mic si tuation of this province is 
lamentable, that i t  i s  probably the weakest of any of the ten provinces in this country. 

M R. JOHNSTON: I told you why. Do you want us to come up and talk about i t ?  

M R .  EVANS: Mr. Speaker, first of  all I would like to congratulate you for assuming 
the posi tion of Speaker again. It's a very diffi cult job especially when you have some of us in 
the House that like to talk a little too much at ti mes and I don't envy you your position but 
I'm glad you're there and I w i sh you all the best in the forthco m ing days, weeks and months of 
the session. 

I would also like to extend my best wishes to some of the other new members, the three 
new me mbers that we have: the Honourable Me mber for Fort Rouge, the Me mber for River 
Heights, and of course the Me mber for Ross mere. I look forward to their contribution to this 
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Legislature and I know they will attem pt to serve their consti tuents to the best of  their 
ability. 

Mr. Speaker, I would l ike to discuss the economy of Manitoba, not because I haven't 
discussed i t  on occassion, not because we don't thind about i t  a lot , but because members 
opposite have paid so much attention to some of the statements I believe rve maae, some of  
the econo mic data that we have given out from this siae , ana the ir particular use ana m isuse 
of the figures over the last few days has caused me to get up on my feet to provide some 
rebuttal, as much as I can in the a m ount of ti me that I have available. 

I even had the treat of h aving one of m y  speeches reaa to me the other day, a speech that 
I made about ten years ago, and you know, Mr. Speaker, i t  soundea pretty good. In fact, I 
would say the same thing again because what I saia then was true ana I woula say, as the the 
Minister of Consum er Affairs read it ,  I would say i t  is true toaay. --(Interjection)-- I can 
assure you no one wrote it for me. 

I think that we have w itnessed in the last couple of  days a rather lame aefense of the 
econo mic si tuation in this province tha t we have experienced unaer this particular 
Conservative administration. And I think as years of their government roll on it will become 
m ore apparent that indeed the Manitoba econom y  is floundering on the rocks of Lyonomics. 
We are, and I would sub mi t, Mr. Speaker, we are floundering, we are stagnating, because of a 
very funda mental difference between the people on that siae and the people on this side. We 
are stagnating because of  the economic ideology of the First Minister ana h is associates, we 
are stagnating because of the econo mic philosophy of privatization. That philosophy of the 
marketplace and nothing b ut the marketplace for Manitoba w ill not work ana is not working. 
We've had evidence of that over the last nearly two-and-a-half years and I submit,  Mr. 
Speaker, that as we proceed through the life of this government we will find more evidence. 

Ana indeed there are many statisti cs we can talk about. Many have been mentioned this 
afternoon and one could spend hours reviewing them.  I choose to take three or four or five of 
the major series that  seem to be of interest to people in this House. Population is one ,  but 
also what's happening to investment because I would like to put the information on investment 
spending into i ts true perspective because we've just had an exercise in m isleaaing statistics 
fro m  the Minister of Economic Development on the investment situation in this province. 
The investment si tuation in this province is damned serious. It 's very very serious. Ana any 
reading of the statistics, unless you want to close your eyes to the figures, would give you this 
very pessim istic conclusion. 

I'd like to say something about unemployment. I'd like to look at the rate of job creation, 
much has been said about i t .  And I'd also like to look at the real dOmestic product ,  that is the 
measurement of overall economic growth that has occurrea in Manitoba over the years. By 
"real" I mean non-inflation ary dollars. We've talked about i t  in constant aollars so we can 
eli minate the element of  inflation that quite often distorts figures. 

All ri ght , let's talk about No. 1 m y th that my friend, the Minister of Resources, talked 
about the o ther day, and that is the whole i te m  of population. The performance of the 
Minister of Natural Resources was re m arkable the o ther day, I'm sorry to say , because i t  
indicated to me, a t  least for this subject, a lack of some intellectual integrity for this 
subject. I know he's an honourable man, but in this subject I think there's some intellectual 
integrity missing. --(Interjection)- Well, just wait  a minute. The Minister got up, and read 
us fi gures about outward mi gration and I don't dispute the figures, in fact, I went down and I 
checked m y  records and I think they're probably right. --(Interjection)- Okay, they are 
right. No thinking involved , absolutely no thinking involved. Thoughtless figures. 

And, Mr. Speaker, the point, of course, is that when we talk about the loss of people in 
Mani toba we indeed have to be concerned wi th the botto m line. The people across who priae 
the mselves in knowing something about business, surely, when they run a business, ana they 
want to be concerned about the state of that business, the health of  tha t business, they aon't 
only look at one side of the ledger but they must also look at the other siae. They not only 
look at expendi t ures but they look a t  revenues as well. Ana when you co mbine them - aaa or 
subtract whatever you will - you look at the botto m line of profi t  of loss. 

And the Honourable Minister got up the o ther aay and saia , well, the outwara mi gration 
isn't any greater, i t  seems, than it has been over the last several years, whatever. Ana, Mr. 
Speaker, i t 's  sort of equivalent to talking about the expenai tures of a com pany. Expenai tures 
are no greater; they're sort of on average. As the Minis ter of Economic Development said, 
they w ere up this last year or two, but n evertheless, he wants to take the long-term average 
and so on. Bu t, he chooses to forge t about the other siae of the ledger, namely the revenues -
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what's coming in. He chooses to ignore the people that are coming in or are not  coming into 
Manitoba through the process of interprovincial migration. And , of course . . . 
-(Interjection)- Well, he left the i mpression with me that he was ignoring i t. 

Mr. Speaker, he left the i m pression that we should only be concerned wi th one side of the 
ledger, and I say i t's ridi culous, i t's totally ridi culous. And to try to parade these figures in 
front of this House, and in front of the media, and in front of the people of Mani toba, that all 
is well in the State of Denmark because, actually, there's not m uch change in the number 
leaving this province, and therefore, presumably no thing is too bad. I say, Mr. Speaker, that  
he is  misleading h i mself, surely, i f  n ot the people of this province and this Legislature. 

It's the botto m line that counts. And i t  is very clear that the bot to m  line indicates that 
through interprovincial migration we had double the n umber of loss, double the loss through 
interprovincial migration in the first year of Tory administration than we had in the last year 
of  NDP administration. It doubled, i t  doubled through the loss through interprovincial 
mi gration, doubled • • •  --{Interjection)-- Well, i t's no t wrong. I'm sorry , the Minister of 
Highways says it is wrong and it is not wrong. As a matter of fact, the Esti mates for 1977,  
the calendar year, show a net loss of 5,685 people in  1977. In 1978 the net loss of Mani toba 
population through interprovincial migration was 10 ,493 - so, approxi mately a doubling. 

And for 1 979 i t's probably going to be about one-third higher than i t  was in 197 8 ,  because 
in the first n ine months it was up by one-third already. So, i f  you project that i t's possible -
I'm not s ure, we'll know in a couple of weeks - it's possible that the net loss this year w ill be 
14,000 people. 

Bu t the fact is, Mr. Speaker, i t's the botto m line we've got to look at. Surely to God, i f  
you're only looking a t  on e  side o f  the ledger, you don't deserve t o  run the business. If you're 
only looking at  one side, as a Minister of this province, you don't deserve to be a Minister of 
this province if you want to seem ingly refuse to look at the total picture. Because, Mr. 
Speaker, of the sharp r ise in the net loss through interprovincial migration the total level of 
po pulation of Mani toba has dropped. The total level of po pula tion in 1979, according to 
Statistics Canada, w as negative. The rate of growth was negative, i t  was a rate of decline. 
Minor, it was a s m all a m ount , it was m inus 0. 2, but nevertheless, sign i fi cant inasmuch as we 
were the only province in Canada to register a decline in our total population, the only 
province in Canada. And I say that that has got to reflect some thing. 

And I'm n ot changing m y  atti tude w ith regard to the signifi cance of population growth - I 
n ever suggested it for one momen t  be fore - and now the po pulation grow th is equivalent to 
economic growth. They're not the same thing, b ut what i t  does indicate, Mr. Speaker, is that 
there is a lack of job opportuni ties in this province. That's what it indicates. The net loss on 
interprovincial migration account is a direct function of job opportunities in this province. 
It's a direct function of the loss of the inadequate nu mber of jobs in this province. And I say 
that when we have adequate economic growth in this province, when we have adequate job 
creation in this province, then you w ill see the total po pulation growing again. But not until 
you have a better economic situation than we have. There are inadequate jobs, people don't 
come,  and o thers leave. 

There are a number of other indicators that I'd like to touch upon in the ti me that I have 
available. There are many many to look at that would pre tty well paint the same picture of 
an inadequate state of  economic health, b ut I will confine myself, because of t i me 
li mi tations, to three or four of the m ore key fi gures. 

I'd like to touch upon investment, which was mentioned by the Minister of Economic 
Development in his speech, and ask ourselves, by looking at  the figures, whe ther we're 
satisfied with this parti cular situation. In 1979, which is the latest information we have fro m  
Statisti cs Canada - we're all, I'm presum ing, using the same source; i n  fact, i t 's really the 
only source of official statistics in Canada, o ther than some administrative statistics that are 
available probably at provincial and munici pal levels. But according to the latest information 
we have on investment in this province, our investment in 1979  will increase by 4 percent 
over 1 978. That increase of 4 percent, to put i t  into perspective, Mr. Speaker, first of all, i t's  
less than the rate of inflation, which means virtually that the investment expendi ture that 
takes place in '79 in real dollars, in real goods and services, will amount to less than occurred 
in the previous year, 1 97 8. 

M R. DEPUTY S PE AK ER: Order please. 
The Honourable Minister. 

M R. JOHNSTO N: Would the honourable member per m i t  a question? 
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M R. EVA NS: Yes, go ahead. 

MR. JOHNSTO N: Is your 4 percent the total of public and private? 

M R. DEPUTY SPE AK ER: The Honourable Me mber for Brandon East. 

MR. EVA NS: Yes, Mr. Speaker, i t  includes public and private. This was only - I said 
i t  was 4 percent. The Canadian increase was 1 1  1/2 percent, so i t's only 1/3 of the Canadian 
increase. And i f  you look at all the provinces in Canada, every one of the 10 provinces, you'll 
see that Mani toba had the lowes t  rate of increase in total investment , the lowes t rate of 
increase, 4 percent. rve got the list here. It ranges from 30 percent in Newfoundland to a 
low of 4 percent in Manitoba. If you're interested in Saskatchewan, i t  was 1 4.4 percent, 
Alberta was 17 .3,  B.C. was 1 1 .6 and so forth and so on. Even Prince Edward Island was 9 . 2. 
So they are putting total investment into perspective. It's a pretty sad si tuation. 

Okay, let's look at public investment. The Minister is interested in the breakdown. Let's 
look at public investment. Publi c investment in '7 9 will increase by a m ere 1 .7 percent over 
'7 8, compared with an 8 . 2  percent for all of Canada, 1 .7 co mpared to an average of  8 .2. 
Again, Mr. Speaker, this is obviously below the rate of inflation, so therefore, in real terms 
there w ill be less investment in the public sector in '7 9 than occurred in 1978. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, this is not only below the Canadian average , but again ,  we have the 
lowest rate of increase in public investment of  any province in C anada. -{Interjection)­
Private , private rate of increase was 5 .1 percent in Mani toba, '7 9 over '78,  this was only 
two-fi fths of the C anadian average of 12 .8  percent, two-fi fths of what occurred as a national 
average, but the national average is just that, i t's  the total • • •  --{Interject10n)-- no, i t  isn't. 
Well , so what? It's the C anadian average, i t's the C anadian average and if the Minister 
doesn't like averages I would l ike to tell hi m and give this, that Manitoba's increase in private 
investment is the lowest of any province in Canada in 1979. We had the lowest rate of 
increase of any province in Canada in 1979. --{Interjection)-- Tha t rate of increase, total 
private increase was 5.1  percent, Saskatchewan was 1 5 .9 ,  Alberta was 17.5,  B.C. was 13.7,  
and as I said, the average for Canada, the Canadian average, or the Canadian total increase 
was 12.8.  That's all investment expendi tures fro m  every industrial sector. 

Now the Minister w ill now say, "Okay , let's do manufacturing?" Do you want to do 
manufacturing? We'll do manufacturing. Manufacturing for all of Canada - the average 
increase, well it dependS on whether you take new or new and repair, I'll take new and repair. 
It doesn't matter, there are some slight differences but it was 12.4 percent for all of Canada, 
1 2.4 percent. Now, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister will say, "Bu t hurrah, " because 
Manitoba's rate of increase was 2 4.9 percent. So, the rate of increase of m anufacturing 
investment in '7 9 was about double. Just hang on a m inute ,  will you ? Mr. Speaker, I have 
l istened to the Minister of High ways interrupt me, n ot on one occasion but on 10 or 15  
occasions s ince I've been up and I've only been up 1 0  or 1 5  m inutes, so I would appreciate a 
l ittle assistance here. 

M R. DEPUTY SPE AKER: I would caution the members that they have their 
opportunity of 40 m inutes when they get the floor. The Honourable Me mber for Brandon East 
may continue. 

M R. EVA NS: Thank you, Mr . Speaker. The point is - and while we welco me this rate 
of increase in manufacturing in Mani toba com pared to Canada - the point is that the a mount 
of investment dollars in manufacturing is so s mall that i t's pi tiful. You can have large 
percentage increases i f  you're dealing wi th small nu mbers , and frankly , Mr. Speaker, if you 
look at all investment in Manitoba manufacturing accounts for only 6 .3  percent. Of all the 
investment expendi tures in this province manufacturing accounts for 6.3 percent. 

In C anada, if you take all manufacturing investment, it accounts for 15 . 1  percent. So 
really , you can have a hi gh percentage increase but you're talking about a relatively small 
amount of expenditure in the total spectrum of thing'S. 

And the o ther thing that disturbs, Mr. Speaker, is that when you look and you're putting 
this into perspective, i f  you look at m anufacturing investment per person, the per capi ta 
investment in manufacturing is esti ma ted to be $168 per capi ta in Mani toba in 1979 com pared 
to an average or per capi ta figure of $457 for C anada as a whole. In other words, the 
investment per person in Manitoba in manufacturing is only 36.7 percent of the Canadian per 
capi ta expendi ture on manufacturing. --(Interjection)- Well , I've gone over that. And as I 
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said, although the manufacturing investment is up, you know, and I indicated that, is up in  
Mani toba in  '7 9 over '78 ,  i f  you take - i t  dependS on whe ther you take new and repair or new 
alone, b ut let's take capi tal and repair, new capi tal and repair - Manitoba's expected increase 
is 2 4.9 percent. Bu t  let's look at what's going on to the province to the west of us. He l ikes 
to drag this in every once in a while, what's happening to Saskatchewan. Our increase was 
2 4.9, Saskatchewan is or w ill be 42. 4. Look at the Mariti mes, Nova Scotia was 29.3 percent, 
still higher than Manitoba. Look at Newfoundland, it goes up by 66.5 percent. Okay, b ut the 
point I would make, the point I would make is that these fi gures on manufacturing 
expendi tures in these i:rovinces, all of them that I mentioned, are relatively s mall so get more 
volatility. You look at Ontario and Quebec you don't get the sam e  volatility. Wi th a bigger 
figure there is more stabili ty.  

And the fact is ,  Mr. Speaker, that manufacturing investment is not adequate. It is not 
adeqate when i t's only 36.7 percent of the Canadian average expenditure in manufacturing. 

Looking at the figures on employment, Mr. Speaker, the honourable members opposite like 
to talk about the jobs that have been created in Manitoba during the past two years and fair 
enough, and there's no question that fro m  the figures I have, in 1978  there were 1 1 ,000  new 
jobs and in 1 97 9 ,  13,000 for a total of 24,000. But they always want to com pare the m ,  you 
know, w ith the last two years of our administration which was a down period on the business 
cycle. --(Interjection)-- Oh, yes, you know most often if I say, "Why don't you look at '73 
under the NDP adm inistration?" We created 1 6 ,000  in '7 3, 17 ,OOO jobs in 1974 and this is total 
- this is from the Labour Force Survey, this is net jobs created fro m all sources. 

And, Mr. Speaker, the sad fact of the matter is that while there has been some increase in 
e m ployment in this province, whi ch we're all happy about, the rate of increase of e m ployment  
co mpares very b adly with the rest of this country. Our employment, the jobs created in this 
province in '79 ,  us ing the numbers I just gave out whi ch you all cheered about,  was an increase 
of 3 percent compared to an average or to a C anadian total of 4 percent. If you look at all of 
the provinces in Canada Manitoba's rate of job increase is the lowest of any of the 10  
provinces. We're the bottom the totem pole. So ,  you can brag about a 3 percent increase in 
jobs i f  you want , but I say if I was in Saskatchewan I'd brag about m ore jobs being created on 
a percentage basis; or I was in Nova Scotia, I could brag about m ore jobs being created; or i f  I 
was in Quebec or Ontario or what have you? The fact is, and let's not forget i t  because i t 's 
easy to ignore comparisons b ut the figures mean nothing unless you co mpare historically or 
geographically , and I say when you corn pare us in the national spec tru m we come out at the 
very bottom of the totem pole. -{Interjection)- Compare i t  geographically, I just told you, 
we're the w orst of the 10 provinces. --(Interjection)-- Well, look at every province, 
Newfoundland, 5 .4 percent; Prince Edward Island, 4.4; Nova Scotia, 3. 3; New Brunswick, 4.6; 
Quebec, 3. 3; Ontario, 4. 2;  Saskatchewan, 3.7; Alberta, 6 .7; Bri tish Colu mbia, 3.3; Mani toba, 3.0 
and the lowest. -{Interjection)- W ell, we're the low est, w e're the lowest and, Mr .  Speaker, 
the unfortunate prediction, I think, that we're going to have to satisfy ourselves wi th, I 
shouldn't say satisfy, b ut we're going h ave to, I'm afraid contend w ith practically no growth in 
jobs in the year, 1 980. 

The forecast for job creation in Manitoba is relatively dis mal for this year, 1980,  and we'll 
see, we'll see, and I hope there are jobs but I a m  not opti m istic that we're going to have even 
that 3 percent increase that we had last year. 

Mr. Speaker, i f  you look at unemployment which is the other area, I think, o f  some 
si gni ficance, there's no question that Mani toba experienced low er unem ployment  rates in '79 
than in '78 which is good. And also, w e  seem to be maintaining our historic role, we usually 
are about third lowest unem ploymen t  rates in Canada and we have been the last year or so. 
Although I m ust say, I recall in the early '70s, we were someti mes the lowest or someti mes 
the second lowest and then so meti mes the third lowest. But the last couple of years, we 
usually see m  to be about third lowest b ut that is more or less where we fitted in a pattern in 
the past years. 

The disturbing po int about all this, of course, is the fact that our labour force is not 
growing. The reason, unfortunately , for the low level of unem ployment is because the labour 
force, that is the pool of people who are available to work, is not expanding at a very fast 
rate. If i t  w ere expanding in keeping wi th the rates experienced in most o ther provinces, in 
many o ther provinces, our unem ployment rate undoubtedly w ould go up h igher. And, I 
suppose, you could say , well, that's the bright side of the coin when you look at the loss 
through interprovincial migration. that i f  we didn't have that net loss we'd have more 
unem ploy ment , and that's probably true. If we didn't have that net loss we would probably 
have more unem ployment in Mani toba and so you could argue, well,  i t's better that they're 
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working in some other province than being unemployed in this province. That's looking a t  i t  
on the bright side o f  things and I don't think there would be any dispute about that. You can 
talk to the economists in the Economic Development Department, you can talk to federal 
econom ists, you can talk to anyone, business, bank economists and you look at the labour 
force figures and you'll see that, as I said, the rate of increase in the labour force has slipped 
and this accounts for the continued low rate of unem ployment. 

Just taking a moment to look at the overall measurement of growth, that is the real 
oomestic product whi ch provides the most com prehensive measurement that we have in 
economi c  growth, real domestic i:roduct, increased in 19 7 9  by 0.8 percent which is one-third, 
only one-third of the Canadian average increase of 2.6 percent. And I say, Mr. Speaker, that 
this again is not satisfactory because not only is our rate of increase only a third of the 
Canadian average but ,  of all the provinces in Canada, we had the lowest rate of overall 
economic growth,  the lowest rate of the ten provinces. 

Now I know i t  stated for 1980 great things, Mani toba's 1 .7 is the forecast and i t 's  
fractionally higher than the Canadian average of 1 .6 .  I say, Mr. Speaker, i t's rather nice to 
think of yolll'self of  being above the Canadian average for a change but , low and behold, that 
figure of 1 .6 is the lowest, I think i t's the lowest rate of increase that Canada has experienced 
in the past nine or ten years. I have a series of nu mbers here, well maybe '75 is one 
exception, '75 was a bad year, b ut apart from 1 9 7 5  this forecast of 1 .6 for 1980 in Can ada has 
got to be the w orst that we've experienced. And now that Canada is experiencing about the 
worst in many many years, about the worst, now we can say, w ell, Manitoba is going to be 
sli ghtly above the Canadian average. 

You see, Manitoba is a rather stable type of economic perfor mance. W e  don't have the 
fluctuations that you have in Ontario or certainly in Bri tish Colu mbia. Olll' rate of growth 
tends to be relatively slow b ut stable, n evertheless. I could m ake the same comparisons that 
the Minister of Resources or the Minister of Economic Development, take averages over the 
past several years and make comparisons, and i f  I did, I haven't done it, b ut if I did, I can tell 
you that the average rate of grow th under the NDP administration was double the rate of  
growth that we're going to experience in 1980 ,  the forecast, and i t  was certainly a lot higher 
than that dis m al 0 .8 percent experienced last year. 

The rates of grow th ,  this is in real dollars, this is taking out the inflation: 1973, 3 . 1 ;  1974, 
2. 8; 1 975 , it  was not as good , 1 . 5; 1 976, 3. 3; 1977 was a bad year, it  w as down to 1 . 2; 1978, 2.9; 
and then of course 1979, 0.8. One of  the factors behind this figure that causes some change, 
of cotll'se, is wha t happens to the farming sector, what happens to the income earned in the 
farming sector and I would have to acknowledge, and I think we should all be aware of that 
com ponent , the volatility of that com ponent. Okay , enough about these figlll'es. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, i f  you have any intellectual honesty about you, you have to conclude 
that this rate of econo mic performance is less than satisfactory , i t  is not adequate, 1 t  is a 
situation which I think is probably more serious than any other province in C anada. And I say 
we've had two-and-a-half years experience of conservative econo mic policies; tha>e policies 
have i:roven defi cient. 

I can't help b ut be a mused, Mr. Speaker, at the n umber of speeches that have been maae 
referring to the loa>ening of the ptll'se strings, in statements made in the paper that now the 
purse strings are going to be loosened. rd like to know why are the purse strings going to be 
loooened? Olll' economi c si tuation hasn't i m proved. I wonder why , why, I'd l ike to know why . •  

MR. SPE AKER: Order please. The honourable member has five minutes. 

M R. EVA NS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Why oh why , are we going to have an increase 
in government spending? We were told that we were in a very serious si tuation in 1977 
because the per capi ta debt w as $3 , 130 ,  in 1977,  a t  least that's the one I looked at in the 197 9  
Budge t  Address. That's what i t  says and I'm just talking i t  as it  is s o  I presume it's correct 
unless it 's been revised; $3 , 130.00. In 1 978,  Dece mber 3 lst , the end of the year, the debt had 
gone up to $3,744, I believe this is the net debt; and according to the latest report issued by 
the Minister of Finance, the net debt as of Dece mber 3lst , 1979, is now $3 ,968.00. In o ther 
words, the debt h as gone up by over $800 ,  i f  you subtract these two it's $838 in the last two 
years. Why oh why , when we w ere suppooed to be bankrupt in 1977 and we were suppooed to 
have acute protracted restraint, all of a sudden we can loosen the purse strings and start 
spending m ore money? And I say, Mr. Speaker, i t's  certainly no t because of any i m provement 
in the economy, i t's not because we're in a better debt situation; we're in a worse debt 

- 2 3 3  -



Friday, 2 9  February , 1 98 0  

s ituation. We've got more debt today than w e  had under the NDP. --{Interjection)- W ell, 
I'm looking at the fi gures submi tted by the Minister of Finance to this House. The figures 
show that we have a worse debt situation today than ever before. 

Well I guess perhap;; the federal election of last May had some thing to do wi th it,  perhap;; 
we're getting closer to a provincial election and that indeed m ay h ave someth ing to do with i t  
as w ell. Now we're getting closer to the tru th. It's not the economic circu mstances, i t's not 
the financial or the fiscal circu mstances, i t's the political circu mstances that's going to 
determine the rate of  spending by this government. 

rm sorry to observe that in spi te of all the talk and puppery and so on out of the Minister 
of Econo mic Development,  we have very li ttle evidence of any meaning ful acco m plishments 
out of that department. There hasn't been one single industrial enterprise established in this 
province since this govern ment came to office of any si gnifi cance. Maybe a few small ones 
here, a few s mall ones there. Of course the few s mall ones have disappeared and some not so 
s m all ones have disappeared as well unfortunately . The m os t  recent glaring exam ple is the 
Sw ift Canadian packing plant in St . &>niface. --{Interjection)- W ell, you know, I think there 
is some opportunity in flll'_m machinery and I like to see that occur. In fact, I would re m ind 
m e mbers if it w�n't for the NDP government using the MDC in 1970,  Versatile may not have 
been here today because we saved it from the clutches of the Bank of Montreal whi ch was 
going to close the doors of Versatile and that's a fact, that's a historical fact and you can look 
i t  up. --{Interjection)-- Well, that is not true, Mr. Speaker. The fact is that we saved 
Versatile in 1970 and the documents are there. Be my guest. 

Okay , we are now operating under the Conservative econo mic philosophy , the 
Conservative economic policy of privatization. The government should stand aside, m ini mize 
government, make govern ment  as insi gnifi cant as possible, reduce corporate taxes, and wai t 
for the industries to come in. Mr. Speaker, the industries are not flooding into Manitoba they 
are pouring out of Manitoba. We have no si gnifi cant industrial expansion in this province 
under this Conservative government, and what little expansion there has been in the 
manufacturing sector, and ge t this clear , has been a direc t result of the devaluation of the 
Canadian dollar. The devaluation of the Canadian dollar has sti mulated manufacturing jobs, 
manufacturing shipmen ts, ri ght across Canada including Manitoba. The only sad part of i t  is 
the sti mulus in Manitoba is the w eakest of all the provinces. Our increase, a t  least for the 
past couple of years of manufacturing out pu t  has been weak er than most o ther provinces. 

So, Mr. Speaker, i t's obvious that this recent neo-conservatis m that we've got fro m  this 
Pre m i er and this govern ment is no t working. And incidentally, I would observe that this 
government is not in keeping w ith the • • •  

MR. SPE AKER: Order, order please. The honourable member's ti me is up. 
The Honourable Minister of Highways. 

HO N. DO N ORCHAR D (Pembina): T hank you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
take this opportunity whilst you are in the Chair to congratulate you on your appointment  
once again, and like other me mbers of the House, I have no  doubt that you will carry on  in 
your i m partial and very offi cial and very good manner as Speaker of this House. 

And at the same ti me, Mr .  Speaker, I would like to congratulate my colleague, the 
Me mber for Radisson, in his absence, in his reappointment as De puty Speaker of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, on Friday of last week we had the very pleasant opportunity to listen to one 
of the new er me mbers to this Chamber, my colleague and friend , the Me mber for River 
Heights,  and I know that all me mbers of the House w ill join with me in agreeing that he made 
a very fine and very excellent contribution for his maiden speech in this Chamber and I think 
he indeed deserves to be congratulated on that effort. And m y  good friend and colleague, the 
Me mber for Em erson, l ikewise, did a very excellent job in seconding the speech from the 
Throne. 

I would like to offer my congratulations to the newest member on the opposition side of  
the House, the Me mber for Rossm ere. I trust tha t  he w ill contribute well to  the debates. I'm 
looking forward to his maiden address in this Chamber to see what sort of a debating form 
and debating decorum tha t he w ill bring to the Cha mber and I trust that i t  is going to be in 
full agreement with his legal background and his eloquent questioning in the question period. 
I look forward very much to hearing some of his contribu tions to the speaking and to the 
debates in this House and I hope that he will bring to us some of the threadS of his theory on 
economi c development and where this province should go and possibly we'll find out in his 
maiden speech and o thers if he agrees with some of the nationalization and some of the state 
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farm programs that the rest of his colleagues have, or whether he w ill divest hi mself fro m  
that  and take on a different econo mic attack. We shall soon fina out, Mr. Speaker. 

And also to the only me mber of the Liberal Party in the House, Mr. Speaker, the 
honourable lady from Fort Rouge, I want to welcome her. I have to admit, Mr. Speaker, and I 
do w ish the lady was here because i t  is not in any personal aeference that I make my next 
com ments but I was most interested in wat ching that particular race in the by-election and I 
was certainly disappointed that our very fine candidate was not successful in that 
by-election. But I had a great deal of interest in that by-election because, ana as I 
mentionea, Mr. Speaker, no aeference to the honourable lady, I woula have very m uch 
preferrea i f  the w inner was o ther than our canaiaate to have the winner being the NDP 
candidate, one Mr. Vic Savino. And I say that, Mr. Speaker, because I think he would have 
given to this House, he would have added to this House that  very posi tive thread of poli tical 
thought which has strung i tself out a mongst some of the newer members in the last two 
years. And I think he would have made som e  very dra matic contributions to what is 
considered to be the tradi tional thought on economic policy and the poli ti cs  of the New 
De mocrati c Party. He would have clearly represented the new left that is e m erging, even the 
far left, as my colleague behind me has indicated, and his addi tion to their caucus would have 
told Mani tobans, prior to the next election, just in fact how far left the official opposi tion is 
moving in this province ana given the m  fair warning of what they can expect shoula the New 
Democrats contend to be the next government in this province. 

But, Mr. Speaker, s uch justice was not to be ours and I was somewhat disappointed in not 
having Mr. Savino here to join wi th us formally in the debates of this House. 

Bu t, Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate my colleague, the Me mber for Virden on the 
recogni tion that we have given hi m in his posi tion in this upco m ing session; and I note that a 
number of the me mbers opposite, in the opposition, have agreed with that particular 
appointment; they say that i t  is long since ti me that we recogn ized our longstanding ana 
senior me mber of our caucus. And I agree, Mr. Speaker, I think that the Me mber for V irden 
w ill capably ana ably carry out the posi tion to whi ch we have appointed hi m in this House. 

I can't say, Mr. Speaker, in looking at our opposition caucus, that they practi ce what they 
preach at all ti mes because, on one hana , they congratulate us for recognizing our 
longstanding m e mber, the Me mber for Virden, and on  the other hana, they get into a 
two-week bi cker over one of the ir longstanding me mbers of the party about where he w ill si t ,  
the Me mber for Inkster. And i f  they would show hi m the kina of respect that we tradi tionally 
show our senior members on this side of the House, such nitpi cking and bi ckering woula not be 
part of the fabric of the opposition. 

Bu t, Mr. Speaker, the Me mber for Brandon East mentionea, in the closing re marks of his 
speech, tha t he couldn't understand what the new, suaden loosening of the purse strings by the 
government was causea by, or what the reason was. Ana I can only offer the Me mber for 
Brandon East the s m all consolation that , as one of the newest members to the Executive 
Council, I certainly like to take credi t for encouraging my colleagues in Cabinet to loosen the 
purse strings; and i f  it is any consolation ana any answ er to the Me mber for Brandon East, I 
w ill gladly take creai t for the loosening of the purse strings on this siae of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to com ment just briefly on the mos t  recent federal election. Now, 
the federal election certainly was somewhat of a disappointment for me. I was not at all 
pleased wi th the outcome of the federal election. I was particularly not pleased to have the 
television coverage come on at 8 o'clock with the flashing sign "Liberal Majori ty" before any 
of the ballots w ere indeed in the ballot boxes, or even opened in Manitoba. I think that was a 
very very sad ti me for western Canada ana, Mr. Speaker, I have basically three concerns 
abou t  the federal election and, I'd like to share the m wi th yourself ana wi th members of the 
House. 

My first and pri mary concern about the outcome of the federal election, Mr. Speaker, is 
the fact that western Canada, the four western provinces and the two Terri tories, have very 
l ittle, and none, no representation on the Liberal government in rural Manitoba, and in 
agri cultural Manitoba. And that, Mr. Speaker, is a tragic loss, that we only w ill begin to 
appreciate over the next several months as the two lone Liberal me mbers for western Canaaa 
and the Terri tories begin their attem pts to bring the western point o f  view to what usea to be  
a Liberal Cabinet that alienated the west. 

And, Mr. Speaker, i t  is parti cularly sad, in retrospect, to see that loss of representation, 
because the six to seven short months that we had to deal wi th a Conservative govern ment 
with adequate representation fro m  the west tola us that things, indeed, were possible for the 
betterment of western Canada. We had massive ga ins in six to seven months of Conservative 
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rule, a ided by  a strong and vibrant western caucus; we had strident gains in  the transportation 
syste m; we had major ga ins in settling, and coming into, an energy policy , a national energy 
policy ,  for all of Canada, which is sorely needed, and each and every one of us know that i t  is 
s orely needed. We have lost that kind of w estern representation as a result of the last federal 
election, and that brings me a great deal of concern. 

The secona area of disappointment and concern over the federal election, Mr. Speaker, is 
that i t  appears as if, after the federal election, that the Canaaian people are no longer 
capable of making the adjustmen ts  and the sacri fice necessary to keep Canada in i ts growing 
and p:-ominent position in the world. It seems as if we have lost our will to survive in western 
Canada because the voters, parti cularly in eastern Canada, rejected a party - the 
Conservative party - which had a solid group of platform and policies to take Canada into the 
1980s. They w ere rejected, Mr. Speaker, and replaced by a party tha t had no policy in the 
federal election; they had no energy policy; they had no pricing formula; they had no economic 
development strategy - they di dn't have when they w ere in government  and they di dn't have in 
this last federal election. And, Mr .  Speaker, we lost a government which was going to come 
to grips wi th the reali ties in Canada today; and the Canadian rejected that. And what is 
disappointing to me is that m ay well be a sign that the Canadian people are no  longer willing 
to co me to gri ps  firmly wi th proble ms that confront the m ,  and are going to take the easy way 
out and forget about the future. 

And, Mr. Speaker, m y  main concern, i f  that is happening, is not for m yself - because I am 
going to survive, and every me mber in this House is  going to survive, Mr. Speaker, because we 
are reasonably well-established. Bu t, Mr. Speaker, who w ill suffer from that lack of seeming 
care for the country will be my children and my grandchildren. And, Mr. Speaker, therein 
lies, indeed, the shame and the sadness if, in fact, the Canadian people are not willing to plan 
for their future, and to plan for a better Canada in the 1980s and the 1990s. 

Our forefathers did i t, Mr. Speaker. Men of vision and women of v ision built this country, 
made sacri fices to pioneer western Canada and n orthern Ontario, the Mariti m es; they built 
trans-continental railroads; they put in roads and ports and the economic infrastructure that 
we today are l iving and deriving the frui ts of our economic wealth fro m; they made sacri fices, 
Mr. Speaker, in the past to make sure that our generation had that kind of economic stability 
and grow th potential in this country. It appears as if we have lost our w ill to plan for the 
fu ture. And, Mr .  Speaker, i f  we have i t  is our children and our grandchildren who are going to 
suffer and that is the sadest part of that  last feaeral election. 

Ana the third area that I have disappointment in the federal election - and ru just touch 
briefly on it - was what appears to be a failure. I want to put it gently because I don't want 
to appear overly-cri ti cal, b ut I believe there was a lack, Mr. Speaker, of very subjective and 
criti cal analysis by our electronic and printed media in the course of the last election. The 
m edia, Mr .  Speaker, some nine months ago, in the May federal election, in the prospects of a 
three-candidate debate, the three leader debate, the Leader of the then Opposition, Mr. Joe 
Clark, was putting certain stipulations into the debate, and he was jumped upon by m embers 
of the media as being afraid to debate wi th the o ther two. He went into the debate and he 
did qui te w ell, Mr. Speaker, b ut he took considerable personal cri ticis m in the course of  
planning how he was going to get into that debate. 

What we saw in this last February election, Mr. Speaker, was not the Leader of the 
Opposi tion, Pierre Trudeau, trying to negotiate to get into debate, but out and ou t refusing to 
debate. And did we hear an objective analysis and cri tique of why the man would not debate 
the o ther two leaders on national television as he did prior to that? No. Ana, Mr. Speaker, I 
feel that that was a less than fair presentation on the part of the electronic and the pr inted 
media. They didn't want to tell the Canadian people that the Leader of the Liberal party aid 
not want  to debate because he had no policies and no issues to offer to the public of Canada, 
to the voters. And that's the basi c bottom line of it, Mr. Speaker. And, in the course of the 
ca m paign, when we had a Liberal party representative in Vancouver talking $4.50 a barrel 
increase in oil price, and another Liberal party me mber in Quebec saying S3.00, and the 
Leader hi mself saying $3.50,  there was no effective cri tique of where their policy was at. 
Had that been our leader, Mr. Clark, we would have been deci mated in the pages of the press 
and in the electronic media. Bu t very little mention was maae of  that. Ana I feel that, in 
this parti cular case, the media - electronic and printed bo th - failed in the ir obligation, in a 
de mocracy, to present to the voting people an objective analysis of the issues as they were 
being !Xlt forth; or, m ore i m portantly, Mr. Speaker, as to the lack of issues as they were being 
pu t  forth. 
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There was no objective cri tique of the third party's pro mise of a made in  Canada energy 
price; or a made in Canada interest rate; they weren't objectively cri tiqued to find out what 
they were. The voting public were asked by the adVertising to b uy a pig in a poke. And, Mr .  
Speaker, n o  one i n  the media, to the best of m y  knowledge, asked the Leader of the N D  Party, 
what is a made in Canada energy price? A vote for that party was a vote for a question mark 
price on energy , a made in Canada price whi ch meant nothing because i t  had no dollar value 
assigned to it. 

Bu t, Mr. Speaker, enough of the federal election. I want to deal briefly with some of the 
issues tha t have come out and been presented according to the Throne Speech Debate. And I 
have to congratulate the Pre mier on the thrust that he has pu t into and garnered into this 
Throne Speech Debate. The Throne Speech represented a change for the good in this 
province. So me of the things that are going to come out of that Throne Speech Debate are 
things that all of us would like to be able to carry forward. And, Mr. Speaker, we w ill now 
carry the m  forward because, over the last two years, as was mentioned in the Throne Speech 
Debate, we have, through fiscal prudence, brought the province into such financial condi tion 
as to now enable us to expand programs where needed. And, Mr. Speaker, that direction is 
clearly , posi tively and defini tely ou tlined in a very very good Throne Speech. 

Now, Mr . Speaker, I wanted to deal briefly w ith the one area that pri marily affects m y  
department, that being the com m ents on branch line abandon m ent. Now, the Me mber for Ste. 
Rose, although he is not here today, a tte m pted to pu t  a question before you and was ruled out 
of order, and in his debate of the Throne Speech some days ago, he did mention what he was 
trying to get at in terms of reference to rail line abandon ment. And if I follow his logi c, or 
lack thereof, Mr. Speaker, to i ts natural conclusion, wha t he interpreted from that paragraph 
in the Throne Speech is that it was my intention, as Minister of High ways, to build roadS so 
that we could abandon rail lines, and thereby further allow rail lines to leave this province. 
Well, Mr .  Speaker, that is a rather strange interpretation of what we said in the Throne 
Speech. And the Me mber for Ste. Rose, I hope, knows full well what our intentions are. My 
explanation will not be for hi m, or indeed, for members of the opposition, b ut will rather be 
for members of the media, because I think it is i m portant for the m to appreciate what that  
parti cular paragraph on rail l ine abandon ment and road construction meant. 

And to explain briefly, Mr. Speaker, a rail line abandonment involves a fairly prolonged 
process. It involves a process which starts out initially with a rail company, be  i t  CN or C P, 
making appli cation to the Canadian Transport Com mission for the right to abandon a given 
piece of rail line, and they develop their reasoning through economic justi fication. They w ill 
say that their losses are too hi gh; the track is in poor shape; and a number of  reasons that they 
can present to CTC. CTC takes that application into consideration; if i t  is considered valid, a 
publi c hearing w ill be held. And at that publi c hearing all areas of concern bring the pro 
argu ments and the con argu ments together, and they make a decision on the viability of that 
rail line and, in fact , whe ther i t  should be abandoned. And in the process of tha t hearing, Mr. 
Speaker, the main people proposing abandon ment, of course, are the railroadS; the main 
people proposing retention are the local co m muni ties, the local municipali ties through which 
that rail line may well travel , the grain companies in some cases, and in particular the 
provincial govern ment. The provincial government in each case has a very very solid case to 
put forward, because rail line abandon ment, in m y  esti mation, Mr .  Speaker, by and large, 
transfers costs from the federal treasury directly to the provincial and munici pal treasuries. 
And therefore, Mr. Speaker, w e  have a great deal at stake. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that process o f  rail line abandonment takes some five years as a 
minimum figure before you will have an abandon ment order for the rail line to be abandoned 
on a given date. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Me mber for Ste. Rose is chastizing this government for wanting to 
build roads to accom modate the transfer of tonnage of freight fro m rail lines to the highways, 
and he has interpreted i t, in his wisdo m, that we are going to build roadS so that the railroaos 
can abandon the railways. Not so, Mr. Speaker. What we are building roads for, Mr. Speaker, 
is a little list that I've just recently received. Now bearing in mind, Mr. Speaker, that i t  is a 
some five-year process from the application by a railroad to abandon a rail line until the ti me 
that the rail line service is  discontinued - some five years. 

I want to give you some status on prairie rail lines as of Jan urary 1 5 ,  1980; Mani toba CNR 
lines. Cabot, as a subdivision - and these are subdivisions, Mr. Speaker. The abandon ment 
order co mes in effect August 2 9 ,  1 975. Carberry , abandonment Dece mber 3 1 ,  197 8; Car man, 
four subdivisions in Car man, ranging in abandonment order from February 7 ,  1 9 7 8  to 
Nove mber 1 6 ,  1975  to Dece mber 3 1 ,  197 8; Hartney , two abandon ments, Nove mber 22, 1975,  
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June 9 ,  1 97 8. And the list  goes on, Mr .  Speaker, 1 97 8, 1975 ,  1 9 7 7 .  W e  can go into C P  lines, 
1 97 8  on the Alida sub; the Carman sub C P, 1 975,  1 97 7 .  

Mr . Speaker, what we are acco m modating in the capi tal b udget o f  the Department of  
Highways is  no t building roads so the railroads can abandon m ore lines. W e  are building, Mr. 
Speaker, roads that are necessary because the rail lines are already abandoned. And, Mr .  
Speaker, they w ere abandoned i n  the course o f  time that o ur  honourable friends opposite had 
the jurisdiction and the provincial inpu t to prevent that abandon ment, Mr .  Speaker. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, naturally the Me mber for Ste. R0>e and his colleague, the Me mber for 
Brandon East, who had responsibility for rail line abandon ment in this province in presenting 
the province's case,  want to try to hide the fact that they failed dis mally in saving any rail 
l ines in this province, Mr. Speaker. Fro m 1 9 7 5  to 1 9 7 8  there are 3 0  some subbranches, 
subdivisions, abandoned in the Province of Manitoba, while that govern ment  should have been 
fighting on behalf of rural Manitoba to retain some of those lines. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I can appreciate why that didn't happen, because if you take a look at 
the makeup of  that govern ment when they were in government, they lacked total and 
com plete representation fro m rural agri cultural Mani toba. And they di dn't give a hot da mn 
about i t. And their presentation to the Canadian Transport Com m ission must have been very 
very m inute and weak, Mr. Speaker. And that is the reason why today, Mr. Speaker, m y  
govern ment, the govern ment on this s ide o f  the House, i s  forced into substantial capi tal 
investment in the roads, the PRs and the PTHs of this province, to accom modate grain 
movement caused by abandon ment that occurred in the ti me of government of the ND Party 
in Mani toba. That, Mr. Speaker, is the true fact of what that statement in the Throne Speech 
refers to. 

Now, Mr .  Speaker, I want to point out to the Me mber for Brandon East, who is talking 
fro m his seat again as he is so wanton and aghast whenever any of us do it. But, Mr. Speaker, 
I want to give credi t where credi t is due on this whole rail line abandon ment process. The 
credit for abandonment goes to my friends in opposi tion fro m  their term of government, 
because more steel got abandoned in their term than in any ti me of  this province, Mr .  
Speaker. They are the abandon men t  kings. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, during the last two-and-a-half years that we have been on this side of  
the House we, a party of  me mbers, the Minister of Agriculture fro m rural southwestern 
Manitoba, the Me mber for Robiin, the Me mber for Rock Lake, the Me mber for Emerson, the 
Me mber for Springfield, the Me mber for Portage la Prairie, m yself as a backbencher in this 
government, in two-and-a-half years, Mr. Speaker, we worked with three departments and 
wi th some s even staff man years. Th0>e staff man years, th0>e seven staff w ere in the 
Department of  Economic Development, the Highways Department and, Mr .  Speaker, the 
Highways De partment. Seven staff that w orked a diligent and dedicated effort and deserve 
the full credi t of every ci tizen of this province for the effort they put forward in 
two-and-a-half years. Because, Mr. Speaker, those seven staff worked tirelessly to develop a 
position for this govern ment to present to the Canadian Transport Commission, to give us the 
a m munition, Mr. Speaker, that we needed to save som e  rail lines in this province. And that is 
in two-and-a-half years, Mr .  Speaker, s ince we have had that kind of  inpu t into the rail 
abandonment process. 

And, Mr .  Speaker, what are the results of our two-and-a-half years efforts and the 
untiring efforts of thooe seven staff? The result of that effort, Mr. Speaker, is the fact that  
today the Rossburn subdivision is  running south of  Ri ding Mountain Park and servicing m any 
co m m uni ties in that area, is now in the basic network to the year 2000.  That, Mr. Speaker, is 
our effort, our effort, Mr. Speaker. 

A second line, Mr .  Speaker, that is now in the basic network to the year 2 000,  i t  just so 
happens, and I know the me mbers opposite will accuse me of poli ti cal i m plications because i t  
runs right through the m iddle of  m y  consti tuency, i t's 14 5 m iles long, i t's the Morris to 
Hartney subdivision. That is in the basic network to the year 2000,  Mr. Speaker. 

T here is one more major line in this province that was saved, and i t's in the Honourable 
Minister of Agriculture's consti tuency , the Waskada line, is now in the basic network to the 
year 2 000. Mr. Speaker, God forbid if that gang of  people had been in government when the 
abandonment process was ongoing on thooe l ines; we would have lost ano ther 250  m iles of  
steel in  this province. And they still wouldn't have b uilt a s ingle road to acco mmodate the 
traffic, Mr. Speaker, because they froze out every single road in th0>e areas the ti me they 
had control of the road budget. 

And, Mr. Speaker, then they sit back and have the gall and the nerve, Mr. Speaker,  to s it  
back, as the Me mber for Ste. Rooe did just in  this session alone, ana say that w e  are building 
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roads so we can abandon more rail lines. The hypocrite - he  doesn't understand what his own 
government did to rural Manitoba. 

And then, Mr. Speaker, we have people like the Me mber for Transcona, who last year in 
the Esti mates in the Department of Highways said , why don't you build roads wi thout 
shoulders and save some money. That was the Me mber for Transcona's solution to the 
transportation proble ms in rural Manitoba. Build roads wi thout shoulders. Mr. Speaker, that  
shows the level of  integrity and a concern for rural Manitoba that the ND Party has in this 
province. 

MR. SPE AKER: Order please. The Honourable me mber for Transcona. 

M R. PARASIUK: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have a point of privilege. I was saying that we 
shouldn't be paving shoulders in a ti me of restraint, Mr .  Speaker. 

M R. SPE AK ER: Order please. The honourable me mber has noted a difference in 
interpretation. rm scrry, i t  is not a point  of i:rivilege, but  he has made that noti fication at 
the present ti me. 

The Honourable Minister of Transportation. 

M R. ORCHAR D: So, Mr. Speaker, what we are going to hear, no doubt, in this 
Session, and in the course of my Esti mates tha t will be com ing up, we are going to hear that 
the Conservative govern ment b uilds roads. They care for pavement before people, roadS 
before hospi tals. That's the kind of atti tude that we're going to have pumped ou t by that 
group of people. And, Mr .  Speaker, how can they justi fy that kind of atti tude when they put 
no dollars into reconstruction of roads, put under stress and duress because of  rail line 
abandonment that they condoned as government. Do they expect the ci tizens and the people 
of rural Manitoba in the agricultural com muni ties to be second class ci tizens and no t have the 
transportation sys te m  that they deserve now that that former government allowed the 
abandonment of rail lines? ls that what they're telling the people of rural Mani toba, is that 
they're second class citizens and don't deserve any roads? 

Mr. Speaker, I hope not ,  because i f  that's their atti tude towards rural Mani toba, then they 
haven't learned their lesson of eight years of government wherein they lost all the minuscule 
agri cultural representation that they did have, they lost i t  all. And, Mr. Speaker, that kind of  
atti tude, the no  shoulders on the roads atti tude, the pavement before people that they're 
going to throw at the press and everybody , will keep the m sealed out o f  rural Mani toba. 
Be cause the New De mocrati c Party considers, Mr. Speaker, that rural Manitobans are second 
class ci tizens. And they consider that, Mr. Speaker, because they don't happen to vote New 
De mocrat. And anybody who doesn't vote New De mocrat, according to their criteria, is a 
second class ci tizen. 

And, Mr. Speaker, that's what happened in eight years. The people in rural Manitoba know 
tha t happened , and the people in rural Manitoba know that this government  has addressed 
i ts elf to the transportation needs of rural Manitoba and of  the whole irovince. And, Mr .  
Speaker, we will continue t o  address ourselves to the transportation needs of all Mani tobans, 
including the ones in rural Manitoba affected by rail line abandon ment. 

And, Mr. Speaker,  why do we do i t ?  Do we l ike spending m oney on roads and having roads 
here, roads there? Mr. Speaker, we b uild roads into the rural Manitoba com munities to 
service the growing industrial base in those com muni ties. We want to see all areas of the 
province grow, Mr. Speaker. We want  to see the Mordens and the Winklers and the Carmans 
and the Altonas grow, Mr. Speaker, through the provision to the m of not only rail service, but 
of a decent, all-weather truck and car transportation system.  We want to see the Roblins 
grow, Mr. Speaker , by providing the Town of Roblin wi th a year-round truck transportation 
route, unrestricted. 

And, Mr. Speaker, we w ill do that. We w ill do that in upcoming b udgets, and we will 
service the com muni ties of Dauphin and the o ther co m muni ties of rural Manitoba to give 
the m  the opportunity to grow and become part of the industrial and economic fabric of this 
province, as the y ri ght fully deserve, Mr. Speaker - something that our colleagues in the 
opposition, when they were government, failed to recognize and didn't address the mselves to, 
and they let the road syste m of this province drop into a sha mbles, Mr. Speaker. 

So, Mr .  Speaker, I will accept openly and com pletely some of the no-shoulder cr i ticisms, 
some of the pave ment before people cri ticisms because, Mr. Speaker, is the long run, the 
economi c stability and growth in this irovince depends on an efficient transportation and 
distribution 
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sys te m. We intend, in this s ide of  the  House, in this government, to provide that 
transporta tion system to all areas of Manitoba. And, Mr. Speaker, we w ill have many ti mes,  
m any ti mes, b udgets to do i t. 

Now, Mr .  Speaker, I think I've dealt enough with some of the silliness that has been 
presented already in the Throne Speech Debate by the Me mber for Ste. Rose. And I want to 
digress a little bit, Mr .  Speaker, and I want to address myself to the 19 80s. Because, Mr .  
Speaker, i t's the 1980s that are going to be i m portant to members on this side o f  the House, 
because we have the task before us to govern this province in the 1 980s and see that the 
Province of Manitoba grows and thrives in the 1 980s. And, Mr. Speaker, to date, in the last 
two years of government, we have made substantial strides in developing the economic 
viability and stability of this province. And, Speaker, how have we done i t ?  We have done it 
by removing the long arm of  government fro m  unnecessary intrusion into the private sector. 
And, Mr. Speaker, that is paying off. 

Mr . Speaker, we have industrial growth and expansion, plant m anufacturing capaci ty 
increases in m y  consti tuency , in the consti tuency of the Honourable Me mber for Rhineland, 
like we've never seen before in this province. 

Now I full well appreciate that members opposite don't know that kind of growth is going 
on, because they have never driven sou th of the Peri meter Highway in their li fe, Mr. 
Speaker. They don't recognize that there is anything b eyond the Per i me ter High way in 
Manitoba. And southern Manitoba, Mr. Speaker, has responded positively , dynamically , and 
aggressively to the policies that we have insti tuted in this government of bringing spending 
under control , bringing defici ts down to the manageable level that they should be at and 
stopping unnecessary spending by government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the 1980s present a considerable challenge to all Manitobans and, Mr .  
Speaker, part of that challenge is in developing renewable resources i n  this province. And 
i m mediately, when renewable energy is mentioned, everyone thinks automatically of  
Manitoba Hydro and our hydro-elec tri c  development. That's an i m portant part of it,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

But, Mr .  Speaker, agriculture serves the greatest source of renewable energy in this 
province, than any o ther source that we have, including Manitoba Hydro. Mr. Speaker, we are 
currently birning s uch co m modities as flax straw which may well,  w ith new processes, co me 
in to the solid fuel needs of space heating in this province. And, Mr. Speaker, that w ill co me 
and th at w ill come very shortly and it w ill come with this government in power to encourage 
tha t kind of development and thrust into the 1 980s. 

Mr. Speaker, the o ther area has been touched upon by the Minister of Agriculture. It's 
gasohol, that is a very posit ive and definite new step  tha t rural agricultural Mani toba w ill 
bring to this province and bring development and growth to this province and solve an energy 
proble m at the same ti me, Mr. Speaker. And, Mr. Speaker, we w ill take such things as our o il 
seed economy, the s oybeans, the flax seed, the rapeseed, the s unflower, the o il seed 
production in this province w ill take off dramati cally. It has done so over the past few years. 
That represents, Mr .  Speaker, untold creation of w ealth in this province, because the 
agri cultural sector has been the stablest , steadiest and most efficient generator of revenues 
to this province of any industry. And, Mr .  Speaker, w ill continue to be that under the very 
excellent guidance and leadership in the Minister of Agriculture on this side of the House, 
quite to the contrast of the man who occupied the C hair before who wanted to nationalize 
agri culture wi th state farms; he w anted to take over the cheese factories; he wanted to take 
over the food processing; he wanted to nationalize everything as we have heard through many 
speeches over here in the past several days. We have heard that they want to nationalize the 
oil industry; they want to have public ownership; they want  to get b ack into the state farms. 
You name it,  they want to get in to co m plete public do m ination and ownership. 

Mr. Speaker, that brings me to one little sore point that rve always had and I don't want to 
take much ti me on i t  because i t  takes a long ti me to explain, but the whole energy si tuation, 
Mr. Speaker, as presented by members of the NDP party is a joke. They have played pi tilessly 
u pon the lack o f  knowledge a m ongst the voters in terms of energy policy. They have 
promoted, through strict lack of k nowledge, that P etroCan is the only salvation to the energy 
si tuation in Canada. That's the ND P party. They want,  nationally, to have Pe troCanada to be 
the only oil company; they want P etroCanada, Mr .  Speaker, to have all the retail stations 
across Canada so you drive into a PetroCanada station. And, Mr. Speaker, if one gives i t  
some ba;ic thought about making PetroCanada the only oil company that's responsible for oil 
and gas distribution in Canada, ask yourself one sim ple question, do you want the same people 
pu mping gas and running refineries as currently run our post office, Mr. Speaker? I suggest, 
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Mr.  Speaker, m ost Canadians don't want that. The whole aura that they have been able to 
develop, and quite successfully , the big m y th about Pe troCanada, w ill be blown apart. The 
big m yth will be blown apart because, Mr. Speaker, just recently I discussed energy with a 
n orthern Cali fornia farm er, Cali fornia is a state of the U.S., and this farmer in northern 
California - isn't i t  a mazing, gentlemen what a little bit  of k nowledge will do for the m? That 
is some thing, obviously, Mr. Speaker, they didn't learn in school. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. The honourable member has five minutes. 

M R. ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In discussion wi th this northern Cali fornia 
farmer,  I asked hi m,  "What are you paying for diesel fuel on your farm now ?" And he didn't 
know to the exact cent what he was paying but i t  was over a dollar a gallon, he said. Now, 
that is a U.S. gallon, that is U. S. currency. Translated into Canadian prices that's 
approxi mately $1 .45 a gallon. And, Mr. Speaker, I checked this m orn ing wi th m y  local fuel 
dealer and rm paying 7 5  cents a gallon in Canada. Mr. Speaker, the NDP party throughout 
western Canada told the farming people that you people are so inefficient that you cannot  
stand an 18  cent in your fuel costs because you will be knocked out  of  the market by the 
com pe ti tion. Mr. Speaker, the com peti tion is paying twice what we are for fuel. Isn't that  
the most ridiculous state ment that you've ever heard in your life? And the botto m line of  
that statement, Mr. Speaker, i s  i t  de monstrates clearly and unequivocally , as  I have stated in  
rail line abandon ment, that the NDP party has no confidence in  the agricultural community 
and their ability to survive and become an efficient part of Canada's economy. They don't 
understand, they tell the m  that they can't compete because of 1 8  cents a gallon. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you know, the energy thing, as I say , is a very com plex issue but i f  we 
follow the NDP party's policy to its natural finale we will drain Canada of the conventional 
oil sources at $ 1 4.75 a barrel because they don't want any increase at any ti me by any means.  
Mr. Speaker , once the conventional oil at $14,75 a barrel is gone, some several years fro m  
now, w e  w ill go onto the w orld market and pa y  u p  to $50 a barrel. What w ill the farm ers say 
then? W hat, Mr. Speaker, w ill the poor people of Canada, who they clai m to represent, s ay a t  
that point i n  ti me when their fuel costs rise, not from $1 . 1 5  but the $4. a barrel because that  
party wanted to  live for today and forge t about tomorrow and, Mr .  Speaker, that is  the basic 
difference be tween a Conservative party and a ND P party.  The Conservatives, Mr. Speaker, 
are prepared to offer realistic options for the future of this province and this country. The 
socialist party want to l ive for today, get the vote for today , be in pow er today and to hell 
with the future, Mr .  Speaker. Thank you very m uch. 

MR. SPE AK ER: The Honourable Me mber for Inkster. 

MR. GREEN: Mr. Speaker, i f  the honourable me mber's ti me has not expired I wonaer 
i f  he woula answ er a question? The honourable member has said that at  the w orld price, by 
the ti me we run out of energy , i t  will be $50 a barrel ana then we'll have to pay i t  ana that 
we, therefore, shouldn't keep our present price low. If we do keep our present price low , 
excuse me, i f  we do let our present price go up which is what he and his party is aavocating, 
what w ill we have to pay when the price of oil goes up to $50 a barrel, w ill we not be paying 
the same $50.00? 

M R. SPE AKER: T he Honourable Minister of Transportation. 

M R. ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker , as I understand , the oil production si tuation in Canada, 
the current per barrel price of the next tar sands development is something l ike $24 a barrel 
and that, Mr. Speaker, is where the excess revenues shoula ana w ill go into the aevelopment 
of our own internal supplies of oil as come fro m  the tar sands, and we can, Mr. Speaker, 
isolate ourselves from the $50 a barrel. Bu t  i f  we don't spend the money now, Mr. Speaker, 
we don't have the tar sands development and we go on the world market at $50 a barrel. The 
choice is his. 

MR. SPE AKER: Order, order please. The honourable me mber's ti me is up. 
The Honourable Me mber for Ross m ere. 

M R. VIC S CHR OEDER (Ross mere): T hank you, Mr .  Speaker. I would like to begin by 
thanking you, Mr. Speaker, for the guidance you have provided to me in the first week that I 
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have sat i n  this House. I trust that you w ill be somewhat pa tient a s  the new members learn 
some of the rules. I would ask, Mr. Speaker, that you consider, or this House allow me at this 
ti me to make a brief correction of one question that I had previously asked in haste, when I 
was rattled. The question was incorrectly asked and I would just like to correct that before I 
go on. It's recorded in Hansard on page 14 1 for Thursday, February 2 8th. The question was 
recorded as: the question I have for the Minister is, can he confirm that the total cost of this 
escapade in Hong Kong has been more than $300,000  to the taxpayers of Manitoba? Yes, I 
agree, that is what I said. I would l ike to correct that, that is not what I meant to ask. What 
I m eant to ask was, w as the total cost of the escapade and including all other costs incurred 
wi th respect to that case, m ore than $300 ,000.00.  

I would also like, a t  this ti me, to thank all of those members of the House on both sides 
who have been of assistance and have been so w arm in providing information to me in the 
first w eek. It is very m uch appreciated. I would l ike, h owever, to give special mention to 
s everal me mbers of the House on the o ther side. I enjoyed the speech of the Minister of  
Supply and Services. I might add that I enjoyed h is visits to Ross mere during last fall, during 
October of 1979. And he was ri ght ,  when he went into 2 1 0 Oakland , that was a trouble spot. 
The Tories, in fact, lost 2 10 Oakland. 

The Me mber for Morris was also kind enough to visit  on MacAulay Crescent. He w as  
correct i n  his assessment, MacAulay Crescent was a trouble spot for the Tories and i t  went 
NDP. I would like to give special thanks to the Attorney-General for his intercession in the 
dying days o f  his candidate's cam pai gn. He was of great assistance. 

I am the successor to Edward Schreyer as the Me mber of the Legislature for Ross mere. 
My predecessor saw government as an instru ment whi ch could be used to i m prove the quali ty 
of life for our citizens. He saw government as having a role to play in the economy of this 
province and in the planning of the econom y of this province. He saw one of i ts functions as 
being providing greater equity in the distribution of goods and services amongst the people in 
our society , amongst thooe people who work so h ard to produce thooe goods and services. In 
his eight years as Premier, he proved that an activist govern ment can be as successful as 
those on this side of the House had hoped for. Indeed, in re trospect , the govern ment that Ed 
Schreyer led looks even better today, when we have the perfor mance of the current 
government • • • During Edward Schreyer's years in Mani toba I was involved wi thin the New 
De mocratic Par ty and, as well, in his latter period in public l ife. In Manitoba I was a 
consti tuent o f  his. He became both a personal and political friend. I, therefore, a m  pleased 
to take this opportunity, on behalf of m y  fa mily and on behalf of all of the people of  
Ross m ere, to thank Edward Schreyer for a job well done and to wish hi m well in his current 
position as Governor-General. The consti tuency of Ross mere is one of the largest in 
Mani toba in terms of po pulation. People whooe roo ts go back to nearly every nation on earth 
reside there. The largest group:> hailed fro m  the British Isles and Europe. Ross mere counts 
among i ts people a substantial portion of thooe Mennoni tes who ca me to Mani toba fro m 
Russia. I count m ys elf a mong the thousands of Ross mere residents who are children of 
parents who escaped to this great province fro m  Russian dictatorship during the 1 92 0s. 

We also have in Ross mere a great number of Mennonites who have come to our province 
from the right-wing dictatorshi p in Paraguay. Probably half of the Chilean refugees of  
Fascism, who m igrated to this province, reside in  Ross mere. Ross mere residents then, Mr. 
Speaker, have some awareness of, and an absolute distaste and abhorrence for dictatorship:>, 
be they from the left or the right. Pm dealing with this, Mr . Speaker, because of certain 
innuendoo and statemen ts  made by me mbers on the o ther side during this past week. I refer 
speci fi cally to the speech of the Me mber for Morris and a comment by the Me mber for River 
Hei ghts wi th respect to totali tarianis m.  I would point out, Mr. Speaker, that not one single 
sol i tary nation on this earth , not one, has moved fro m  an elected social democratic 
govern ment to a dictatorship. Ba tista, Chiang Kai-shek, • • .  , • • •  , • • •  , all of them had one 
thing, in fact ,  they had two things in com mon, o ther than leading their countries into a 
dictatorship and being dictatorship:>. The first was they w ere ri ght-wing, the second thing 
they had in com mon was their people were not free under their particular rule. Our people 
are proud of the record of the New De mocratic Party in support of freedo m ,  including 
economic as well as political freedoms. 

So me years ago I had the pr ivilege to get to know John Schreyer, the late father of 
Edward Schreyer, our current Governor-General. I vividly recall his anger, in the mid 1 970s, 
as he told me about the Tories taking the vote away fro m  German C anadians during the First 
World War. The Governor-General 's  father lost his right to vote in this country as a result of  
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actions taken by the predecessors of  the Conservatives. The New De mocrats, I suggest, Mr. 
Speaker, need no lessons in freedom from the Tories. 

The consti tuency of Ross mere is, in relationship  to most other districts in this province, 
relatively fortunate. Many of our ci tizens acquired their ho mes prior to the price of housing 
substantially rising. We have more parks and green spaces than many other urban areas, 
especially when we corn pare Ross m ere to the down town area. A few of our residents have 
the opportunity to view the now tamed ,Red River, which flows along the most westerly 
b orders of Rossm ere. It is a shame that in ti mes past so li ttle riverfront land was re tained 
for the benefi t of all of our people. Our riding has few of the downtown problems of s ingle 
parent families, of migrant fa m ilies, or violence whi ch plague certain portions of the city . 
Ye t I was sent to this House, Mr. Speaker , not to tell you of the wonders contained within 
Ross m ere, bu t rather to do what I can in concert wi th the o ther members of this Asse mbly to 
m ake this great province a better place in which to live. 

Therefore, I would like to refer you to several matters whi ch are of current concern to the 
people of  Ross mere. There are several local issues which I will mention to the House. The 
first is the matter of the Bergen cut-off , which is an abandoned C PR rail line , running east 
through the heart of Ross mere, from the Red River to Lagi modiere Boulevard. This property 
was transferred to the Canadian Pacific Railway in January of 193 0  by the ideological 
predecessors of this govern ment in Ottawa. The land was transferred for railroad purposes 
and ye t the Canadian Transport Com mission tells me that the C PR abandoned the line in 
1 9 2 8, a full two years before it received ti tle to that property for railroad purposes. One can 
only speculate as to why this was done by the federal government at  that ti me. Bu t  as a 
result Ross mere residents have been bowing to the C PR, morning and night, for 5 2  years since 
that abandon ment , driving under the railway on Henderson as they travel to and from their 
place of work. During all these years the C PR has paid no taxes on that property and I 
suggest, Mr. Speaker, that i ts continued ownershi p of that property is in contravention of all 
laws of h u man decency. I would hope that all members would be of assistance in ensuring 
that this traffi c hazard and symbol w ill be rem oved shortly . 

I regret to infor m  the House that the market gardens in the northern part of Rossmere, 
which probably most of you re me mber, have now disappeared. In the ir place stand apartment 
blocks, townhouses and residential subdivisions. They are a monument to the mistakes of the 
past , bo th the previous government and the current government. However, i f  one w ere to ask 
practically any resident of Rossmere, Mr. Speaker, what precisely is the overriding issue of 
the day in our area, I believe that the answ er would be that people are concerned about the 
direction in which the economy of this province is heading at this ti me. Practically everyone 
in the consti tuency has a friend or relative or acquaintance who has been required to leave 
this province in search of e mployment in the last several years. People in all areas of our 
riding are affected. Many of our residents have lost the ir homes through m ortgage 
foreclosures. Bankruptcies are up s ubstantially. 

Under the former govern ment, b us inesses com plained about taxation, about the mineral 
acreage tax , succession duties, gift taxes , hi gh corporate taxes, personal income taxes, which 
were above the national average at higher rates of inco me, m ining taxes and other taxes. No 
one l ikes to pay taxes. On the o ther hand , many of  s m all business people, especially the 
building contractors and construction people, w ould prefer to pay high rates of taxes on 
income as opposed to no tax on no income and that is what is happening now, Mr. Speaker. 
They find themselves in that position because of a government which has changed direction 
substantially from previous Conservative policy , past policy , even of Conservative 
governments, has been interventionist at least to some extent. Current policy is total 
inact ivity on the econo mic front. Current policy is a belief in Adam Smi th, neo-Conservatis m 
they call it. He might not even do what they're doing. 

Current policy is a belief that there is an invisible hand writing a message on the wall and 
the people of Ross mere know that there is no hand. They know that there is no message and 
they know that the w all is going up, the construction is happening in o ther provinces, not in 
Manitoba. The notion that bIBiness decisions made by many individuals , each for his or her 
own benefi t  will, when added toge ther, create the best of all poss ible w orlds is wrong and I 
urge this government to heed the warnings, even of i ts  friends, s uch as the edi torial writers of 
the Winnipeg Press, and to become involved in this econom y  and to start considering planning 
in this economy. 

I urge the government to get on with the b IBiness of developing our hydro-electric 
resources in the north. I urge the government  to consider capi tal projects, such as, for 
instance, i mprovement of our urban transportation system.  I urge the govern ment to invest 
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substantially in  senior ci tizens' housing and nursing h omes. There is  a real need for this kind 
of investment. It w ill become m ore urgent year by year. Our senior ci tizens deserve no less; 
I remind the government that they promised, in those heady days of 1 9 77, that they would end 
the lineup; at senior citizens' hom es. I recall the cam pai gn at Ross m ere very vivi<lly , an<l 
what do we see in today's paper, Sigfried Enns, the Director of the Concor<lia Hospi tal, 
indicates tha t  25 percent, yes, he's got 25 percent of the beds in his hospi tal devoted to 
nursing home care while this government does no buil<ling. And certainly, although i t's 
indicating that i t's planning on doing some in the future, it's plans are not adequate. 

This is cutting into medi cal care in this province and this is causing great expense, in 
terms of care of  senior ci tizens and that is not even dealing wi th the human aspects of giving 
these people di gn i ty and a place to live in. 

There are other problems in the province and in Rossmere. Our senior ci tizens are having 
ever m ore difficulty paying their property tax bills, while large corporations pay less in 
taxes. Our single parent families are having diffi culty with day care, while mining companies 
no longer pay min eral acreage tax. Our traffic proble ms are increasing yearly; our new areas 
receive poor bus service; our main arteries, toward aowntown, are clogged with cars standing 
and traffic jams guzzling scarce fuel. Street clearing is sparse; our sewer system is not 
upgraded; basements are flooded; property tax has increase<l; municipal services are declining, 
and they're declining rapidly. Unfortunately, too many people are, Sir, too many people are. 
Police and fire fighting services are not being upgraded, and estate and gift taxes were 
eli m inated , and this by a govern ment that talks about tough budge ts, this by a govern ment  
that says the last federal budget wasn't tough enough. Tough enough, tough on whom ?  Le t's 
start asking who's belt should ti ghtened and I suggest to you that the people of this province 
believe that the wrong bel ts are being tightened right now. 

Education, education au thori ties chop away at education programs. School closures are 
threatened; special needs of children are require<l. Native children's education needs are 
shelved. Inn er-city , inner-city education needs are not being met; teacher m orale is 
declining. Homeowners are being crushed by increasing eaucation taxes combined by 
unconscionable m ortgage interest rates, whi ch the friends of the govern ment opposite had 
something to do w ith over a period of about six or nine months, and i f  the Province fails to 
keep i ts prom ise of 1977 to mee t 80 percent of the foundation grant payment for education in 
the province, and in fact, that a mount is going down, the percentage is going down every year. 

Our archi tects, our engineers, carpenters, boilermakers, students leave the province while 
the Ministers of the Crown quote statistics, and tell us that statistically somehow everything 
is fine. You know very well it 's not fine. --{Interjection)-- They say they're sleeping w ell at 
night, yes. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I have dealt with some of the problems and concerns that I have. r m  
sure, providing that w e ,  i n  this Asse mbly , are prepare<l to work toge ther, solutions can be 
foun<l. I look forward, w ith a great deal of pleasure and anticipa tion, to working with the 
o ther me mbers of this Asse mbly to i m prove the quality of li fe in this province. Thank you. 

MR. SPE AKER: The Honourable Me mber for Springfiel<l. 

M R. ROBERT AND ERSO N (Springfield): Mr. Speaker, it's wi th pleasure that I rise to 
partici pa te in the Throne Speech Debate of this the fourth session of the 3 lst Legislature. I 
extend s incere congratulations to you, Mr. Speaker, not m erely through custom but through 
s incerity on the the resumption of the duties of your high office. I a m  sure that you will 
continue in the fine manner you established in the first three sessions of this 3 lst Legislature, 
presa-ving order and decorum through the deliberations of this Assembly with the dign i ty, the 
i m partiality and the good humour to whi ch this House has become accusto med. 

I also extend a warm welcome to the three new members of this H ouse: The Me mber for 
Fort Rouge, the Me mber for Ross m ere,  and of course m y  new colleague, the Me mber for 
River Heights. 

I would also like to extend congratulations to the three new Ministers who have now taken 
their place on the Executive Council. · During the past two years, as their caucus colleagues, I 
have come to know and to admire their particular strengths, and I know they will make a 
m arked contribution to this House, to this government , an<l to this province. 

I also extend congratulations to the Me mber for Virden on his election as Deputy 
Chairman of the Com mi ttee of the Whole House. I've al<>o co me to know and respect the 
Me mba- for Virden over the past two years. He has a reputation of being somewhat of a 
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loner, and that he is  particularly cautious about spending a dollar. I am sure that i f  any 
me mber really needed it ,  the Me mber for Virden would give hi m the shirt off his back, and 
the key word, Mr .  Speaker, is 'really needed i t'. However, the Me mber for Virden would 
probably ra ther be caught w i th his hand in the till than have any of us think he was a nice 
guy. After observing for two years the dedication and co m mon sense which the me mber 
serves his consti tuents, I know the me mbers of this House w ill be well served during our many 
hours of Com mi ttee work. 

May I also extend belated congratulations to the Me mber for Selkirk on his election as 
leader o f  his party and hence Leader of the Opposi tion. We wish hi m a long and happy career 
in his new position, though I te mper those good w ishes so as not to infr inge upon any decisions 
the people of Selkirk might make at the next election. 

The Me mber for Emerson earlier alluded to the boat he is steering. I don't know how many 
leaks i t  has sprung, but there do appear to be some proble ms. One me mber of the crew , while 
he may not have had to walk the plank, has certainly been cast adrift - although he is perhaps 
m ore certain o f  his d irection than the rest of the boat.  When he was Opposi tion House 
Leader, the Me mber for Inkster provided the colour and the spiri t  and indeed the very heart 
o f  his party's activity here in this House. Since his departure, we are seeing a pretty drab 
lot. Mr .  Speaker, w e  now see m  to have the bland leading the bland. And i f  we subscribe to 
the theory that good opposi tion makes good government , then this government in front of me 
is going to  have to go it  alone. 

A n umber of the members opposite have indicated some pride and satisfaction in the 
outcome of the February 1 8 th election. As a Tory , of course, I am somewhat disappointed by 
the outcome. I would s i m ply caution the members opposite that an increase of about 2 
percent in popular vote has given them two m ore seats here in Manitoba. On the national 
scene, the results were also not to my liking. The people of Canada exercised their franchise 
and made their choice. So be it .  

However, Mr .  Speaker, n ot in  the twenty-five years or so that I've paid attention to these 
things have I seen and heard the sense of unease or alienation felt by m y  neighbours and 
consti tuents since the February 1 8 th election. Never in that quarter-century or so have I 
heard the wave of western alienation, and indeed mu tterings about western separation, than I 
have in the past few days. And these mutterings and talk about western separation comes 
from people who are every bi t as loyal and dedicated Canadians as any person in this House . 

I trust that the election results in eastern Canada are not being interpreted by eastern 
Canadians as a licence to raid western Canadian resources. Or, m ore particularly , the 
continued privilege of receiving Alber ta and Saskatchewan oil at less than half the w orld 
price. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the n ew Liberal government in Ottawa has a monumental 
task ahead of i t. No t only must they nego tiate appropriate energy prices with the producing 
provinces, but the ir activi ties and atti tudes must also address that widespread feeling of 
alienation that I observe at this ti me. 

I know my government is going to work with the federal government in Ottawa in a most 
constructive fashion to deal wi th these issues. I was proud , of course, to actively support the 
Clark government in the campaign leading up  to the February 1 8 th election. Mr. Clark and 
his government presented a budget that was a courageous and I believe necessary attack on 
the problems facing our nation. The opposition of the day found that budget wanting, and as 
is their ri ght and is indeed the ir duty, defeated the govern ment. The cam pai gn  which 
followed gave the opposition parties an opportunity to place concrete alternatives before the 
people of Canada. However, Mr. Speaker, I found the approach made by the Liberal Party to 
the people of Canada for re-election was both cynical and hypocr i ti cal. 

The ND P, to the ir credit,  did state a policy on energy; namely , create a state-owned o il 
co mpany and automatically all our problems are solved - a Pollyanna solution, to be sure, b ut 
at least they stated it .  

The Canadian people have disapproved of the Clark government's solution, but I shall be 
watching and l istening. I will be very interested in what people are saying six months fro m 
now, two years fro m  now,  four years fro m  now. I shall be looking forward to discussing this 
matter, and any o thers, wi th my friendS opposite in this House or on the hustings. 

Mr. Speaker, I wonder if i t  would be appropriate to call it  5:3 0 at this ti me. 

M R. SPE AK ER: Order please. ls it the pleas ure of the House to call i t  5 :3 0? 
The hour being 5:3 0, the House is accordingly adjourned and stands adjourned until 2:3 0 

Monday afternoon. 
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