LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Monday, 26 April, 1982

Time — 2:00 p.m.
OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. D. James Walding (St. Vital):
Presenting Petitions . . . Reading and Receiving
Petitions . . . Presenting Reports by Standing and
Special Committees.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Consu-
mer and Corporate Affairs.

HON. EUGENE KOSTYRA (Seven Oaks): Mr.
Speaker, | am pleased to inform the House today that
copies of Bill No. 2, The Residential Rent Regulation
Act, will be distributed to all members this afternoon.

In view of the high level of public interest in this
legislation, along with copies of this statement, | am
including copies of news releases that will be issued
this afternoon. It has been previously indicated that
the Bill will provide for the setting of threshold rent
increases by regulation.

I now wishtoinform the members of the House that
the threshold for rent increases, retroactive to Janu-
ary 1st, 1982, and for the balance of 1982 is proposed
to be 9 percent. This figure takes into account two
factors, increase in actual operating costs and an
economic adjustment. The government has agreed
that this will be the threshold set out in regulations
after the Act is passed and proclaimed.

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Memberfor Tuxedo.

MR. GARY FILMON (Tuxedo): Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. We, on this side, thank the Minister for his
announcementand for providing the information that
has been enquired about and alluded to in many dis-
cussions thus far since the proposal of this Act was
put forth as part of the government’s promises during
its campaign. We, as always of course, support a fair
and equitable system of rents for those who livein the
residential rental market in this province. | know that
we, along with many thousands of Manitobans who
will be affected, both tenants and landlords by the
implementation of this Act, are anxious to read it,
review it and bring forward our comments for the
benefit of the government in reviewing and dealing
with this legislation as it goes through the House.
So, we thank the Minister for the announcement
andwe'relookingforwardtoreviewingitand bringing
forth more definitive comments in the near future.

MR. SPEAKER: Notices of Motion .
of Bills . . .

. . Introduction

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MR. SPEAKER: Before wereach Oral Questions, can
| direct the attention of honourable members to the
gallery where we have 70 students, Grades 8 and 9
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standing of the John Henderson Junior High School.
These students are under the direction of Mr. Ramsay
and Mr. Lynch. This school is in the constituency of
the Honourable Minister of Finance.

On behalf of all the honourable members, | wel-
come you here this afternoon.

ORAL QUESTIONS

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort
Garry.

MR. BUD SHERMAN (Fort Garry): Mr. Speaker, my
questionistothe Honourable the First Minister and |
would ask him, Sir, notwithstanding the important
announcement just made by the Minister of Consu-
mer and Corporate Affairs whether, in view of the
announcement made on Friday by the Minister of
Energy and Mines with respect to layoffs and cut-
backs atthe ManFor projectin Northern Manitoba, it's
the intention of the First Minister and his government
to continue to make major announcements of that
kind outside the Houseratherthaninside the House?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

HON. HOWARD PAWLEY (Selkirk): Mr. Speaker, |
understand the concerns expressed by the Member
for Fort Garrybut | wantto advise the MemberforFort
Garry that | do believe that the Minister did what was
rightunderthe circumstances. The Minister travelled
to The Pas, he spoke to the workers that would be
affected directly by the layoffs so that they would
indeed find out the news first. | think, Mr. Speaker,
thatisveryimportant,in oursociety,that when indeed
the livelihood of men and women are being affected
that they should hear it first from government, not
through the news, not through statements in the
House but, when we're dealing with a matter as
serious as that, that it should indeed be provided by
the Minister to those that are affected directly.

I'm pleased to advise you, Mr. Speaker, that the
Minister of Energy did indeed advise the people that
were involved directly, so they would get the news
first and not receive itsecondhand by way of areport
fromthe Legislature. So, insofar as the workers them-
selves, | think it was the best course of action, Mr.
Speaker.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr.Speaker, thereis noquarrelwith
the principle of telling the workers first. The question
is whether it is the intention of this government to
arrange the timetabling of such announcements in
the futurein such a way as to preclude thatannounce-
ments being made in the Legislature particularly on
the last day of the working week when the Legislature
is recessing for the weekend. Is it the government’s
intention to ignore the mechanics of timetabling for
such announcements that could be put in place to
ensure that the workers were informed first and the
Legislature was also informed simultaneously?

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, | think this government
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proportionate to other governments has, indeed,
taken advantage of providing more statements in this
Housethan has, indeed, been the case before. Insofar
as the Friday announcement, | believe the Minister,
indeed, issued that information here at 12:00 o’clock,
not ahead but at the same time that the workers as a
whole would receive that information from the local
media and the Minister, | think, properly honoured the
understanding that he had given to those he had
spoken to on Thursday in The Pas that they would,
indeed, hear that news not after but at least simul-
taneous with the release of the information here. |
think the Minister did the right thing insofar as the
families that, indeed, must be very worried and very
upset by what is the inevitable result of the slowdown
re the lumber and pulp industry that he made that kind
of arrangement. In fact, | would commend him for
having done so, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, a final supplementary.
Incontinuing to do the right thing as the First Minister
puts it, and with which the opposition has no quarrel,
will the First Minister undertake in this House to
assure that the righter thing will be done in future and
that the elected representatives of the people who
have a question period at 10:00 o’clock on Friday
morning and who are not in a position to ask question
ofthe government after 11:00 o’clock on Friday morn-
ing for the remainder of that week, are properly
advised of major and significant announcements of
this kind affecting the well-being of many hundreds of
Manitobans and the economy of this province?

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, | would remind the hon-
ourable member this is not a program or a policy
announcement. It was an announcement pertaining
tothelayoffofemployees at ManFor. So farasitbeing
apolicyorprogram, it certainly was notand therefore
I think it does fall into a differentrealm altogether than
that of an announcement pertaining to a policy or
program.

Insofaras thetiming, it's my understanding that the
local news outlet in The Pas would not have been able
to release that information before 12:00 o’clock; cer-
tainly they would not have been able to release itin
time to head off the news that had been released
during the question period on Friday.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR. A. BRIAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the First Minister. |
wonder if the First Minister will advise the House what
day the Budget will be brought down?

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, the date is not deter-
mined precisely but it will be approximately the mid-
dle part of May.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, will the First Minister
confirm that there will be a sales tax increase in the
Budget?

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, | turn to you whether or
not such a question isin order. | believe it not to be in
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order. A question of Budget is certainly out of order.
The Minister knows full well the difficult circumstan-
ces under which we are working in regard to the
preparation of Budget, but I'm not going to get into
specific questions pertaining to whether or not some-
thing will occur arising from the Budget. That is why
the Budget will be tabled in the proper manner.

The Minister, however, does know of the difficult
choices that are confronting us in every respect.

MR. RANSOM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. While in
Opposition the New Democratic Party strongly
opposed the ad valorem tax. Since coming to gov-
ernment they have raised that tax twice. | wonder if
the people of Manitoba can expect any relief from that
or will this be another broken promise?

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, | do ask you whether or
not questions pertaining to information in the Budget
are in order in this Chamber?

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. | believe the honour-

able member is entitled to ask the sort of questions

that he has. The members of the Treasury Branch are

free to answer them or not to answer them as they fit.
The Honourable First Minister.

MR.PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, Budget questions will be
answered with the delivery of the Budget in this
Chamber and I'm certainly not going to be answering
yes or no to the specific questions pertaining to
whether this or whether that will be in the Budget.
That information will be provided by the Minister of
Finance when he, indeed, does table his Budget in the
normal way at the normal time, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Roblin-Russell.

MR. J. WALLY McKENZIE (Roblin-Russell): Thank
you, Mr. Speaker. | have a question for the Honour-
able Minister of Health. | wonder can the Honourable
Minister of Health advise the House, and especially
the students and teachers, parents and trustees in
Inter-Mountain School Division if it's fit, safe and
proper to re-open the Grandview School tomorrow
after the three-day examination of the possible health
hazards?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

HON. LAURENT DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): Mr.
Speaker, the latest information was handed to me just
as | entered this House. So with leave of the House to
give the information, I'm ready to read the short memo
that | have, but | have to ask leave at this time.

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Minister have leave?
(Agreed).

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS (Cont'd)

MR. DESJARDINS: The Department of Health, Med-
ical Public Health, Dr. W.G. French and Dr. Eric
Sigurdson of Dauphin continue to maintain the lead
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role in the investigation and action at the Grandview
School. Environmental Management Division staff
are continuing to provide a support service.

On Friday, April 23 and Saturday, April 24, 1982
Environmental Management Division staff, local Pub-
lic Health Inspectors in Dauphin and Air Pollution
Control staff of Winnipeg established continuous
monitoring for carbon monoxide. Drager tubes were
also used for carbon monoxide, nitrous oxide and
carbon dioxide. Detectable levels were not recorded.

On Sunday April 25, 1982 Don McLean, Assistant
Deputy Minister of Health advised Dr. Sigurdson who
had been requested to attend a school board meeting
at Grandview at 2:30 p.m. to decide on school open-
ing. It was agreed that teachers should return Mon-
day, April 26, 1982 and students on Tuesday, April 27,
1982.

On Monday April 26, 1982, Dr. French advised the
results on students indicating a need to investigate
carbon monoxide levels and carbon dioxide levels in
the school in more detail, particularly the stage and
music room areas due to abnormal Carbic C Hemo-
globin levels. This diagnostic evidence became avail-
able only on April 26, 1982.

On receipt of this information the Environmental
Management Division, the Dauphin inspection staff
are proceeding to the school to continue monitoring,
and Air Pollution Control staff from Winnipeg are
proceeding to Grandview today to continue the con-
tinuous monitoring equipment and investigate the
carbon monoxide sourcein more detail. Thisincludes
the ventilation system which may require immediate
improvements and the use of the school incinerator.

The Mechanical and Engineering Division of Labour
and Manpower is being requested to inspect the heat-
ing and circulation systems. Environmental Manage-
ment Division staff is maintaining close liaison with
Medical Public Health and further action will be taken
in response to the medical direction. The medical
review is continuing. ’

ORAL QUESTIONS (Cont'd)

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Lakeside.

MR. HARRY ENNS (Lakeside): Mr. Speaker, | have a
question for the Minister of Natural Resources.
Information over the weekend leads me to believe a
meeting took place between members of the govern-
ment and officials of the Peguis Indian Band having to
do with the longstanding flooding problems on the
Fisher River and the Peguis Indian Band. | wonder if
the Minister can confirm whether thegovernmenthas
agreed to depart from the practice that has been the
case over many years to fund up to 40 percent of the
flood damage costs incurred by the Band and indeed
in future construction projects involved in the reliev-
ing of the problem. Can the Minister of Natural
Resources confirm that obligation has been assumed
by this government on behalf of the people of
Manitoba?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Natural Resources.
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HON. AL MACKLING (St. James): Mr. Speaker, in
respect to the matters that the honourable member
raises. It is true that recurring problems again result
from flooding of the Fisher River and a meeting was
held in respect to that issue with the Band. My col-
league, Mr. Uruski was present during those discus-
sions; my Deputy Minister was there. | believe that the
understanding the honourable member hasindicated
in respect to a 40 percent sharing was the position
that was articulated, but that matter has not been
finally discussed. Therehasto be discussion, | assume,
with the Band and Department of Indian Affairs and
so on. It will come back for further review but, cer-
tainly that area of sharingwas underconsiderationor
will be under consideration.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary to him or
indeedto the Ministerof Agriculture who was present
at the meeting. | think both the Ministers can confirm
that the practised date has been that the Federal Gov-
ernment has assumed its 100-percent responsibility
in these instances, just as it assumes 100-percent
responsibility in the flood costs occurred on the
Rousseau Indian Reserve; that's located in the consti-
tuency of my colleague, the Honourable Member for
Emerson. What I'm asking for, is this a major policy
departure or, indeed, is it going to start taking the
Federal Governmentoffthehookin adifferent way, if
it so happens to be in the constituency of an NDP
elected member such as the Minister of Agriculture,
or will the Rousseau Indian Band be the recipient of
40-percent provincial costs of future flooding in that
location as well?

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, the honourable
member can be assured that no way do we as a gov-
ernment want to reduce the amount of cost-sharing
that the Federal Government has been obliged or felt
morally obligated to provide in the past. We certainly
do not want to reduce the amount of assistance that
the Federal Government should be providing in
respect to projects within the province which would
include that area.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, a further supplementary
question. Can the Ministerconfirmthatit has been the
practice — and we've had a great deal of flood expe-
rience; we've experienced a great deal of damage —
that in those areas that were 100-percent federal
responsibility, i.e. Indian reserves, that the Federal
Government picked up 100 percent of the cost?

MR. MACKLING: Mr.Speaker, I'mnotin aposition to
reflect with precision what the past policy guidelines
were. The honourable member says it was 100 per-
cent, I'm notfamiliarwith that, but | canindicatethat it
will be our intention to ensure that the Federal Gov-
ernment pays as much money under any settlement
proposal or any development proposal in this situa-
tion as they would in any other.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, one final question. | would
hope firstly, and | ask the question to the Minister, to
the government, that it not now develop a multi-
geared program of assistance with respect to various
regions of the province, depending on their location,
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and secondly, the question is: why are we prepared
toincrease our provincial commitment, in thisinstance
of flood costs at the time we'rereducing, or asking the
municipal officials to reduce the traditional provincial
commitmenttothe valley dykes in the communities of
Morris, Letellier, St. Jean, St. Adolphe and Emerson
with which the Minister is quite familiar? It seemsto a
contradiction. In this case the province is pressing for
reduction of its obligations; in the case of the Peguis
Indian Band we are seemingly accepting a far higher,
40 percent higher, obligation than heretofore has
been the case.

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, | don't accept the
position that the honourable member is suggesting
that this government has adopted. He knows that |
have had a further meeting with the communities in
respecttothevalley dykesandtheprovinceis funding
on the same level as it did in the past - that is 50
percent. The only reduction in funding occurred as a
result of the stated policy intention of the Federal
Government. Pursuant to that matter, while | have the
floor, I'llindicate that at the request of those commun-
ities | have written a letter to the Minister responsible
in Ottawa and have been in telephone conversation
with him about the contents of my letter. What he has
indicated in the course of his question as being the
Manitoba policy is not the Manitoba policy. We are
continuing to fund 50 percent of the cost of the valley
dykes.

In respect to the Peguis and the Fisher River prob-
lem, I've indicated thatin no way do we want to depart
from the maximum participation from a cost point of
view of the Federal Government.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, in the weekend press
there was a situation outlined involving the Federal
Tax Department and their seizure of assets of a cou-
ple from St. James. On the surface, the description of
thesituationis onethatl find ratheralarming. Although
| know that the Minister of Finance for Manitoba has
no direct responsibility, | wonder if the Minister could
advise the House whether or not he has taken upon
himself to have some sort of investigation done to
satisfy himself that this procedure used by the Federal
Government has indeed been done in the proper
fashion and thattherights of the peopleinvolved have
been protected?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance.

HON. VIC SCHROEDER (Rossmere): Thankyou, Mr.
Speaker. Yes, | have asked my department to contact
the federal department involved to ask for an indica-
tion as to what exactly did happen there and | expect
to get a report sometime in the near future. | might
say, that with respect to this specific occurrence, |
don'tthink it would be appropriate to be releasing any
information because of the factthat the tax-gathering
type of operation of the Federal Governmentis some-
thing which is considered to be information which is
confidential as between the Revenue Department and
the taxpayer.
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| have also been in touch with the law firm which is
acting for the particulartaxpayer. | haven't had com-
munications back from that lawyer but certainly |
wouldn’t be prepared to make any statement about
this specific case without the approval of the individ-
ual involved.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, | want to make it clear
that I'm not asking the Honourable Minister for spe-
cificinformation; I'm asking the Honourable Minister
if he will conduct sufficient investigation to assure
himself and hence to allow him to assure the House
thatthe investigation has been done according to law
and that the rights of the people involved have been
properly protected.

MR. SCHROEDER: Yes, Mr. Speaker, | can give the
honourable member the assurance that investigation
canbecarried outandthat | will reportonthatissueto
the House.

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

MR. G.W.J. (Gerry) MERCIER (St. Norbert): Mr.
Speaker, my question is to the First Minister. In view
of the First Minister’s election promise in writing, gua-
ranteed and signed by him, to the effect that Manitoba
New Democrats would provide security from layoffs,
up to 12-month’s notice or compensationtoemployees
would be required, my question to the First Minister
is: is he implementing this promise with respect to
the ManFor layoffs?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, that similarkind of ques-
tionwas posed a week ago by the honourable member.
lindicated to the honourable member that it pertained
to changes in The Employment Standards Act, and
that was a matter that the Minister of Labour had
under his review at the present time; that the commit-
ment re changes to The Employment Standards Act,
in order to be more equitable, was one that we did
accept to undertake during our term in office.

MR. MERCIER: Mr.Speaker, my supplementary then
is to the Minister of Labour. Does he intend to intro-
duce amendments to The Employment Standards Act
to implement these promises at this Session of the
Legislature?

MR. SCHROEDER: Mr. Speaker, the Member for St.
Norbert keeps referring to these election promises. |
refer him to a copy of the speech that his leader made
in Rossmere in 1977 where he was promising bal-
anced budgets, which they didn't produce; where he
was promising assistance for people to obtain hous-
ing, which he didn’'t produce; where he promised
inner-city renewal which he didn’t produce; where he
promised, indeed, that they were going to do some-
thing to build more nursing homes and senior citizens
homes and the first thing they did when they came to
power was to freeze construction of senior citizen’s
and nursing homes. So, Mr. Speaker, | would just ask
the member to give us time. We have four years; we
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expect that we will, in fact, be able to implement all of
our promises, unlike the previous government, which
was able to deliver on very few of theirs.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Emerson.

MR. ALBERTDRIEDGER (Emerson): Mr. Speaker, to
the Minister of Agriculture. In view of the Federal
Agriculture Minister's statement on Friday in Vita that
it is unlikely that he will bail out provincial stabiliza-
tion, livestock stabilization programs; and whereas
the hog stabilization in place right now terminates in
December, could the Minister indicate whether he's
now prepared to proceed with a Stabilization Pro-
gram for the hog producers so that it will be in place
when the present program ends?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Agriculture.

HON. BILL URUSKI (Interlake): Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. | should mention to the honourable member
that we've had initial discussions with the Manitoba
Hog Producers’ Marketing Board and producers indi-
vidually as well.

I've indicated to them that and I've given them our
support for their position towards a national stabiliza-
tion plan. We have indicated we will want to review
with them and discuss further, any future proposals
they might have with respect to an ongoing stabiliza-
tion program in this province.

MR. DRIEDGER: To the same Minister, in view of the
Minister's statement at a hog producers’ meeting
some time ago that he would be prepared to work out
a cost-sharing formula with the hog industry, could
the Minister indicate what kind of formula he is
proposing?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, | want to assure the hon-
ourable member that we will want to sit down and
discuss the implications and any views the Producer
Board might have with respect to any future program.
There have been no direct work or details developed
at this point in time. There have been preliminary
discussions with them vis-a-vis the present Stabiliza-
tion Program which we are now funding because
there wasn’'t adequate funding provided by the pre-
vious administration. )

MR. DRIEDGER: To the same Minister, is this Minis-
ter going to consult with hog producer groups for
their input into this program or is he going to just
contact certain individuals as he did when he imple-
mented his beef stabilization program?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, the honourable member
makes an assumption whichis totally out of place and
inaccurate. He doesn’'t wish to accept the statements |
have made in this House whereby we have accepted
basically, the principles of a plan that was proposed
by MCPA dealing with various levels of insurance. We
have modified it somewhat, but we have consulted
with them.

The Manitoba Farm Bureau made presentations to
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the Cabinet and MCPA is a member of the Manitoba
Farm Bureau. I've had meetings with various pro-
ducergroups as well as other organizations, as well as
producers.

| don't accept the principle and the assumption of
the honourable member that there has not been con-
sultationand, in fact, the producer groups which have
been established by our government in five regional
committees, will be discussing the very details and
best ways to advise us as to be able to implement this
plan andthe producers will be directly involved in this
program by attending meetings, by having the advi-
sory groups, they will beinvolved in making their own
program. We have established the principles of the
program, but the producers will be involved in advis-
ing us as to the best way to implement this program.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS (Cont'd)

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, I've received the
latest bulletin on the Grandview situation I'd like to
sharewith the House because there are some changes.

“Results of the blood tests arrived and carbon mon-
oxide showed up in all of the tests. At this time it has
not been determined why carbon monoxide was
present on those days. It should be noted that blood
samples were taken randomly, specifically blood
samples were taken from three students only.”

On Sunday afternoon it was decided to open the
school today for teachering service as | mentioned
earlier, and bring the students in on Tuesday. In light
of the results of the blood tests, the superintendent is
unsure of the action the Board will take. The Board
will be meeting at 3:00 p.m. today to review the matter.

Apparently there are two alternatives that are open
tothe Board; keep the school closed until the cause of
the carbon monoxide is determined — and this would
entail making arrangements for alternative facilities
to house the students — or, open the school and
monitor the condition of the air and if carbon monox-
ide is detected, close the school again.

The superintendent, Mr. Graves, advised that a
government officialis on his way this afternoon to test
the condition of the air in the school.

ORAL QUESTIONS (Cont'd)

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Emerson.

MR. DRIEDGER: Mr. Speaker, | have one more ques-
tion for the Minister of Agriculture. The Federal Agri-
culture Minister was promoting the supply manage-
ment for beef at the Vita meeting. Could the Minister
indicate whether he supports the concept of supply
management in beef?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Agriculture.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, wedo supportthe aspects
of providing producers with a stable return based on
the cost of production. In terms of Canadian produc-
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tion, supply interms of reducing supply is not a prob-
lem because we in Canada, have yet to be able to
produce enough beef to feed our own people.

It would have to be aprogram that would encourage
the increased supply of beef in this country provided,
of course, the incentive would be that producers
would be able torealize areturn to cover their costs of
production and some return fortheir labours. We cer-
tainly would have no difficulty with that.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Minnedosa.

MR. DAVID R. (Dave) BLAKE (Minnedosa): Thank
you, Mr. Speaker. On Thursday last the Acting Minis-
ter of Agriculture took as notice to two or three ques-
tions | asked of the Minister. | wonder if he's had an
opportunity to look at those in relation to the rebuild-
ing of the stockyards in Brandon.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, | did have those ques-
tions recorded. | could only comment generally
because | wasaway atanother engagementanddidn’t
go back to the office when| came here. But | could tell
the honourable member that we certainly are co-
operating with the Manitoba Pool Elevators and if
thereis any way that we can provide them with help —
in fact, we've allowed some of our staff to assist them
in looking at details that they are now pursuing — we
are doing so to try and co-operate with them.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La
Verendrye.

MR.ROBERT (Bob) BANMAN (LaVerendrye): Thank
you, Mr. Speaker. | direct my question to the First
Minister arising from answers to questions | posed to
him last Wednesday, with regards to the questions
asked by the Member for St. Norbert today.

| wonder if he could confirm to the House that
ManFor is a wholly-owned Manitoba company?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr.Speaker, | believe that's a matter of
record which the honourable member has access to
just as well as members of the Treasury Bench.

MR. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | wonder if
the First Minister could confirm that no legislation is
required with regard to layoffs in this particular
instance, since it is a wholly-owned Manitoba Crown
Corporation and that in this particular instance we
don’'t need any legislation and the government is not
practising what they promised.

MR.PAWLEY: Mr.Speaker, | wantto commenttothe
honourable member that | can recall the days when it
was suggested by honourable members across the
way that we were interfering with the operations of
Manitoba Crown corporations, requiring them to
undertake certain actions and laws that were not
necessarily applicable with the laws of the Province of
Manitoba.

Now it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that we've gone
fullcircle and I'm hearing representations across the

way that we do that which we have been condemned
forin the past.

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, in light of the promises
made with regard to providing at least 12 months
notice of layoff before any layoffs would occur, is the
First Minister saying now that was, as my colleague
put it, just a promise? That in this particular instance
they have a concrete avenue of approaching this and
practisingwhatthey’'re preaching? Is he saying to the
people of Manitobait's okay if the government doesiit,
if we lay off people at ManFor or lay people off in
Crown corporations, butthe private sector better not
do it and we're going to go after those people?

MR.PAWLEY: Mr.Speaker, members across the way
do not appear toyet understand that this government
is moving very quickly to implementits promises. We
have a four-year mandate. We've already, Mr. Speaker,
implemented 10 of the 15 main commitments we
made during the campaign. | would invite you to
compare that record with the four-year record of the
previous government.

We're implementing the Emergency Interest Rate
Relief Program; the Rental Control Program; a res-
tored health care system; income stabilization for
beef; construction of senior citizens homes; new
northern policies that are under way. We're also
implementing the Main Street Program, the expan-
sion of Pharmacare; the expansion of children’s den-
tal care and Farmland Protection legislation.

Mr. Speaker, if you compare that with the very dis-
mal record of fulfilling campaign commitments in
1977, with the very good start that this government
hasaccomplishedinthefirstfourto five months of its
government, then | think, Mr. Speaker, that Manito-
bans are in a very clear position as to which party
indeed, is taking election commitments in a serious
way.

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary to the
First Minister. On Wednesday he said there was quite
a difference between the termination of jobs because
of bankruptcies, or layoffs. At that time he made a
distinction and left adistinctimpression in this House
that if there were layoffs which would occur because
of a lack of activity in the economic field, that was
totally different and in that particular instance, their
election promise would be carried forward. What he is
telling us today is it doesn’t matter if it's layoffs, shut-
downs or anything, they are not ready to fulfill that
promise.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, | cannot help if the hon-
ourable member will want to believe what he wishes to
hear. But | would refer the honourable member to the
comments this morning by the Mayor of The Pas, who
certainly is no political friend of this government, that
expressed the —(Interjection)— well, he ran for your
nomination in The Pas in the last election — Mr.
Speaker, who said —(Interjection)— well, Mr. Speaker,
if the honourable member is advising me that the
Mayor of The Pas is a friend of this government, then |
am indeed pleased because it means in the space of
some five months we're winning converts from the
other side of the Chamber.
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Mr. Speaker, what | do wish to refresh the mental
powers of the Member for La Verendrye with, is that
my Minister of Energy —and | again want to congratu-
late him for this, attended —(Interjection)— Mr.
Speaker, if the honourable members would like to
hear the response to the Minister's question — the
honourable member did meet with the leadership of
the union and others in The Pas. He outlined various
alternatives that were available.

It's my understanding, Mr. Speaker, and | think
indeed that this is an example of very responsible
labour-management relationship under very difficult
circumstances which the workers understood; which
the Mayor of the Town of The Pas understood. They
agreed that the government had no alternative but the
approach it did undertake in the long-term interests,
in the viability of the ManFor. Unlike, Mr. Speaker, the
situation which, indeed, | understand is there by way
of documentation, when the previous government
were advised in August of 1981 that theinventory was
far surpassing the demand, | believe it was by a ratio
of 14 to 1, the former government simply advised at
that time it wasn't in the public interest — of course,
thatwasthreemonthsbeforetheelectionof November
17 — to undertake any changes.

MR. BANMAN: | wonder it the First Minister could
confirm that every timein the last several months that
the Minister of Energy has gone to The Pas, he's been
announcing layoffs?

MR.PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, ifthe honourable member
—(Interjection)— Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Energy
nor anyone on this side of the House appreciates
having to announce layoffs. What | do, indeed, prefer
as to previous approach those announcements are
made to the workers themselves and to the local peo-
ple involved with municipal government at Le Pas;
they're not made from adistance, Mr. Speaker, they're
discussed with those that are most vitally affected. Mr.
Speaker, various alternatives are discussed, joint
committee is formed of management and . . .l know
that honourable members don’'t like joint
management-employee participation. They'd prefer
to say confrontation but, that’'s not the way of this
government, Mr. Speaker, that's not the way of this
government.

~ Mr. Speaker, what we are attempting to do, and this
is of mutual interest to both the workers and Manforin
Le Pas, is reduce the ratio of inventory to demand in
order to ensure the long-term viability of the opera-
tion at The Pas. Atthe same time, the Minister, as he's
mentioned in this House on different occasions —
maybe the Member for La Verendrye was not present
at the time — is working in order to bring about the
necessary funding in order to provide modernization
of the ManFor operation, the sawmill operation to
ensure increased employment and viability in the
years that lie ahead.

So, Mr. Speaker, if the honourable member wants to
talk about our record in The Pas, | invite him to com-
pare our approach to the — let me say, Mr. Speaker,
that | don’t want to be unkind to the honourable
members across the way — but, somewhat irrespon-
sible conduct of the previous government in respect
to the ManFor situation.

MR. BANMAN: | wonder if the First Minister could
inform the House that under his approach, we now
have the highest unemployment ratesin the Province
of Manitoba and we have growing welfare case loads
within this province and that we are seeing a record
number of bankruptcies, not according to the figures
that I've put forward, but according to the figures that
the member’s colleagues in Ottawa are spouting. In
order words, we have had a dramatic increase in
bankruptcies and unemployment since they took
office.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, we fully understand the
difficult situation that Canada is confronted with
today and as aresult of that, the Province of Manitoba,
the result of the international recession. We also
understand theimpactthat high interest rates havein
respect to the total Canadianeconomy, theeffectson
individual provinces and particular regions such as
Manitoba, regions of this country that are affected by
high interest rate policies, the dislocation of capital
that results from that. We understand that very well
and the honourable member’s facts may or may not
be correct.

But | point out to him that, indeed, by way of some
clear contrast with our sister Province of Saskatche-
wan bankruptcies in 1981 in Manitoba exceeded the
number in Saskatchewan three to one. So, if the hon-
ourable member wants to bandy around figures |
invite himtodo so. Butwhat we are confronted with is
the impact of the recession 1980, 1981-82 upon Can-
ada, upon Manitoba; unfortunately Manitoba got an
earlier taste of recession, because of their policies
that had been adopted in 1978-79, than the rest of the
Canadian population.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Time for question
period has expired. Orders of the Day.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House
Leader.

COMMITTEE CHANGES

HON. ROLAND PENNER (Fort Rouge): Mr.Speaker,
may | announce a couple of changes please, with
respectto Committees. Therewillbe ameetingof Law
Amendments Tuesday, May 4, previously scheduled
for Economic Development ManFor with that Com-
mittee to be rescheduled. Again with respect to Esti-
mates in the House following Health at the beginning

~of next week | would assume, Finance instead of Edu-

cation, with Education to follow.

ADJOURNED DEBATE ON CROW
RATE RESOLUTION

MR. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, may | ask you please to
call the adjourned debate on the motion of the Hon-
ourable Minister of Transport on the Crow rate?

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed Resolution of the
Honourable Minister of Government Services stand-
ing in the name of the Honourable Member for Por-
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tage la Prairie.
The Honourable Member for La Verendrye.

MR. BANMAN: Mr. Speaker, the Member for Portage
la Prairie, who took the adjournment, had intended to
speak today but he is attending a meeting discussing
the Crow in Portage la Prairie and, hopefully, will be
back tomorrow to discuss it. :
MR. SPEAKER: Isthereany othermemberthatwishes
to speak on this Resolution this afternoon?

The HonourableMinisterof Economic Development.

HON. MURIEL SMITH (Osborne): Mr. Speaker, I'd
like to address the actual Resolution on the Crow and
I'd like to draw to the attention of the House that the
Resolution on the order books is objecting, not to
change, buttothe method of change, to the unilateral
action in which the Federal Government has intro-
duced this proposed change in the Crow rate and to
the socially and economically unjust effects of that
change. In their proposal they wish to remove the
statutory grain rates and yet there is no parallel obli-
gation recognized that the CPR plow some its profits
back into the railway development field. Meanwhile
we have seen from the CPR and in the course of time
since there was the introduction of Crow rates and the
parallel special concession to the CPR, millions and
millions and millions of dollars flow out of the country
as the CPR made investments around the world and
did not plow back into the Canadian economy - spe-
cifically into the railway system - the profits that they
derived from that original grant from the Government
of Canada.

Mr. Speaker, we recognize the need to improve
railways. What we're querying in this Resolution, Mr.
Speaker, is the method of improvement that's been
proposed. What we're concerned about, Mr. Speaker,
inadditionto the method is the question of who bears
the burden of this change and who reaps the benefit
from it. The Liberal have been chastising all and
sundry; they've been saying look forward not back-
ward. Our Conservative friends seem to say, it | can
judge from the metric debate, look backwards, what
has been is okay. What we're proposing is that it's
important to look at where we've come from, where
we're at and then decide where we're going and how
we're going to get there.

Let'slook at the pastin regard to the Crow. The CPR
received adeal fromthe people of Canadain terms of
land with no tax. That looked good; we've benefited
from that; we got a railway across the country which
did - as the members opposite have spelled out in
great detail and a deal of persuasiveness, | might add -
help to build the country, to open it up to settlement.
The farmers benefitin their turn from the other half of
the bargain, Mr. Speaker; they benefited from a Crow
rate, a regulated rate for the transportation of grain
and we all benefited from that. The prairies were pop-
ulated; we developed a viable agricultural industry
here on the prairie and the volume of Canadian
exports and the money that was available for the
development of Canada went way up.

The manufacturing industry did suffer some slight
disadvantage from this arrangement and thatis some-
thing we should look at, Mr. Speaker. But | submit that
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if wewish to help the manufacturing industry we must
look atthe problemin proportion and not assume that
acomplete elimination of the Crow rate will automati-
cally benefit that portion.

Let's look at the present. We have to acknowledge
that each industry has its special problems, Mr.
Speaker, the farming industry has some very special
problems. It exists in a context where its costs are
steadily going up; its costs for fuel; its cost for
machinery; its cost for chemicals, and its costs for
credit, Mr. Speaker. Meanwhile, the price that the
farming industry receives for its product stays rela-
tively stable; thereis very little farmer control over that
price. Meanwhile, the costs are shootingup in general
and they're very unevenly distributed, Mr. Speaker,
because of the vast land area that farmers must work
in and the very different distances that they must
transport their crop to the markets and to the eleva-
tors. So, Mr. Speaker, in the farming industry some
kind of managed marketing is necessary and some
sort of public subsidy is necessary if, Mr. Speaker,
we're going to preserve this industry for the greater
benefit of all Canadians.

Mr. Speaker, many farmers receive inadequate
return for the labour that they put into their effort and
that situation will be aggravated by the solution pro-
posed by the Liberal Government. The solution pro-
posed is unjust, Mr. Speaker. They have with the
stroke of a pen declared that the farmer should take a
big cut in the benefit they get from their industry.
Meanwhile, Mr. Speaker, they have set up a commit-
tee that makes recommendation to moderate the
negative effects of that change. But, Mr. Speaker,
setting up a committee in advance of making that
decision might have made sense, then the farmers
would have know what the trade-offs were. But, Mr.
Speaker, to set up a committee after the decision has
been made to remove the Crow rates is, | submit, no
guarantee to the farmers that they are going to receive
a fair deal. It's not a process that | respect, Mr.
Speaker, and | suspect it is not a process that the
farmers of the west should agree to.

So let's look to the future, it's important, Mr.
Speaker, that we plan for change, that we not intro-
duce sudden shocks to any sector of the economy
such that their ability to adjust and to make plans, to
make adjustments, is minimized. We must plan for
balanced regional development, Mr. Speaker. After all
that's what alot of the rhetoric was aboutin the recent
constitutional debate and yet, immediately on the
passing — well before the passing of the Constitution
repatriation — what are we finding, Mr. Speaker?
We're finding a Federal Government callously willing
toremove one of the necessary props that the western
farmers have required to order to get a fair deal in
Confederation, Mr. Speaker. They have set the cause
of balanced regional development backwards rather
than forwards.

The changes they're proposing are aggravating the
imbalance that we already have. Even within the
prairie region, Mr. Speaker, the effects of this change
are not balanced. Manitobaand Manitobafarmers will
suffer the most. It is estimated that the loss to the
Manitoba economy will be in the neighborhood of $90
million. Saskatchewan will be affected moderately
and the Province of Alberta will be affected
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only slightly.

The real purpose of the change, Mr. Speaker, has
not been to assist the farmers, or | suspect even to
give them a slap in the face, though that may seem to
be the effect, the purpose of the change is to move
coal, sulphur and potash to ports more cheaply. Of
course, the railways must be improved to carry out
this task, Mr. Speaker, the question we must address
ourselves to is, how?

Over the years the Canadian Pacific, the other
benefitting partner to the early agreement when the
Crow was established, the C.P. has built up an enor-
mously profitable trans-national investment company;
C.P. has invested its profits abroad; C.P. has not re-
invested a reasonable share of its profits in railway
maintenance and in railway improvement. It's been
estimated that funds in the neighborhood of $2.3 bil-
lion, the amount required, Mr. Speaker, to upgrade
the railway in Canada, that funds of that order, that
have been generated internally in Canada, are being
invested abroad, and have beeninvested abroad. The
mega sellout deal of the 1880s is coming home to
haunt the Federal Government and costs the people
of Canada, particularly the farmers of western Can-
ada, the rural communities of western Canada.

The Liberals in Ottawa are still telling us that pro-
gress will result, Mr. Speaker, they are saying we
should move into the 20th Century and prepare for the
21st Century; that we should look to the positive side,
to the fact that we will improve and increase our
manufacturing sector, that we will increase our
capacity to process our raw materials. Admittedly,
desirable goals and goals which | spend a lot of time
promoting but, Mr. Speaker, the question is, how
much will this measure improve those industries,
those activities? How much, because is it a good bar-
gaintogiveaway 10on one side in order to retain one
on the other? It's not a good bargain, Mr. Speaker.

Thebeefindustry could prosper from these changes
but in the order of one tenth of what the grainindustry
will lose. The members opposite have said a lot about
the CSP, the Harrowby oil crushing plant, saying that
somehow, by adopting a “don’t change the Crow
approach,” that we're somehow jeopardizing their
chances for survival. Mr. Speaker, the future of the
Harrowby crushing plant, as they have told us them-
selves, depends a great deal more on whether or not
the Manitoba Government is going to match the Sas-
katchewan and Alberta subsidies than it is going to
depend on changes in the Crow. Those factors, Mr.
Speaker, arethe ones thatare affecting the competi-
tive ability of CSP, not the Crow rate.

We've been told that the Port of Churchill will gain.
Thatmay very wellbetrue, Mr. Speaker, but the ques-
tion we still must ask is not whether it will gain but how
much it will gain and how much it will gain in propor-
tion to other things that are lost. Let’'s examine the
truth of the matter, Mr. Speaker, all is not what it
seems in the debate over the Crow. There is going to
be a slight increase in beef production but | remind
you, eastern Canada and British Columbia have
incentive programs in place for the beef industry;
we would have to match those in order to be competi-
tive. Alberta is going to be the chief benefactor in the
beef industry because they currently have a
comparative advantage.
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They say we’'ll have lower cost feed grain in Mani-
toba. There willbesomeimprovement because of that
but because of the limited size of our markets here in
Manitoba the prices willnot generate a big improve-
ment. There were in place, Mr. Speaker, between the
years of 1977 and 1980, lower feed grain prices in
Manitoba and yet there was no, | repeat, no increase
in beef production. Why? There were other factors
that were involved; there was a lower consumer
demand for beef. If we wish to export our beef to the
United States, Mr. Speaker, the extra transportation
costthatwe'regoingto have toadd to our product will
lower the price that the farmers receive and the net
benefit to the Manitoba farmers may, in fact, be
negative.

The loss of farm income is going to be in the neigh-
borhood of 10 times greater than any gains thatcan
currently beprojected froman improved manufactur-
ing sector and beefindustry sector. Think of the effect
that will have on our rural communities.

Our manufacturing sector could receive some
impetus. | know that the Chamber of Commerce
representatives are inclined to feel that the slow
development of manufacturing in Manitoba can be
solely attributed to differential transportation costs.
Well, Mr. Speaker, | wish the solution were as simple
as removing the Crow but I can tell you if each farm
family has $500to $1000lessto spend, thatitwill have
an impact on our local manufacturers and our local
industry on a scale that must be taken into account.

Mr. Speaker, whatwe're calling for from the Federal
Government is a willingness to plan for balanced
development that would harmonize the needs of the
manufacturing sector and the farming sector of the
producerand the consumer; a plan, Mr. Speaker, that
would not play the strong against the weak. Mr.
Speaker, that is the purpose of this resolution, to call
into question the method of changeand thereliability,
ifyou like, of the liberal promises thatthey're trying to
give a fair deal to the west. | submit that the way
they’re going about it, Mr. Speaker, is not well
designed to bring about a good benefit for the west,
therefore | urge you all to vote solidly in favour of the
resolution.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Virden.

MR. HARRY GRAHAM (Virden): Would the Honour-
able Minister submit to a question?

MRS. SMITH: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

MR. GRAHAM: In the interests of retaining the Crow
rateandbeefproduction in Canada, does the Minister
also want the retention of the Feed Freight Assistance
Program as well?

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, could | have the member
opposite repeat the question please?

MR. GRAHAM: The Honourable Minister wants
to retain or keep a level of beef production and
has spoken in favour of retaining the Crow rate.
Does she also want to retain the Feed Freight
Assistance Program?
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MRS. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, what we want is a fair deal
for both the grain producers and the beef producers.
The retention of a specific program is not the issue;
the issue is whether there's a fair deal negotiated. So,
we would be willing to look at the total package and
see if both the grain farmer and the beef producer
have a fair opportunity to maintain their industry and
get a good return. The retention of a single factor is
not at issue. It's the total package that's important.

MR.GRAHAM: Then, theHonourableMinister would
want to tie the Feed Freight Assistance Program in
with the Crow rate and retain both, is that correct?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, the former Speaker
certainly knows that this question is out of order.
We've allowed the first question. The question asked
after a speech is just for clarification, not to invite
somebody to start another speech. We've invited our
friend to participate and | think that we should refrain
from starting this procedure because there’ll be no
end to speech. This is inviting another speech.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Is any other member
prepared to speak on the resolution? If not, it will
stand in the name of the Honourable Member for
Portage la Prairie.

The Honourable Government House Leader.

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, before calling the
next motion, I'd like to inform the House that we'll
receive a visit from the Lieutenant-Governor at 4:30
p.m. to pass The Paramutual Tax Act.

Mr.Speaker, I'd like to move, seconded by the Hon-
ourable Minister of Tourism and Economic Develop-
ment that Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair and the
House resolve itself into a committee to consider of
the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

MR. SPEAKER: It's moved by the Honourable Minis-
ter of Health and seconded by the Honourable Minis-
ter of Economic Development that Mr. Speaker do
now leave the Chair and the House resolve itself into a
Committee to consider of the Supply to be granted to
Her Majesty.

MOTION presented.
MATTER OF GRIEVANCE

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR. RANSOM: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I'm taking
this opportunity to speak now, Mr. Speaker, because
this government is breaking the trust that was placed
in them by the people of this province last November.

This government, Mr. Speaker, is showing first of
all, that they can’t be trusted to observe the traditions
of this House. Mr. Speaker, they're showing that they
can’'t be trusted to provide accurate information to the
people of Manitoba and to the public, to the capital
markets as well. Mr. Speaker, they can’t be trusted to
consult in a manner which they said they would be
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consulting. They have said that they would have an
open-door policy with the people of Manitoba. In fact,
we're seeing after five months that it is not working
that way, Mr. Speaker. They can't be trusted to carry
out their election promises with respect to economic
development, employment and taxation. The one
thing we're finding, Mr. Speaker, that they can be
trustedtodo is to practice patronageto an extent that
wouldn’t have been thought possible to listen to them
a year ago when they were in opposition.

Mr. Speaker, let me first deal with the question of
the traditions of the House. Last Friday morning, the
Crow Resolution was called by the Government
House Leader as it had been called on a number of
occasions. It was standing in the name of one of our
members and as has often been the case in the House,
the member asks that a Bill of Resolution be allowed
to stand. Tradition says, Mr. Speaker, that unless
notice is given then that opportunity to let the Bill of
Resolution stand is granted. Indeed, Sir, | believe your
own comment orrulingontheissue showed that to be
the case, Mr. Speaker, when you said, and | quote:

“It is a long standing practice and tradition in this
House that if a member is not prepared to speak on a
particular motion that day that the House allow the
matter to stand over with another member eligible or
entitled to speak on that particular item if he wishes to
do so. When no one else wishes to speak the matter
stands in the name of the member who has adjourned
debate. However, it is the entitlement of the House if
they so wish to insist that the matter be dealt with and
come to a vote if there is no one willing to speak.
Those are the rules. That is the practice that we have
continued.”

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, as you point out, the govern-
ment did have the right to do what the Government
House Leader called for but tradition demanded that
they should give notice prior to disallowing the
debate to stand or to be adjourned by another
member. There was never any indication given to this
House that it was necessary to conclude debate on
the Crow Resolution by a specific date. Indeed, this
issuehasbeen goingonforagreatlength of time and
there’s new information that continues to be made
known virtually day by day, certainly week by week as
more and more discussion takes place in the country
and new studies are undertaken.

It only became evident on Friday that the deadline
which the honourable members opposite were work-
ing to was the Saskatchewan election. Mr. Speaker,
what they were attempting to do was to force a vote,
and in not being able to force a vote, Mr. Speaker, at
least they had hoped prior to that, that they would be
able to have members on this side of the House stand,
speak on this issue and perhaps say something that
they might be able to exploit to the advantage of their
colleagues in Saskatchewan.

Now that was not a charge that we would have laid
priortolast Friday morning, Mr. Speaker, but when it
became evident on Friday morning that they wanted
toforce avote onthis issue even though, forexample,
Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Agriculture had not
spoken on this Resolution, a Resolution that is that
important to the agricultural community and the Min-
ister of Agriculture hasn’'t spoken and their House
Leader wants to get up and force a vote to be taken
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without any notice having been given. Had he even
stood the day before, Mr. Speaker, and said we're not
going to allow this debate to stand any longer, then
the Opposition would have been put on proper notice
and we would have had no choice but to proceed the
debate or let the issue come to a vote.

Well, Mr. Speaker, the Member for St. James doesn’t
seem to understand the tradition but you, Sir, under-
stand the tradition and you putit on therecord, Sir,on
Friday, February 23 when you said that, indeed, thisis
the tradition of the House. To have thatsort of thing
put forward by the Government House Leader, Sir, |
find most disturbing and to have it happen on the
same day that the Minister of Energy and Mines is
making a statement to the press which he denied to
this House prior to that, at the same time as the Gov-
ernment House Leader was accusing the Opposition
of not debating but of going into the halls and talking
to the press. At that same moment, Mr. Speaker, the
Ministerof Energy and Mines is making astatementto
the press outside of this House. Mr. Speaker, that in
itself is bad enough.

But, Sir, | would draw to your attentionthe fact that |
have had a written question on the Order Paper for
over two weeks dealing with the very question of
layoffs at ManFor. Sir, that question was placed on the
Order Paper in written form asking that government
about layoffs at ManFor and what was being done to
mitigate the problems that it was going to cause for
people laid off. This government chose toignore the
factthatthere was aquestion on the OrderPaperand
go outside of the House and make that information
known to the press.

Mr. Speaker, there is no question in my mind but
whatthegovernment could have madethatannounce-
ment on Thursday rather than on Friday. There's no
reason in the world why they couldn’t have had that
announcement made at 2:00 o’clock on Thursday
afternoon. The Minister could haverisenin the House
here, made a statement at the same time as the infor-
mation was beingreleasedin The Pas, the employees
would have had the information at the same time that
the people who are responsible for governing this
province would get the information in this Chamber
so, Mr. Speaker, | regard that as absolutely inexcusa-
ble on the part of the government, especiallywhen it's
combined with the display that we saw concerning
the Crow Resolution.

I'm finding, Mr. Speaker, that we're having that sort
of unilateral action on the part of the government even
though they may have the right to do it. Tradition has
said that they would not and we see again today, Sir,
when the Government House Leader rises in this
Chamberand makes aunilateralannouncement about
the order in which Estimates are going to be handled
without ever having a word said to the Opposition. |
realize that it's the government’s prerogative to call
the order of Estimates in the House but it's tradition,
Mr. Speaker, that the Government House Leader at
least consults with the Opposition House Leader and
sees whether or not that might be convenient for
them. That was not done and we're finding that it is
becoming more and more prevalent in the way that
this government is handling the House.

Sir, we know that the Legislature has been in Ses-
sion now for over two months. We're told that there

are major bills yet to come and we haven’t seen them
yet, and | expect that some of those major pieces of
legislation are going to come very late in the Session.
Again, something that when that party was in Opposi-
tion, they decried very strongly that our government
should bring any piece of legislation in late in the
Session. Well, Mr. Speaker, we're seeing how they are
managing the Business of this House.

Mr. Speaker, in the area of information distribution,
we have dealt with this question before but it must be
stressed again and again that, to begin with, one of
the first actions that this government took was to
beginto politicize the Information Services Branch of
the government by making it report to a political
appointee in the Premier’s office, something that has
never been done before.

Government Information Services has always
reported through the CivilServiceand the Director of
Information Services has reported to another civil
servant, not to a political appointee in the Premier's
office, to the very person who served as the Premier’s
executive assistant when he was Leader of the Oppo-
sition. That person was quickly elevated, Sir, to a
salary wellin the range of $40,000 ayear and now has
the Information Services reporting to him.

Oneofthefirstthingswesay, Mr. Speaker, wasthat
information was beingreleased from the Department
of Finance with respect for example, to the spending
Estimates of the government. Press releases were put
out showing that the government was planning to
have a 14.4 percentincrease in spending, changing
the base on which the spending Estimates had always
been calculated in the past, because had theinforma-
tion been put out in the way which it has normally
been put out, Mr. Speaker, it would have shown of
course that there was a 16.9 percent increase.

I know, Sir, that this sort of misinformation was not
put forward by the professional staff in the Depart-
ment of Finance because those are very competent
professional people, Sir, and consistency means
something to them. They know the way that the
information has been presented in the past has
always been print over print. When this government
took hold of the Information Services then they
changed the system to try and make it appear as
though their expenditures were not going to be as
large as they really are.

Well, Sir, it might have looked good at the time, they
might have gotten a headline or two at the time, butin
the long run of courseit's going to look very bad for
them because, Sir, I'm confident that before this year
is out we're going to find that far from a 14.4 percent
increase, Sir, that this government is going to incur
increases in spending in the neighbourhood of 20
percent.

We already have seen many items that have been
placed before the House now that were not included
in the original Estimates tabled, even though the gov-
ernment knew that they were going to have to make
provision for those. They turn up almost every week,
for instance, last week, Sir, we discovered that
$600,000 which had been budgeted to go towards the
Music Building at Brandon University is not being
budgeted in the up-coming year even though we're
told the commitment still stands. Well, Sir, I'm not
sure how a commitment of that nature stands when
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the money isn't included in the Estimates.

We saw another example with the presentation of
the prospectus which the Minister of Finance made to
the capital markets. Again, Sir, let me make it abso-
lutely clear, we're not talking about misinformation
put forward by the professional staff of the Depart-
ment of Finance, we're talking about information put
forward by the Minister of Finance and we're talking
about a situation, or where perhaps his colleagues
have not made it known and did not make it known to
the Minister of Finance, some of the changes in their
policies that had taken place. Because that prospec-
tus, Sir, would lead people to believe, potential inves-
torsto believe, there was for instance aMemorandum
of Agreement in place between the government and
International Mineral with respectto the development
of a potash mine; that there was a Memorandum of
Understanding between the government and the
Aluminum Company of Canada with respect to the
development of an aluminum smelter in the province
and, indeed, there wasreference made totwo or three
other large projects as well.

What we discovered later, Sir, was that in fact that
Letter of Intentand that Memorandum of Understand-
ing were no longer in place and that the information
which had been provided to the capital markets was,
in fact, inaccurate. That, perhaps, was understand-
able because when the original prospectus was filed,
when it was written at least, those things were true,
Sir, because this government, the party now on this
side of the House, was in government and that Letter
of Intent and that Memorandum of Understanding,
etc., werein place. So when the prospectus was filed
on the 23rd of December then those people filing it at
the official level had every reason to believe that those
statements were correct. But there was a supplemen-
tal filed in March, Sir, and by thattime the Ministersin
this government knew full well where those negotia-
tions stood and they knew those statements made in
the prospectus were not accurate.

Sir, we require of people filing a prospectus with
our own Securities Commission in Manitoba, if any
one of us were to file a prospectus for a company in
Manitoba trying to encourage some investment, we
would find that within The Securities Act, forinstance,
it says that a prospectus shall provide full, true and
plain disclosure of all material facts relating to the
security proposed to be issued. That's fairly straight-
forward, Sir, but the prospectus filed by the Minister
of Finance would not meet the criteriasetdown in this
province’s Securities Act.

It further says, Sir, with respect to additional infor-
mation that, if a statementrequired to be containedin
a prospectus would otherwise be misleading the
prospectus shall contain such additional information,
whether or not expressly required to be contained in
the prospectus, as may be necessary to make the
required statement not misleading in the light of cir-
cumstances in which it is made.

Again, Sir, we would require people seeking poten-
tial investors in this province to do something which
the Minister of Finance has not seen fitto do when he
goes abroad seeking to borrow hundreds of millions
of dollars. Sir, we will have more to say about that
document in the future, but | draw to the attention of
the House the fact that figures dealing with the real
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gross provincial product from 1976 to 1980 have all
been changed from the prospectus filed in June tothe
prospectus filed in December. It happens, Sir, that all
of the figures relating to NDP years are up and all of
the figures relating to Conservative years are down.
Sir, when we get to deal with the Estimates of the
Minister of Finance we will be questioning very care-
fully what has happened to cause the revision of fig-
ures some five and six years into the pastto the extent
of 100 percent or more.

Then, Mr. Speaker, we have the government’s dis-
semination of information concerning the Crow rate
debate. | think it's probably fair to say that we are
seeing civil servants used to present information to
the public in this case in a way that | don’t recall civil
servants being asked to presentinformation before, in
thattheinformation being presentedis very selective.
It is not an effort, Sir, to place all of the information
relevant to the Crow rate debate before the public.
What we have seen and what we are seeing is an effort
by the government to place only that information
before the public which is supportive of the govern-
ment’s position.

Sir, that begins —(Interjection)— well the Member
for Dauphin says, that's all there is, and that is an
attitude of course which reflects the thinking of many
of the members opposite. | won’tsay it reflects all of
them, but there is only one position and that is the
positionthat's taken by the N.D. Party. That pervades
many areas, Sir, many areas where this government
doesn’tacknowledge there are other legitimate posi-
tions that can be taken and that information points to
other positions. Instead, we have a situation where
the Member for Dauphin says, there is only one posi-
tion and that’s his position. Well, | don’t subscribe to
that, Sir, and | believe the public of Manitoba will not
subscribe to that as well. | hope thisisn’t a trend that
we're going to see from the government, we will have
this type of biased information being put forward
through the Civil Service, entirely legitimate of course
for a politician to stand and make his or her caseto the
public, but when the Civil Service is involved to put
forward only that information which is supportive of
the government position, then it becomes questiona-
ble, Mr. Speaker, and we're going to be watching that
very carefully. I'd like to comment a bit about the
question of patronage with this government as well,
Sir.

During the time that we were in government there
were many occasions when the New Democrats
spoke so strongly against the so-called political
appointees of the Conservative Government and of
the patronage that was practised by the Conservative
Government, and we admit it. Along with some of the
members of the NDP, for instance, the former Member
for Inkster who was still with the NDP for part of that
time, acknowledged that a government had the right
to appoint people to boards and commissions and
even to senior civil service levels, to appoint people
who were compatible with the government’s position
and we didn’t especially take exception to that, Sir.
There were many peopleinthe New Democratic Party
at that time that did take exception to it and so now
when they come into government we see where they
really stand on that issue that, in fact, they have prac-
tised patronage to a greater extent then | would ever
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have thought, Sir, in listening to their speeches in this
House and their comments in this House for the four
years previous.

Forinstance, the appointment of theformer Member
for Seven Oaks as the Chairman of the Telephone
Board and the former Member for St. Johns as the
Chairman of Manitoba Hydro. The hiring of the
member of this House, the former Member for The
Pas, into a Deputy Minister’s position in the govern-
ment. Former Member for Radisson, Harry Shafransky,
hired in as a Special Assistant to the Minister of
Transportation; former Member for Rupertsland,
Harvey Bostrom, given a consulting contract.

Mr. Speaker, these members opposite —(Inter-
jection)— I hear the Member for Thompson say what
about C. Smith? What he doesn’tacknowledge is that
there is a civil service structure in the province; there
is a merit principle applied, or there was during our
administration, when people could apply for posi-
tions and be selected and if they happened, Sir, to
have some political background that did not keep
them from being employed. For instance, when Harry
Marden was hired to work for the government, he was
hired to a bulletin position through the Civil Service,
Sir, and what did we get in the House? We had the
members opposite stand and say that he would be
fired when they took over as government. —(Inter-
jection)— Well, | wouldn't say that he was fired
because | think that he probably realized the threat
that had been made by the New Democrats when they
were in opposition and took the opportunity to go
elsewhere for employment.

That's the sort of think that we're getting from the
members opposite. We're seeing them hasten to
change appointments to the Boards and Commis-
sions, Sir, in a way that was not practised before,
people getting letters saying: “Well, your appoint-
ment expires the end of June,” for instance, “but do
you have any intention of stepping down earlier than
that, because we may wish to appoint someone in
your place.” Everything is being done to get their
people into place. This is something that we would
expect to happen over time as a normal course of
events, but what | don’t expect to see it done by peo-
ple who decried the same type of thing when they
were in opposition.

The same sort of thing applied to advertising con-
tracts. The criticism that was levelled at the former
government for its advertising contracts and then we
see this government turn about and very quickly
award contracts to the advertising firm that handled
theirinformation, that handled their campaign during
the election campaign. That's fine, Sir, except they
give the excuse of, well, we had to do it in a hurry, we
didn’'t have much time and so this was why we gave it
to this particular company. If they simply would come
out and acknowledge the fact that; Yes, this advertis-
ing company handled all our business during the
election and we won the election and therefore we're
going to reward them, then the public would know
where they stood and we would have an honest
answer from the New Democrats.

Mr. Speaker, the members opposite promised con-
sultation. They promised an open door policy, that
they would be prepared to listen to the public; they
promised, Mr. Speaker, that they would have an open

door policy, that they would consult with farmers and
they would consult with farmers and they would con-
sult with businessmen and they would consult with
labour, giving the impression that these people would
have real input into what this government was going
todo, that in fact they weren't going totakedecisions
without going to the people who were to be affected
by it.

Well, what are we finding, what are we finding, Mr.
Speaker? Not that there is real consultation. Ask the
Manitoba Cattle Producers if there is real consulta-
tion over the development of the Beef Assistance
Program. Ask the Manitoba Farm Bureau if there was
real consultation over the development of that. Ask
the hotelmen or the Restaurant Association if there
was consultation with them before they broughtin the
increases in the minimum wage. Sir, consultation, we
are learning, is simply allowing someone to put for-
ward a positionand you say: “Thank youvery much,”
and then you go ahead and do exactly what you
intended to do before. That's what's being
demonstrated. —(Interjection)— Well, we hear
again, you do what's right. You see, the Member for
Flin Flon says: “You listenand thenyou go ahead and
do what's right.” The Member for Dauphin says:
“What's right is what we think.”

So there it is, Mr. Speaker. Those two members
have summed the entire situation up better than |
could because it's not consultation at all. You give
them the opportunity to express themselves and then
you do what’s right and that happens to be what the
New Democratic Party thinks. | don’t think that’s
going to wash, Mr. Speaker. | think the public is
beginning to see what is meant by this government
when they talk about consultation. They listen and
thenthey goaheadand dowhat they intendedtodoto
begin with, Sir. That's exactly what they do. That's not
really consultation.

What | findevenmore alarming than that, Sir — and
this was demonstrated in the speech that was given by
the Member for Gimli — it's been implicit in what
others have said but it was explicit in what the
Member for Gimli said, and that is that the elected
farm leaders of this province really don't represent
what the farmers think.

The Manitoba Cattle Producers happen to repres-
ent about 14,000 producers and they have a system
for electing their directors and for electing their pres-
ident. There are some 18 commodity groups, | believe,
within the Manitoba Farm Bureau, each which elects
their own people and put their structure together in
one overall umbrella organization that represents
their interest. But, Sir, because the views put forward
by those organizations don’t happen to fit with those
of the government the Member for Gimli stands up
and says, they don’t really represent what the public
thinks. Now that’s avery dangerous attitude, Sir, fora
government to begin to take, that when they pick and
choose between the representatives of the people
which ones actually represent the people and which
ones do not.

Well, Sir, they choose to think, forinstance, that the
National Farmers Union represents the public even
though they may have perhaps 200 members and
there's the difference, you see. The Member for
Thompsonsays that’s the same way we operated, we
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said the National Farmers Union didn’t represent the
views of the farmers. That's correct, they don’t. But we
never said that they don't represent the views of their
members, they do represent the views of their
members. The Manitoba Cattle Producers happento
represent about 14,000 producers and this govern-
ment stands and says, they don’t represent those pro-
ducers. Well, Sir, that's a dangerous kind of an atti-
tude for the governmentto take, for a political party to
take.

In the area of promises, Sir, prior to assuming
responsibility for government the Member for
Thompson says that we don’t acknowledge anything
about the North, Sir. | can assure the Member for
Thompson that if he looks at the record he will find
thatthere was far more economic activity going onin
the North with respect to the basic industry from
which the wealth of the North flows, and that is min-
ing, during the period of our administration. Since
taking over we have seen nothing but layoffs in the
North under the government of these members
opposite.

When they were in opposition, Sir, they made a
great many promises and they said that it was due to
the management of the Conservative Government,
the Conservative Government was responsible for the
state of the economy in the province. There are so
many of these promises made, Mr. Speaker, it's diffi-
cult to keep them all sorted out.

Here's one from September 6, 1980, for instance,
where “Government restraint policies are to blame for
Manitoba’s continued poor economic performance,”
Opposition Leader Howard Pawley says. Well, Sir,
what do we hear now about who's responsible for the
economic situation in the province? Is it the restraint
policies? Because surely that government has the
opportunity to turn those restraint policies around.
They could turn them around, but now they’re saying
oh no,it’'snot therestraint policies of the government,
it's Reaganomics now that’s responsible, they're
responsible, and the Federal governmentis responsi-
ble and the multinationals are responsible, but not
this government. They're not taking responsibility.

Well, they made promises beforethey were elected,
Sir,and during the election and | can quote here from
another of their campaign documents, this one was
entitled: “Something to Come Home to, a Home —
emergency interest rate relief program,” and they go
on. They talk about a “two-year program will ensure
that no Manitoban is forced to lose their home, farm or
small business duetoabnormally high interest rates,”
no Manitoban. Can you imagine, Sir, the impact that
that kind of promise had on the public faced with very
difficult economic times? We acknowledge that but
when someone came along and said, no home, no
farm and no business will be lost, Sir, then that was
promise that had a very compelling message in it.

They went on to say, “Get moratorium legislation
designedto allow timeto reassess refinancing options
will be part of the program,” | don’t know whether it
will be or not, Sir, it's a promise that's made but we
haven't seen any sign of it. And this, Sir, is another
statement at the end of this pamphlet, “The NDP is
committed to turning around economic decline of the
last four years but emergency action is required now,
with your support it will be done.”
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Now, doesn’t that have a powerful ring to it, Sir, it
will be done. Well, here they are in government. They
began, Sir, they were promising an emergency Ses-
sion of the Legislature, an emergency Session to deal
with the Interest Rate Relief Program and to deal with
a beef program and when the former Leader of the
Opposition, the present Premier, appeared at a meet-
ing at the InterLake he said, “And this is not some-
thing that’s going to drag on into weeks or months,
this is something that’s going to be done right away.”

What happened within days of getting elected?
Well, Sir, they decided that we really don’'t need legis-
lation for this. Maybe we can accomplish this through
another means. So their attention was taken away
from the promise that they were going to have an
emergency Session of the Legislature. Now, after the
House was in Session for six weeks we discovered
thatindeed, there did have to be legislation, and there
did have to be regulations passed before they could
pay out a nickel so all those promises were meaning-
less in terms of the urgency that they attached to it
and in terms of the significance of the programs that
they brought forward, because there is a very com-
pelling promise that was made, Sir, and you can find it
time and time again in the material that that govern-
ment put forward; time and time again, no farm, no
business and no home is going to be lost as a conse-
quence of high interest rates.

What have we determined to date about the applica-
tion of that program? Last week | think there was a
possibility that seven small businesses were being
recommended and that anybody that grossed more
than $350,000 a year wasn’t going to qualify; that any
farmer that grossed more than $70,000 wasn’t going
to qualify? Sir, | venturetosaythat the vast majority of
the agricultural produce of this province comes from
farms where they gross more than $70,000 a year — |
don’t have the exact figure — but there is no question
that viable agriculture in this province is based on
farms that produce more than $70,000 a year and
those people are in difficulty.

There are sales taking place in the country virtually
every day at an unprecedented rate; there are farm-
equipment dealers going out of business; there are
farmers going out of business; there are people phon-
ing saying whatis this government goingtodo? They
made promises; no farm, no business and no home
will be lost. What have they been offered? There
hasn’t been a dollar paid out, Sir, there hasn’t been a
dollar paid out and they've been in government for
over five months.

They promised the people of Manitoba; they prom-
ised them. They're breaking that promise and they're
breaking that trust. At the time that they're breaking
the promisestheymadethey’re doing things thatthey
never promised to do. They never told anybody they
were going to raise the sales tax, that wasn't part of
the bargain; they never told people that they were
looking at unfreezing Hydro; they didn’t tell people
that they were going to end the Crown Land Sale
Policy. —(Interjection)— That's right. Even down to
the details of something as small as returning aban-
doned rights-of-way we find the ideology of the gov-
ernment opposite standing in the way of them doing
something thatwasalready underway. They stopped
those things, Sir, and they are doing nothing, they are
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doing nothing to earn, to keep the trust that the peo-
ple of this province put in them last November 17th.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La
Verendrye.

MR. BANMAN: Go lick your wounds.

MOTION presented and carried and the House
resolved itself into a Committee to consider of the
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty with the Honour-
able Member for Flin Flon in the Chair for the Depart-
ment of Health and the Honourable Member for The
Pas in the Chair for the Department of Economic
Development and Tourism.

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY

SUPPLY - ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
AND TOURISM

MR. CHAIRMAN, Phil Eyler (River East): Committee
come to order. We are considering Item 2.(d)(1) under
the Department of Economic Development and
Tourism.

The Member for Sturgeon Creek.

MR. FRANK JOHNSTON (Sturgeon Creek): Mr.
Chairman, | believe we were down as far as Industrial
Infrastructure and | only had one question left on it
and was to ask the Minister if there is presently any
requests for the Infrastructure Program from any of
the towns or municipalities?

HON. MURIEL SMITH (Osborne): Mr. Chairperson,
there are the continuing programs with the outstand-
ing balance still payable to the R.M. of Russell. There
aretwo othercommunities that we're currently having
discussions with but we prefer not to name them at
this stage.

MR. JOHNSTON: Excuse me, Mr. Chairman, if the
Minister could possibly answer a question that | was
intending to ask regarding the Technical Research
Centre in Winnipeg and the Food Centre in Portage la
Prairie. There was a structure where they had their
Boards and then there was the Manitoba Research
Council Board and then the Manitoba Research
Council making recommendations to the Minister
and it was becoming a bit confusing in thatithad alot
of Boards that seemed to have to be responsible to. Is
there any move to have the Boards of those two cen-
tres responsible to the Minister or the Deputy rather
than to the Manitoba Research Council?

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairperson, these Boards are set
up under MRC which is currently under the Enterprise
Manitoba Agreement and we have a desire to expand
the scope of MRC as a Board that will look at science
and technology policy for the entire province and
include wider representationthanitcurrently has. We
also areinterestedin retaining thetypeof service that
we're getting from the technology Boards since the
Enterprise Manitoba Agreements either terminate
next year or alonger sort of wind-down period can be
negotiated with the Federal Government. At the
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moment we're thinking it's premature to try to make
major shifts in the structure. What we are doing
actively is planning for the options that will be avail-
able to us at the end of the Enterprise Manitoba
Agreement and to work in some kind of stability so
thatthetechnology centres can, indeed, function and
that the MRC Board can carry out the wider tasks that
we see appropriate to it. Now, in order to bring all that
about, we will work with the current structure for the
time being, but plan for the transition to a wider mis-
sion and a more stable basis.

MR. CHAIRMAN, Harry M. Harapiak (The Pas):
2.(d)(1) Salaries—pass; 2.(d)(2) Other Expenditures—
pass; 2.(d)(3) Grant Assistance—pass; 2.(e) Economic
Development and Tourism; 2.(e)(1) Salaries.

The Member for Sturgeon Creek.

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr. Chairman, | wonder if the Min-
ister is planning to give us any sort of outline as to the
Tourism program for the province this year? In other
words, ar2 there any major changes to Tourism?

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairman, the marketing compo-
nent of the program will concentrate on primary
markets in Canada and the U.S. We're hoping to
increase visitation to the province in the neighbour-
hood of 3 percent to 4 percent and increase visitor
spending by about 14 percent. There will be a fair
amount of in-province promotion continuing, some
special initiatives in specialty markets and for some
off-season advertising. We will continue our consu-
mer promotions at government and travel shows and
attraveltrade consortiums. There will be an ongoing
awareness programming activity and our Outreach
Take a Good Look Manitoba Show, although we may
have a different title for it, I'm not too sure at this
stage. The Destination Manitoba Program will be
movingalong. Wehopeto activate the programs Two,
Three and Six that have currently not been in
operation.

| can say, in general, that we're looking for devel-
opment of the awareness by the peoplein the tourism
industry of themselves as an industry and of how
development for each one can benefit the others. It's
quite an exciting industry in the sense that there's a
great diversity of activities in it and people who seem
to enjoy the work a great deal, but they've perhaps
suffered in the past from not seeing themselves as a
total industry and not always working as effectively
together to bring about advances. But | see that a lot
can be gained from working co-operatively with that
industry and | think the launching of the Destination
Manitoba Programs Two, Three and Six will give a
boost to the industry that everyone should benefit
from.

MR. JOHNSTON: Did the Minister say the Take a
Good Look Manitobaprogram? | didn’t catch whether
it was going to be on or off.

MRS. SMITH: | said it would be on, but it might have a
different title.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Emerson.
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MR. DRIEDGER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, | just
wanted to make a few comments and draw to the
Minister’s attention some concerns that we have, for
example, in the southeast of Manitoba. Actually with
the Port of Entry at Middlebro, we have a lot of Ameri-
cans coming in and using that approach into the
Whiteshell development. We have some good poten-
tialin that area at Lake of the Woods, the only port that
we have on Lake of the Woods on the Manitoba side
and Moose Lake, the development out there and
somehow as these people come into the Canadian
side there is very little that we offer them in terms of
any potential in the southeast.

We've counted as many as 100 boats on Birch Point
during the fishing season at a given time and we have
very poor facilities in some sense for our tourists out
there, and we have very limited development in the
Moose Lake area and | would like to see whether this
Minister - | realizethat part of the development comes
under Natural Resources, if I'm correct but | think
possibly the promotion end of it certainly is some-
thing that comes under this department here. We've
had complaints at various times that even on the tour-
ist brochures, etc. that the southeast area has been
omitted on some of the maps, some of the promo-
tional work that is there. I'm wondering if the Minister
could indicate her feelings on the concerns that I've
raised.

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairperson, the Whiteshell is one
of the priority destination areas under Destination
Manitobaand under Program 6, private operators can
certainly apply for monies to assist with upgrading
and expansion. | suppose the unspoken question as
to whether an information centre should be opened
there for the American tourists is something that we’'ll
be looking at. There’s need for development of better
information centres, higher visibility, better quality at
the entry from the States on Highway 75 and also
improvement on the entry point on Highway 1 from
the west. These have not got onto the short list for
capital development this year but they are a high
priority from our department’s point of view and |
think this particular location that the member has
drawn our attention to will certainly be thrown into the
mix and looked at in terms of priority for upcoming
years.

MR. DRIEDGER: Does the Minister have any infor-
mation as to how many people cross under the tour-
ism aspect at the ports of entry inthe southeast? Why
lask this question, it might be that we're.just speculat-
ing thatthereis alot of traffic coming through therein
thetourism area, butiftheMinister has some figures it
might give us an indication as to whether some of
these projects are warranted out there or not.

MRS. SMITH: Yes, Mr. Chairperson, that’s the kind of
information, of course, the department needs to make
their recommendations and they tell me that we have
thatinformation — nothereatthe moment,itcould be
made available — butit's the collection of that kind of
data that's necessary in the planning process and
there’'s been a move to collect harder data to assist us
with our planning.
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MR.DRIEDGER: Mr.Chairman, tospeakinresponse
or to speak in favour of the further developmentin the
southeast, when you consider the traffic situation on
some of the major highways that are going into the
Whiteshell, the No. 12 Highway, which is a good
highway; it's being rebuilt and restructured in places,
has very little traffic on it and it's a very nice drive out
there. We have some great potential in there in the
southeast, even in the winter recreation end of it
which I think is something thatis being overlooked to
some degree; we have great ski trails and snow tob-
oggan trails up in that area and | think promotion,
even for people from the city here, to make use of the
facilities or the opportunities, if we didhavethe facili-
ties, | think there’s a lot of potential there. | would just
like to draw that to the Minister’s attention that these
things are needed there. We are that close to the
borderand we havevery little to offerto our American
friends when they come across. | think with a little bit
of promotion we can entice alot more peopletocome
across and spend some of their money that we all like
to have.

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairperson, | know that | can
count on the co-operation of the honourable member
to acquaint the people in the area, the local people
involved in tourism, to take advantage of some of the
programsin Program6. There hasbeenamoveonthe
part of the department to advertise more all year-
round activities and certainly the winter recreation
activities the member refers to, do come under that
umbrella. It is an important area for drawing in out-of-
country visitors, let alone out-of-province and, of
course, the more we can do that the more outside
money we can bring into the economy. So, | take the
honourable member’s suggestions and recommenda-
tions seriously and we certainly do what we can to
promote tourism in that area.

MR. DRIEDGER: | thank the Minister for the encou-
raging words along thoselines. I'd just like to indicate
to her that there is an association, | believe it's called
Southeast Tourists’ Association that is working there
right now. It's under the chairmanship of Lawrence
Nordstrom from the Sprague area and these are the
people who have been very concerned and have been
trying to work towards getting some more promo-
tional work done in that area; I'll certainly refer them
to get in touch with the Minister’s department to pos-
sibility meet and express their concerns on a first-
hand basis.

MRS. SMITH: Yes, Mr. Chairperson. Under the Des-
tination Manitoba Programs there are several that are
in operation now, one of which does give organiza-
tional support to the tourist industry associations
throughout the province. We deal with the central
group but they, in turn, have all the area, the regional
tourist organizations, and we hope to improve our
co-ordinating and we certainly see those organiza-
tions as very necessary and important to the devel-
opment of tourism because it is so much a collection
of small-scale private-sector actors and | think that
the Tourism Association helps bring their activities
together and ensure that we have a good package for
the tourist.
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MR. DRIEDGER: | just have a final comment. I'd like
to justindicate some of the feelings that have become
prominent from time to time from the people there. It
would appear that their feeling is that most of the
action is all directed at the Whiteshell or the Falcon
Lake-West Hawk areas and the lakes along there. If
there’s anything left at all you know the crumbs, they
get channelled off into the southeast corner. | would
once again like to indicate that with the group that is
functioning there right now and myself, we'd like to
feel that you should priorize possibly some of the
projects in that areaand nottreatit as an afterthought
somewhere along the line.

MRS. SMITH: Yes, Mr. Chairperson, | think the
member has done agoodjob of sensitizing me, atany
rate, to the opportunity in that area. | think, as | said
before, that is one place where we can bring outside
money in, asitwere; | think that certainly is a desirable
goal of theindustry. As some of our older tourist areas
become full and you start to get the group that want to
get more into the wilderness or want a less crowded
environment, | think areas such as the southeast will
really come into theirown and we’ll do everything we
can to assist.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Sturgeon Creek.

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to ask if
there'sbeenany thought of having a Tourist Informa-
tion Centre somewhere closer to the city on Highway
75. 1 know we have one at the border at Emerson but
the success ofthe Information Centre that was puton
the west side of Winnipeg from the point of view of
people being able to see it, people stopping and
receiving information on where to go in the province,
was just very dramatic — | think tripled or even more
than that, as far as people stopping were concerned.
We just have the use of a trailer on the east side or a
small Information Centre on the east side, | believe at
a service station for an Information Centre. Are there
any thoughts to expanding those two, one in Fort
Garry and the one on the east side from the point of
view of the tourists getting better information?

MRS. SMITH: Yes, Mr. Chairperson, both locations
are identified as areas that need a Tourism Informa-
tion Centre. There's nota plan todoitthis year;it'llbe
something that will be seriously considered for next
year. There are three locations being considered at
the south end of the City but there’s no decision as to
whichis the preferred one. There are alot of factors to
be taken into considerationrelating to land purchase,
visibility, access, other services available to tourists
and there’s also some opportunities of possible co-
operation with the Federal-Provincial Art Programs.
With regard to the west end of the City, | think the
point as been well made that we could profit from
having acentre there. We'll have to weigh the pros and
cons of putting one thereahead of animproved one at
the border of Saskatchewan. Inthe best of all possible
worlds, we’'d do them allimmediately but the reality of
the situation is we’ll have to phase them in but, the
locations that the honourable member has identified
are certainly the ones that we are looking at.
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MR.JOHNSTON: | hadthe opportunity when lwasin
Nova Scotiaon a convention, to take alook at some of
the tourist centres that they have in Nova Scotia and
the new ones that they have built, and even their old
ones have put us to shame. When | think of the trailer
down at the corner, going to Morden or Winkler,
which does agood job andthe young people working
initdo an excellentjob,butthe Information Centres,
or better still, they're called Tourist Centres, there was
good parking, rest areas, coffee, information, well
staffed and good communication in them to assist the
traveller in all ways.

Now, fully realizing that Nova Scotia is almost an
island except where it joins New Brunswick — Mani-
tobais structured a little differently — and the Minis-
ter indicates that there is a budget problem this year
for expansion of Information Centres, is it being
looked at to have better Tourist Centres throughout
the Province of Manitoba?

MRS. SMITH: Yes.

MR. JOHNSTON: The Tourist Centres in Nova Sco-
tia were hooked up to an information centre of hotels,
etc. and there is a separate organization associated
with the tourist branch in Nova Scotia that was
recommended to this province by TIAM; is the Minis-
ter giving that any consideration?

MRS.SMITH: Yes, Mr. Chairperson, I'vebeenin quite
close discussion with the people who are promoting
this, in fact, it's probably one of the key ways that we
can cope with the tighter competition we're going to
get on a Convention Centre because here we use a
variety of hotels and if we want to be able to accom-
modate large convention groups, speed and effi-
ciency, flexibility in the bookings and arrangements
will be ofimmense assistance to us. We'veasked fora
precise costing of the service that is currently avail-
able in Nova Scotia and some description of the soft-
ware required in order to make such a service opera-
tional, as well as some projection as to the costs that
we could recover from such and investment, and |
expect that proposal will be ready to be presented for
next year’'s program. It sounds like sometimes acom-
puter service adds a frill but, having looked at what
such a system could contribute to the industry, my
inclination at the moment is to be very favourably
disposed towards it. But we can’t, of course, make a
firm recommendation until we have some of the tigh-
ter analysis and the cost projections.

MR. JOHNSTON: Well, the figures that had been
presented to the government previously showed it to
be a fairly expensive structure or setup and it certainly
didn’t appear to be paying its way as fast as some of
the projections that had been given to us. In Nova
Soctiathere were all kinds of smaller resort hotels, as |
say, all around Nova Scotia and the number of hotels
that would actually receive the benefit for that kind of
expenditure in Manitoba would be fairly strictly limited
to the Winnipeg hotels. There are not that many out-
side of Manitoba that would be able to take advantage
of it. | would like to think that there's another way
rather than that particular structure and | believe
there have been presentations by, | think, the Hotel
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Association that there is another type of reservation
service that could be put in initially that would be
much less costly. Has the Ministerhad that broughtto
her attention?

MRS.SMITH: Well, Mr. Chairperson, it'sthe way with
so many of these proposals that, when you hear about
them initially, you either feel very very positive or very
very negative, butthe stance thatI've adopted towards
this proposal is that, first of all, | want to understand
what it can do and what itcan’tdo and what the cost
would be and what the potential gain from it. Proba-
bly, in the short run, we can accomplish the same by
putting on some extrastaff at peak times. There may
well be, as the industry develops and we have a
greater diversity of facilities throughout the province,
that there’ll be a cross-over point where costof hiring
extra people and training them and having them in
place whenyou need them, and this type of a system
would make sense. It's in order to get that kind of
analysis and projection that | would not like to take a
firm position on it at this time. It's an interesting
approach and certainly for the convention business
whenyou getagreat, howshould | say, your business
comes in very large surges and your ability to service
aconvention and, in fact, to attract convention groups
back year after year may hang on giving them effec-
tive good service.

Now how you can measure the effectiveness of
such aprogram, whether there's another way perhaps
to charge its benefits to the industry, all these things
would need to be looked at. Initial reports from Nova
Scotia are that it's working out to be fairly costly, but
we don't know what factors they're taking into their
analysis and, therefore, it's premature of me to really
say, other than that it's interesting and we will be
looking at it in much sharper detail.

MR. JOHNSTON: Well, | would certainly hope that
the Minister’'s priority of information centres and
goodrestareas for tourists would be very close to the
top of the list or before that one.

Mr. Chairman, the media advertising; certainly we
know the advertising company that had the contract
has been changed. | know there have been different
reasons asked about in the House, etc., but | can only
saythetourismwasthe highestit'severbeenin Mani-
tobain 1981 anditwas moving up continually the last
three years. The advertising agency we had, had a
very good understandingand had done atremendous
amount of research regarding the travellers in Mani-
toba with the department. | know the department
supplied a tremendous amount of the information. Is
there any reason why that agency was changed and
why it wasn't tendered?

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairperson, the reasons for
changing are that in the creative field, it's customary
to have several agencies bidding and it's also custom-
ary to change offand onin orderto getthe benefitofa
fresh approach. This particular contract was not ten-
dered because we're into a time squeeze if we were
going to be ready in time for the peak tourist season.
Wereally didn't have timeto go through the tendering
process, but we hope to use the tendering process
regularly in future.
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MR. JOHNSTON: Whatis budgeted for media adver-
tising this year?

MRS. SMITH: The total budgeted, Mr. Chairperson,
is $1,175,700.00. That’'s up over $1,069,700 last year.

MR. JOHNSTON: Is there any sort of breakdown —
the Minister might not have it — between television
and the printed media?

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairperson, we don't have a
breakdown on that basis.

MR. JOHNSTON: Is it the intention to have the
summer and spring or — let’s go this way — the fall,
winter and spring advertising programs?

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairperson, there’'s two main
phasesofadvertising,acombined fall/winterapproach
and a combined spring/summer.

MR. JOHNSTON: Hastherebeenanyincreasein the
grant to the seven regions Interlake, Central Plains,
EastMan, Pembina Valley?

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairperson, there's been a 10
percent across-the-board increase.

MR. JOHNSTON: And it works out on the same for-
mula they had before?

MRS. SMITH: Yes.

MR. JOHNSTON: And the Tourism Industry Associa-
tion of Manitoba, | mentioned the regions, is there an
increase to the central office of TIAM?

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Chairperson, italsohasgoneup 10
percent, the same formula as last year.

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr. Chairman, | was in the Esti-
mates of the Minister of Resources and I've been in
the Estimates of the Minister of Northern Affairs to ask
two specific questions and I'd like to have the Minister
maybe give me some idea of what work has been done
with those two departments. The campgrounds in the
Province of Manitoba, thereis noincrease in the parks
budget for any upgrading of the campgrounds in the
province. | have the Hansard where the Minister told
me there had been no monies set aside for upgrading
of the campgrounds.

There are several roadside parks along our high-
ways and there is no money available for upgrading
thoseroadside parks. TheMinisterofNorthern Affairs,
| asked him if there was any funding in the Northern
Agreement and, of course, the Northern Agreement
as faras | know, has notbeensigned yet, but has there
been any funding basically for economic develop-
ment for the North and certainly as far as the tourism
is concerned for campgrounds in the North?

Manitoba has a tremendous amount going for it in
tourism and has a tremendous growth as we've all
been saying for many years and it has been moving
up. We don’t have mountains; we don’t have the ski
resorts that some of the other provinces have but we
do have a very beautiful province with a lot of water
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and a lot of sand and a lot of things to be seen.

One of the first priorities | would like to see and |
was hoping to see is that we started to have roadside
parksthat gave comfort to the tourist and Manitobans
while they're travelling throughout their province and
the best damn campgrounds in the world | think. If
you could ever have your advertising say that the
camp groundsfortouristsin the Province of Manitoba
are second to none it would help attract people to
come and see all of those beautiful areas of Manitoba.

There doesn’'t seem to be any money set aside any-
where for Capital Expenditure to upgrade, build new
camp grounds - and it might be in Destination Mani-
toba, the upgrading, but that would be | think in the
area of private camp grounds. But, the provincial, the
onesthat aretaken care of by the Ministerin charge of
Parks and the roadside parks and comfort stations,
there doesn’'t seem to be any money available in
budgets anywhere to upgrade those situations
because they are becoming oneofthe mostimportant
and one of the ones that, when | travel through Mani-
toba talking about tourism to people in different
areas, one of the firstthings that would be brought up
was campgrounds, better facilities for the tourist.

Has there been any discussion with the other Minis-
tersto try and find some way to upgrade the facilities,
otherthan hotelsand motels.| know the programs are
available under Destination Manitoba and | believe
they are going to be moving ahead with them, but
what about the campgrounds and the roadside parks
that the province have responsibility for, and working
with the private ones to upgrade them?

MRS. SMITH: Well, Mr. Chairperson, there wasn'’t a
great deal of co-ordination prior to the Estimates but
we'vemovedinto a consultative relationship now. The
program three of Destination Manitoba, which per-
mits public development in tourism, could cover
these programs and | guess if we'd had that program
operative for a few years we would, in fact, have
upgraded parks. They can certainly be considered
under that program. We do recognize the tourism
potentialinthe north and also its role as an important
source of economic development, so | can assure you
that we will be looking atthat. But, there were no plans
certainly coming from our department that we inher-
ited that put a heavy emphasis on that, so the co-
ordination and the planning with my colleagues has
yet to be done.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The houris 4:30 p.m. we'll interrupt
the proceedings for Private Members’ Hour. The
Committee will re-convene at 8 o’clock this evening

ESTIMATES — HEALTH

MR. CHAIRMAN, Jerry T. Storie (Flin Flon): The
Committee on Health will come to order please, con-
tinuing with the Estimates.

The Honourable Minister of Health.

HON. LAURENT DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): Mr.
Chairman, | wassaying that the official Health critic of
the Conservative Party and myself had adiscussion of
apossible agenda for the next two days. Of course, we
don’t run the Committie and | would like to propose it
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to the Committee to see if this would be acceptable
and then we will govern ourselves accordingly.
lintend toimmediately start with giving some ques-
tions that were left unfinished under the Alcoholism
Foundation and then, Mr. Chairman, it will be under
the item, Dental, which is the only thing left of the
department proper. | want to make a general state-
ment on that and then proceed with this with the
understanding that there might be a possibility that
we might move, if not this afternoon, probably this
evening, to the Manitoba Health Services Commis-
sion. Then we would go line-by-line like we've done
before with the understanding that we wouldkeepthe
bigthree, thatis the Personal Care Homes, the Hospi-
tals and Medicare until thevery end and | could assure
the members of Committee that, under no circum-
stance, will that be taken tonight. No matter how far
we have gone we would adjourn before going into
Personal Care, Hospital and Dental; | don’t think
there’s any fear of that, but just in case. Tomorrow
afternoon we would start wherever we're at.

But the main point is, because of the interest and
because it affects so many constituencies, at 8 o’clock
tomorrow | would table and give a copy to each
member of the House and copies would be available
for the press, of our Capital program. Now, that will
notbediscussedatthetime,itisjusttogive members
a chance to look at it and then when we would deal
with Hospitals and Personal Care Homes then, of
course, it could be debated at that time. If that meets
with the approval of the members of Committee we
will proceed as such.

Mr. Chairman, | had some unfinished business
under Alcoholism Foundation. It's just a statement
that | was going to make, some information, and |
might say, a correction. The Alcoholism Foundation,
in co-operation with the Motor Vehicle Branch -
excuse me, I'm talking about the Impaired Drivers’
Program for second offenders now - have in the past
year developed a special program of education and
intervention for impaired drivers who have been con-
victed of asecond offense. The programran as a pilot
project in the Winnipeg region for approximately six
months and has recently been extended to include
Brandon, Dauphin, The Pasand Thompson. The pro-
gram is still considered, by both the Alcoholism
Foundation and the Motor Vehicle Branch, to be on a
trial or pilot basis and at the present time is not being
extended to first offenders due to the need for further
evaluation of the program and limitations of present
staff and resources. The AFM will be reporting to me
shortly on some recommendations for further devel-
opments toinclude first offenders. The education and
intervention programis designed to inform convicted
drivers of the physical and mental affects of chemi-
cals on the human body, and particularly, their ability
to operate a motor vehicle after consumption of alco-
hol and other drugs.

The drivers are referred from the Motor Vehicle
Branchtothe AFM forindividual counselling followed
by a day-long seminar. At the conclusion of the
seminar the driver returns to the counsellortodiscuss
the client’s perceptions of his/her use of alcohol. The
counsellor attempts to determine with the client
whether alcoholism treatment is required. The results
of this interview are forwarded to the Motor Vehicle
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Branch after being discussed with the client. If the
clientdecides, after the education they havereceived,
that they would like help with their alcohol consump-
tion problem, they may be entered into one of the
several different alcoholism treatment programs
available. If not, the client is under no obligation. The
AFM is not involved in determining whether the client
receives their driver's license; that is handled by the
Motor Vehicle Branch officials. The full details and
outline of the program are available from the AFM.

Then there's a correction and added information
that I'd like to give on the Youth Program. | wish to
present some information which will clarify any con-
fusion there may have been regarding our discussion
of the Alcoholism Foundation’s Manitoba Youth Pro-
gram. This is an out-patient program for persons up to
age 18 who are experiencing problems with alcohol or
drugs. The program commenced last August and
since thattime hasseenover300youngpeople. There
is apresent caseloadinthe area of 190in the program
which consists of information and therapy sessions
three times per week for a month, and then follow-up
sessions for as long as is required.

The confusion during the debate on the Estimates
concerning the ages of the participants. The informa-
tion | gave with regard to the average age was incor-
rect. It turns out that the average age of the youth in
theprogramis 16 years,not14 years. The breakdown
is as follows: 11 percent are age 14 and younger with
only 1percentunder 12; 37 percentare age 15 and 16;
43 percentareage 17 and 18; 9 percentare 19years of
age. This presents an average age of 16 years. This is
a non-residential program which is currently func-
tioning at the Sherburn and Portage Avenue location.

Mr. Chairman, that is the information | promised to
givetothe House that wasn’tavailable and now I'd like
to make a short statement on the Children’s Dental
Services before we start dealing with this item.

Mr. Chairman, in accordance with the Throne
Speech, the Children’s Dental Health Program will be
expanded in '82-83 to include the present 13-year-
olds who turn 14 on or after January, 1983, in those
school divisions currently covered by the program.
Consequently, the private dentist, through the Mani-
toba Dental Association, will continue to provide ser-
vices in the 10-2/3 school divisions currently covered
by them and the department will continue to provide
services in the 17-1/3 school divisions currently
covered by the department.

Itis estimated that this program expansion will cost
approximately $439,000 which will be funded by Sup-
plementary Estimates. Here I'm leaving my text to
explain, because of some of the statements that were
made. Mr. Chairman, this is notin the Estimates at this
time; | make no apology for this atall. | think it would
be ridiculous to put an amount when you don’t know
really what the cost will be. There is no doubt that I'm
nottryingtohidethat. Thiswillbebroughtin when we
talk about the Supplement; | will have to defend it at
thattime. Thereasonitisn’'tdone is because | had two
choices you can put in. When you have abouta month
or amonth-and-a-half after taking office you can puta
certain amount in there but certainly not with a
chance to look at the program and discuss it with the
Dental Association like | stated that | would do. So |
don’t apologize for this at all; under the same circum-

stances | would do exactly the same thing. | am not
trying to pretend that this money will not be spent. A
certain amount will be done. As you'll see by the rest
of my text, | will announce the program; if not, I'll
defineatthistime. I've agreed to meetwiththe Dental
Association again but as soon as have something
definiteit'llbeannouncedinthe Houseif the House is
still in Session — | imagine it will be. If not, it'll be
announced through a press conference or press
release but, whatever we feel that we’'ll spend at the
supplement will be brought in as supplement and I'll
have to defend it at this time. So, that amount of
money, |'ve talked about 439; that is not the only
amount. This is just the cost that I've talked about;
there might be other costs such as maybe educating
other people or whatever. | haven't got the informa-
tion on this at this time but I'll inform the members
later on. But, | don't apologize for doing it in this
manner; anything else would have been completely
irresponsible. | follow my text now.

At the same time, Mr. Chairman, we would be
reviewing the two programs currently in place. That
is, the program being delivered by the Manitoba Den-
tal Association and that being delivered by the
Department of Health. It is my strong conviction that
there should be one Manitoba Dental Program
regardless of the systems that are utilized in deliver-
ing the services. Well, there was a report undertaken,
the Storey Report last year to determine the relative
comparison of the two existing programs. | think it is
fair to say that all parties are of the opinion that the
conclusions of theirreportwereinconclusive. | might
say here again, Mr. Chairman, that it is not my inten-
tion to engage in debate of the Storey Report. Not that
| want to shy away from it but, | want to look forward
not in the past. I've discussed this with the dental
association. | think everybody agrees that it's not
conclusive. | think it would be negative at this time in
viewofthefactthatwewanttohaveallthe people that
deliver the service participate in that. Later on, if
members of the committee insist on debating the
report unfortunately — | say unfortunately because |
don’tthink it would be constructive — I'll certainly be
ready to answer. I'm not suggesting that nobody
should refer to that at all but, | want to look positively
instead.

In any event, as the ultimate aim of this government
will be to expand this program to all children from
kindergarten to Grade 12. We have entered into dis-
cussions with the Manitoba Dental Association to
determine their continuing role within the program.
An important consideration within this program will
be cost, standards of care, utilization and accessibil-
ity and, of course, it goes without saying the educa-
tion and prevention. | think it is reasonable to expect
that the government will be expanding utilization of
dental nurses within the program.

However, the final decision with regard to the por-
tion of the program to be delivered by the dental
nurses as opposed to Manitoba Dental Association is
still subject to further discussion the MDA. I've met
with the President and past President of the Manitoba
Dental Association to provide them with a broad out-
line of the program. However, | have also assured
them that | will meet with them again to receive their
comments and advice and to ensure their continued
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involvement in the program. As these programs pro-
gress, Mr. Chairman, I'll be in a position to announce
further details in this House.

Although not directly related to this line in the Esti-
mates, Mr. Chairman, | also wish to refer to our com-
mitmentto provide dental services to the elderly. This
program will be implemented during our term of
office and it is intended that the program will involve
private dentists and denturists and will be funded by
the Manitoba Health Services Commission. Thank
you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Fort
Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: Thanks, Mr. Chairman, | would like
to thank the Minister for his expansion of information
and refinement of some of the information with
respect to the Alcohol Foundation Programs in the
impaired driving field where second offenders are
concerned, and in the youth program area. | was, of
course, very interested, Sir, in the opening statement
that the Minister just made with respect to the Dental
Services Program and projections for 1982-83. I'll be
interested in looking atitin more depth and detail but,
I think | took down some of the salient points that he
mentioned and | would have a few questions at this
juncture.

First off, we should obviously, Mr. Chairman, be
dealing with the Salaries line in the Estimates book. At
this point, | would like ask him about the expansion
plans with respect to staffing and the Salaries com-
plement. The requested appropriation for the coming
yearis $1,759,000 as against $1,692,000. In the list of
staffing categories that he provided me with at the
outset of his Estimates, the figure doesn’treflect any
increase in staffing requests for Dental Services.
However, | note that there are some vacancies in this
branchatthe presenttimeand | would like to ask the
Minister for some elaboration on the Salaries figure.
It’'s not substantially larger than last year's. Does the
figure represent a complement of SMY’s that's pre-
cisely the same, but allows for an incremental increase
plus the filling of the three vacant positions?

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, yes, as | tried to
explain earlier this budget retains the status quo of
the current Dental Services Branch allowing only fora
price increase in Salaries and Other Expenditures. It
is not the intention of requesting staff at this time.
Depending on what the final program will be, as |
stated, and the final decision has been made we will
usethemembersofthe dental associationas much as
possible. Therefore, it might reflect the added service
that we will give this year, that'll be in the supplement.
But, we're not looking at any staff of the department at
this time.

MR. SHERMAN: What are the categories of those
vacancies, Mr. Chairman? Can the Minister advise
please?

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, the vacancies are
two dentists at this time.

MR. SHERMAN: Is there a third vacancy?
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MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, no there's only
two. If the information that | give shows three, that
position has been filled since then.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, the Minister indi-
cated that it's the intention within the program this
yeartoincludethosechildren whoareservedbothby
the government plan, the Manitoba Children’s Dental
Plan and the Manitoba Dental Association Plan, and
he made reference to the different numbers of school
divisions that were included in both those categories
of delivery. | wasn’t clear as to the mathematics that
he gave at that time. | would like him to recap for the
Committee if he could, the numbers of divisions that
are covered under the government administered plan
and the number thatare covered under the MDA plan.
| believe that it’'s 17 under the government adminis-
tered plan and 13 under the MDA plan, give or take a
fraction which we have permitted in each case because
there are some local forms of coverage that don't
constitute full school divisions. Those were not the
figures that| drew fromthe opening statement that he
made but it may just have been that | didn’t hear him
correctly. Is that still the situation with respect to the
numbers of school divisions that are covered by the
two plans?

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, Mr. Chairman, itis there are
17-1/3 school divisions in the dental nurses and 12-
2/3 under the Manitoba Dental Association and that is
what | mentioned. The point is if we're going to make
any change, if we're going to cover more people, |
think it stands to reason the same as the previous
government | think they went up one year. | think we
would defeat the purpose if we would start another
school division at this time and stop people when
we're trying to go to 17 or 18, in other words, high
school. | think we could pretty well rest assured that
we will go oneyear, as these people grow older we will
stay with them until they finish school. Thatis going
to be the first priority. Then, as we startother school
divisions we will do the same thing; we will start at a
certain age, we might depending on how fast we can
and wantto go,anddependingonwhois finally going
- the mix of staffing of professionals that will deliver
the service - then once we start with a school division
we’ll go all the way one or two years at a time, the
same as it was being done before until we cover these
people all the way.

So, it will take a little while until all the province is
covered. But | agree with what | think the former
government was doing at this time; they kept on with
those people and went up a year atatime. Infact, this
is something that we had to act on when we took
office; | think they were students instead of covering
for a certain time we covered until the end of the year
and that was the recommendation, | understand; |
think the former Minister had a Cabinet paperready to
do that. We just went ahead with that. There is no
changes there atall and the division, as | mentioned in
my opening statement, which | understandis correct,
dental nurses 17-1/3 school divisions and the Mani-
toba Dental Association 12-2/3.

I'm not saying that the delivery will necessarily be
by the same people at this time. There is a possibility
depending on other things that there could be a
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change; it could be that the dental association will
deliver, will pick up this extra year, even in the school
division that are now served by the Dental Nurses
Program.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, my next question
was going to deal with that subject of age expansion
and | want to ask the Minister for clarification because
I was simply taking notes from his statement. Whether
he said that 1982-83 programming will permit the
inclusion of children who turn 14 on or after January
1,1983, is that what the Minister’s statement said, that
the program will now include children who turn 14 on
or after January 1, 1983?

MR. DESJARDINS: That's exactly it, the member is
right on.

MR. SHERMAN: Well, Mr. Chairman, there is some
difference here in the approach being taken by the
new government with the approach that wastakenby
the previous government, | believe; it's a difference in
direction, perhaps morethaninintention orperhapsa
difference in selection of age priorities. The program
as conceived included children up to and including
the age of 12. At its inception the intention was to
cover children from age 6 to age 12 and | think there
has not been any change or direct legislative or pro-
gramming deviation in those parameters, at least not
in any official way, except to take care of an anomaly
that we encountered and that arose for the firsttimein
the 1981-82 school year. Any government dealing
withthe programpriortothe schoolyear 1981-82had
not faced the problem, because it came into existence
in 1972, | believe or 1973 — Dr. McCormick could
correct me, perhaps it was 1974, but right in that
period of 1972-73-74 came into existence at that time
and started picking up school children born in 1968.
Those children originally going into the program
would have turned 12 in 1980 and our position in
1980-81, was that, depending onthetime ofthe year
that they were born, they might have been dropped
from the program in mid-school year the way the
regulations were written. They were only guaranteed
coverage in those school years that dove-tailed with
their age, from age 6 up to and including age 12. The
danger was that there would be some 12-year-olds
who, because of the timing of their birthday, would be
cut off in the middle of the school year. Therefore, a
regulation was prepared to extend coverage and pro-
tection to those children through to the end of the
schoolyear, which would have been June. | believe, in
fact, that we were looking at June of 1982 because it
was during the calendar 1981 that we were looking at
this problem.

The Minister is now saying that the government is
going beyond thatto extend the program by including
awholenewagegroup going up toage 14 so there is
some variance there — not that I'm arguing with it —
but there is some variance there with the intention of
theregulation which was prepared atthat time. It was
simply to guarantee a follow-through and completion
of a school year for those children whose birthdates
fell in such a way that they were threatened with
termination of their coverage.

There has been considerable thought given to

bringing the age group down below the age of six.
Can the Minister tell me whether those divisions that
are now covered under either plan, the MCDP or the
MDA plan, all those children that are eligible now
include 6-year olds. Thereweresome differences and
some inconsistencies because of the addition of divi-
sions at a later date than some earlier divisions and
the division of part of the delivery between the gov-
ernment service and the MDA service which resulted
in the fact that in some school divisions in the plan
there were children whowerebornin 1968 who were
eligible, and other children who were born in 1969 and
stillotherchildren that werebornin 1970. Isthere now
a consistency between all the divisions that are
covered so that in September of 1982, for examplein
the coming school year in 1982-83, all children aged
six will be eligible in those divisions that are included
in the plan?

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, first of all | recog-
nize that the Member for Fort Garry stated the posi-
tion quite correctly. When | said that we followed what
seemed to be the intent of the former government,
was saying exactly that because it was just the one
year, | think there was enough money to go along,
there was enough in the Estimate to follow the fiscal
year. There was an oversight somewhere | recognize
that and then the Minister was in the process of, |
think, recommending that this could be done and |
understand there was enough money to do that, to
follow the school year. This is what | meant.

But I'll use thesameargument that the member said
that instead of stopping somebody in the middle of a
school term — I'm not using school term but I'm say-
ing in the middle of a program — | am saying that our
intention and that was made quite clear is that even-
tually we would want everybody in the province
covered from kindergarten, which would be below 6,
to 17 orso, highschool. We feel that it would be going
the wrongway if wetry to goin another division and
leave somebody who is stillatschool at the age of 14.
The same argument, as | say, doesn't apply for the
middle of the year, it would start in September not
covered, but we think it would have the same effect
and that will not be the most expensive part. We feel
that in most of these divisions we are going to try and
we feel that we will cover it with the same staff any-
way, those that the dental nurses have been doing.
We’'re going to try that anyway.

It is consistent with all those born in 1969, the 6-
year olds, but it certainly is the intention of starting
eventually lowering the age but when we're limited
with staff and the funds we will do this. It's not just the
staff — | want the members to know that we said we
are going in that direction — but that doesn’t mean
we'lldoitallinoneyear, we'lllook attheeconomy and
we’'ll do it gradually and the staff is important also
once we determine the program we're going to have.
We will eventually go down to kindergarten but that is
not as necessary now as it is, | think the first priority
and | think the member will agree with me that we
should complete if the program will eventually be till
17 or 18 whatever that we finish the year and that's
what we intend to do and that will be the cheaper way.
Eventually it is our hope that we will cover everybody
in the province from K to 18.
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There will be flexibility, for instance, if we can go in
remote areasandin rural areas where the population
issmaller, what we did four or five years ago. | imagine
that continued if you send somebody up North and
you have in a certain settlement you only have 10-15
kids and there might be 3 or 4 a certain age that just
when you go to the trouble and the expense of send-
ing a dentist in this area we would ask them to look at
the whole thing and in fact maybe look at the adults
while he's there if they haven't got the service. This
would be the flexibility that I'm sure no members of
the Committee would argue with me on that, we
should leave. The program right now is those born in
1969, 6 years old, we will continue those that are 14,
we'll go one year at a time, 14 this year, 15 eventually
until we will finish with these kids until they are all
through high school. That's what we will proceed.

The next step, of course, why | couldn’t have any-
thing in the Estimates at this time, | want not look back
and thereis a danger of looking back and trying to say
okay it’s all identical we'll go back to what we were in
battle. | don’tthink that that would serveanypurpose,
| have no hangup on that if it could be done. | think
that | mentioned what | feel is important is utilization,
the standard. | wanttosaywhen | talk about standard
that doesn’'t mean that’s something that a militant
group or groups will say this isbetterstandard, | hope
they do, | want the members of this Committee to
recognize that that doesn’'t mean necessarily we'll
have the best standards in everything. We are saying,
it's just like if wesay we're going to provide transpor-
tation, people can argue the best of transportation is
drivingin a Cadillac and you might be satisfied with a
bicycle. We'll have a look at the economy, we want
acceptablestandards butnot neccessarily saying that
people willbe seen everyday. Again, | think | won't get
much of an argument on that but we are looking at this
with an open mind.

I've had good discussions with the members of the
Executive or Past President of the Dental Association.
| was going to announce a little more at this time, at
theirrequest they wanted to make some observations
before | close the door. I've agreed to that; that's the
only reason I'm nottryingtoevadeanything orto stall
and as soon as — | can understand, of course, they
realize these meetings will have to be held fairly soon
and that we’'ll have to reach an agreement and have
some given somewhere, but | would very sincerely
hope that it is not too programmed and I'm not blam-
ing the past government on that. It wasthe way it was
set up, one and then the other, and there was some
difference between the two parties that shared the
government at the time, but | would hope that we’'ll
replace these two programs and have one Manitoba
program takingadvantage ofthebestpeople, looking
at the cost and everything. I'm fairly optimistic, with
the co-operation of everybody, we’'ll be able to do
exactly that, but | am committing myself, assoonas|
have more information, to keep the members of this
Committee even if the Estimates are finished, and |
would hope that | will have, at least, during the —
while we have passed the Supplementary Supply —
but then | will have to answer and | will have much
more information than | have at this time.

MR. SHERMAN: So that coming into the 1982-83
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school year, children coming into the program would
be those children in those school divisions that are
covered who were born in 1976, is that correct?

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, that's correct.

MR. SHERMAN: And those who were in there, even
though they are turning 14, wil continue to be
covered?

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, can the Minister give
me an estimate of how many eligible children he
expects to be reached by the program in ‘82-83? In
1981-82, | think the number of eligible children
approximated 35,000. What will the new age parame-
ters do to that figure?

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, it will be very close, approx-
imately 44,000 that will be covered with the two pro-
grams. They will be the Dental Health Services,
approximately, 21,700 and — I'm not saying again that
it will be delivered by the same people — but now
under the program, the Dental Association, 22,750,
and next year, there will be another 5,500 again. See
that, next year these same children willbe 15 and then
we’'ll have the first six-year-olds that year.

MR. SHERMAN: The ‘82-83, there will be 21,700 and
22,700. Just toreiterate and reconfirm, Mr. Chairman,
the Ministeris sayingthatthereis atthis pointintime,
no geographic expansion contemplated for ‘82-83, is
that correct?

MR. DESJARDINS: At least I'm not announcing it
now. There is an outside possibility, but | doubtitvery
much this year. It should be next year for sure, but |
will know a little more a little later on, but | don’t
expect so. | think this will cover these at this time.
There might be a possibility that we’ll have other
expenses though in setting this thing up and maybe
recruiting technicians, dental nurses, education and
so on; that's a possibility.

MR. SHERMAN: So, Mr. Chairman, the $489,000 that
the Minister referred to, was it $489,000 or $439,000?

MR. DESJARDINS: $439,000. That would be just for
these added children covered.

MR.SHERMAN: Thatwas what | wanted clarified, Mr.
Chairman. That'’s for the 48 group expansion?

MR. DESJARDINS: 43, 44 anyway,yes.

MR. SHERMAN: $439,000. Thank you. Mr. Chairman,
are there sufficient dental nurses in the system to
provide the delivery to the expanded age group under
the government operated system? | know the Minister
has said he's going to be making further reference to
this question later on, but could he give the Commit-
tee anindication of how many dental nurses thereare
in the system in Manitoba right now?

MR. DESJARDINS: We're reviewing this at this time.



Monday, 26 April, 1982

This is information that I'll be able to share with my
honourable friend while we look at the supplement,
butitis our hope and we feel at this time, we're under
the impression anyway, thatthis could be delivered. If
not, | don’t think it will be too much of a problem
becausel would ask the Dental Association to deliver
that part; that's what | meant a while ago. There's no
hang-up there atall. They might have to do the work if
we need extra staff that we haven't got.

MR. SHERMAN: Mr. Chairman, could the Minister
supply the Committee with a figure on the number of
dental nurses that are in the system right now in
Manitoba?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. The time being 4:30
p.m., the time for Private Members’ Hour, I'm inter-
rupting the proceedings and will return at the call of
the House. Call in the Speaker.

IN SESSION
ROYAL ASSENT

DEPUTY SERGEANT-AT-ARMS (Mr. Myron Mason):
Her Honour, the Lieutenant-Governor.

Her Honour, Mrs. Pearl McGonigal, Lieutenant-
Governor of the Province of Manitoba, having entered
the House and being seated on the Throne:

Mr. Speaker addressed Her Honour in the following
words:

MR. SPEAKER: May it please Your Honour, the
Legislative Assembly, atits present Session, passeda
bill, which in the name of the Assembly, | present to
Your Honour and to which bill | respectfully request
Your Honour's Assent.

No. 18 — An Acttoamend The Pari-Mutuel Tax Act.

MR. CLERK, Jack Reeves: In Her Majesty’s name,
Her Honour the Lieutenant-Governor doth assent to
this Bill.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ HOUR

RES. NO. 2 — COMPULSORY METRIC
SYSTEM

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Resolution No. 2,
moved by the Honourable Member for Roblin-Russell.
The Honourable Member for Sturgeon Creek has
16 minutes remaining.
Is the Honourable Opposition House Leader aware
whether the honourable member is comingin or not?
The Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain.

MR. RANSOM: Well, Mr. Speaker, I'm not certain. |
understand thatthe member wasn't feeling very well,
sohe may have decided notto come and in that case
anyone else wishing to speak, he’ll drop his name
from the list.

MR. SPEAKER: Ontheproposed motion as amended,
the Honourable Member for Gladstone.

MRS. CHARLOTTE OLESON (Gladstone): Thank
you, Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak on this resolution; it
seems to be a very timely thing to talk about. The
proposed resolution by the Honourable Member for
Roblin-Russell stated quite clearly in his resolution
his opposition to the metric system and emphasized
by saying that whereas some 52,000 Canadians peti-
tioned the Government of Canadain 1981, and some
127,000 signatures were added in 1982 requesting the
Government of Canadato implement this system, this
would seem to me thatthere is a great deal of interest
that this system be delayed at this time.

Inlooking back in history | discovered thatitwas in
1790 that the French National Assembly appointed a
committee to explore the possibilities of a rational
system of measurement. The committee proposed
the kilogram units which were enacted into law in
France a few years later, butit took until 1840 before
generaluse in France and other parts of Europe. So it
would suggest to me that the 10 years that Canada
has been working its way into metric is a very short
time in the span of history. In 1870, France called an
International Convention towork out a unified metric
system and these efforts led to asigning of the Treaty
of the Meter in Paris in 1875. The Treaty established a
general conference of weights and measures which
since has periodically met and to make definitions of
measurement. In 1960, the conference adopted inter-
national units, system units, or Sls which is univer-
sally recognized in all languages.

So, with a history of that nature it seems unneces-
sary for Canada to rush in over so short a period of
time and to so arbitrarily suggest, not only suggest,
insistthat the metric system be mandatory in Canada.
The conversion to metric has been slowed down con-
siderably in the United States. The original resolution
put forward by the Member for Roblin-Russell sug-
gested that we should waituntil the United States had
adopted this and | firmly believe in this and was very
disappointed when this amendment was brought in.

Now,itisthoughtthatthis program would probably
have gone forward quite quickly if the United States
had gone forward because the United States, being
one of our largestbuyers of ourgoods and commodi-
ties, it would make sense if we were in close partner-
ship with them in this matter. It isn’'t necessary for
Canadato be in close partnership with everything the
United States does, but in goods and tradingacross a
border such as ours, it would seem very important
that we be in tune with what they are doing. So, it
would be very difficult for manufacturers in this coun-
try to have a ready market in the United States if we
areimmediately goingtoswitchintometricand make
it mandatory we won’'t have much market for our
goods in that country. Since they have backed off
they have seen the light, as it were, that they should go
a little bit slower.

In this period of time when the economy is as it is
and our small business people are finding it very diffi-
cult todo business, there are bankruptcies, we hear of
problems everywhere in the province with the econ-
omy and in other parts of Canada as well, it would
seem very remiss of the Federal Government to
further add to their burdens by imposing this manda-
tory metric conversion upon them. We have heard
quotations of various prices of scales and various
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other equipment these merchants would need and it
is not always easy for a small business person to add
at least $3,000 into their expenses for a year just to
buy something to sell meat, for instance, when really
it doesn’'t matter to the customer that they don’t have
any metric. It matters to the customer that they know
whatthey're getting and what price they're paying for
it.

The customer is continually being bombarded with
metric and | think — | not only think, | know, from
being a shopper for a household, or two households
at the present now, that | find it very difficult to know
just exactly what I'm getting. | probably will always
refer to quarts of milk; | may come out of that but it
seems to me that is one of the natural things that we
have in this country is our reference to goods and
materials by the old Imperial system. It is not of really
great urgency in my mind to change that system and
change us all over night. It crosses my mind that
perhaps the Federal Government will get so con-
cerned about metric that they’ll enter into other fields
and makeitcompulsory too, and | cansee myself and
others being hauled away to jail because we do not
use metric crochet hooks or metric knitting needles.
On that subject, if any of you that are involved in doing
handwork over the years, it'sbeen a great source of
frustration to myself and | know a great many others,
that there already weretwo different forms of measur-
ing needlework equipment and now we have a third,
so it further compounds the fracture and we have to
be continually with little charts and little gauges
decidingjust exactly what we're using for equipment.
Then, when we finally decide what equipmentwe'reto
use, we have to enter into the problem of the material
we're buying is measured in a different way from what
we're used to and we end up justbuyingsomeyarnto
do some knitting and we haven't a clue whether we'll
finish the garment or not. | know | have trouble with
that.

I'm tempted also to mention another problem that
I've had is cookbooks. | am an inveterate reader of
recipes and | find that I'm afraid that if I'm going to
enterinto the realm of metric cooking that gastronom-
ical nightmares will be the result and my family —
well, | don’t have much time to cook now — but they’ll
probably be delighted if | don’t have any time at all.

| think probably in that regard we'll go back to the
old, old system that my Great Grandmother used
where cookbooks mentioned a pinch of salt, butter
the size of an egg and various other things and per-
haps we, too, may be required to pay the price if the
Federal Government decides to get into that realm of
things too. | can see myself smuggling measuring
cups across theborder from the United States if we're
insisted on using this sort of thing, so that | can still
use my vast collection of cookbooks.

It strikes me that if we can afford to put bilingual
labels on everything we sell and buy in Canada, we
shouldalsobe able to puttwodifferentlabelsasfaras
weights and measures on them as well, so that those
people who find it difficult to do and to convert can
probably still know what they're buying and what
they're working with if the labels are put on in both
Imperial and metric.

The White Paper mentioned that the Federal Gov-
ernment would be consulting with the people about
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this system. They said that they should be consulting
with the people and all of a sudden we find that it is
compulsory and an arbitrary deadline has been
imposed upon us as far as conforming with metric
scales and such. | don't ever recall being asked
whether | liked that or not and I’'m sure a great many
other people are in the same boat.

As far as the temperature, | suppose we’'ll get used
to that. | sort of look upon the weather, not by the
temperature anymore; | decide whether I'll wear one
sweaterortwoorputonacoatoraparka;that'sabout
how | gauge the temperature. | really have no wish to
carry a pocket calculator around when | listen to the
news to decide whetherit's cold or warm out. We can
usually tell by guess or by golly, | guess, without that.

I'm disappointed that the Federal Government has
chosen to impose this on the people of Canada with
so little input from the Canadians who will be most
affected and | continue to register my disrespect for
their tactics.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member of Eco-
nomic Development.

MRS. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to speak in sup-
port of the amended resolution. | wish to draw the
attention of the House to the fact that the three parties
did support, in principle, the conversion to metric
back in 1970 and since then the debate seems to have
centred on the method in which the Liberal Govern-
ment in Ottawa have been implementing the metric
system.

| submit that's the sensible route to go right now.
We would havebeenmuch furtheralong, Mr. Speaker,
if there had been an orderly transition to the metric
system as was originally recommended. It was
recommended that conversion be on a voluntary
basis, that it proceed sector-by-sector and that to the
extent possible the conversion process be co-
ordinated with what was going on in the United
States. Some of the objections that have been raised
to this proposal, Mr. Speaker, have come about from a
failure to follow those approaches.

Mr. Speaker, we're faced with a situation now of
focusing on the objecting to the process or of saying
that the conversion is a mistake from the word go and
should not be endorsed. Mr. Speaker, make no mis-
take about it, the members on this side are critical of
the process of conversion but not of the principle of
conversion.

Mr. Speaker, a change in something such as mea-
surement system is not something that should strike
terrorinto the hearts of every Manitoban. | submit, Mr.
Speaker, that every child who goes through school in
this province has been exposed to this system, Mr.
Speaker, and | submit that children seem to be able to
get their heads around measurement systems and by
the same token I'm sure that the adult population of
Manitoba will be able to do it too. Mr. Speaker, like a
lot of adults we tend to think that if a person doesn’t
immediately master the system and is not able to talk
about hectometres and decametres and centimetres
and so on. with complete ease that somehow, Mr.
Speaker, they could never master the metric system.

| submit, Mr. Speaker, the way people learn to use
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measurement systems is not by mastering the theory
or the mathematics of a system in one fell swoop.
Anyone who has worked with youngsters knows that
they start out with a feeling of something being big or
small, long or short, more or less, and they get these
concepts, Mr. Speaker, by handling things by trying
things out and by gradually getting closer and closer
to being able to use the system. Children are notor-
iously inventive in handling money, in handling mea-
surements, in handling counting and they're able to
master the concepts that are necessary in their daily
life or that are meaningful for them. | know that the
literature in teaching arithmetic to young children is
full of stories of how children who fail their arithmetic
year after year and are even considered retarded are
able to go and purchase food or candy or whatever at
the local store and, Mr. Speaker, they can tell when
they've gottheright change, they can even wheedle a
little extra money on occasion from parents, relatives
and friends and they’re very canny about the value of
money and how to handle it because it's important to
them.

| submit, Mr. Speaker, that most adults are capable
of learning how to handle a change in measurement. |
don’t know how the members opposite deal with the
morning reports on weather; | know | started off when
| heard the metric with finding out what was freezing
level and also what was a nice sunny day or an aver-
age temperature for my house, Mr. Speaker, and |
started with a few basic concepts. If it's zero, | know
it's pretty cold and things are going to freeze; if it's 20,
| know it's comfortable and | go up and down from
there, Mr. Speaker. | sometimes play around with try-
ing to make conversions when it's up around 37 or 38
to see if it's really 100 degrees or 97-'.. But | submit,
Mr. Speaker, that as it becomes necessary for me to
know more precise measurements, Mr. Speaker, |
learn how to refine my awareness. The same with
kilopascals, when it's necessary for me to know if |
were going sailing or if | were going out on the lake
and | tend to get seasick, then, Mr. Speaker, | submit
that | would find out precisely what the range is and
what the conversionwasandinthat way, Mr. Speaker,
people make conversions.

Now, those of us who spend a fair bit of time in the
kitchen and they number quite a few people with that
type of experience, Mr. Speaker, have spent a lot of
time with tsp’s and Tbsp’s and cups and so on. Some
of us haveeven lived in other countries and we occa-
sionally had to use a recipe that might appear in a
newspaper or we might hear it on the radio and, Mr.
Speaker, | had that experiencelivingin England and |
submit that even there, the fount of Imperial mea-
surement, they don’tinstructtheir housepersons how
to cook in English terms, they talk about a handful of
this, a pinch of that, a knuckle of that or a fairamount
of, or flavour to taste. Mr. Speaker, people there man-
age to turn out reasonably tasty meals because they
adapt to the measurement system.

Mr. Speaker, | sometimes wonderifinthedebate on
metric we seem to sometimes dip into the ludicrous. |
know | remember reading years ago when they were
converting to metric in that country of India, that
exotic country, Mr. Speaker, where somehow elec-
tions are still conducted with the pictures on the ballot
rather than names, and would you believe that the
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conversion to metric was accomplished in India in
very few years because people weren't so sophisti-
cated they thoughtthey couldn’tlearnanymore. They
hadn’t been to school and sort of got the idea that if
they didn't know it when they were 6 or 7 like that and
get a 100 percent in their paper that they couldn’t
learn anything. So, Mr. Speaker, | submit that people
can learn to change if there is a valid reason.

Now, valid reason, my friends opposite have been
showing a great deal of interst, Mr. Speaker, in
upgrading the technological skills here in Manitoba
andthey show a great deal of interest inimproving our
industrial system, in developing our export capacity;
indeed, in becoming full, effective partners in the 20th
Century world of trade and commerce. Now, Mr.
Speaker, an ability todealwith different measurement
systems, to deal with different exchange rates, differ-
ent kinds of money, indeed, to function well in the
scientific and technological field, which has been
using a primarily metric base for as long as | can
remember. | certainly did all my chemistry and phys-
ics labs at the university in the metric system and, Mr.
Speaker, found in inordinately simple and logical to
use. | submit, Mr. Speaker, that if we're serious about
finding our way in this 20th Century, leading into the
21st Century that if we're afraid of learning and con-
verting to a universal measurement system, God help
us, Mr. Speaker, in our attempts to enter the modern
world of trade and commerce, because that kind of
conversion, Mr. Speaker, is a very simple component
but a necessary component if we're going to manage
achangein that direction.

Now, Mr. Speaker, | guess Il leave it to the
members opposite to develop the concept of hec-
tares, etc. Let me talk about speed with relation to
automobiles. Mr. Speaker, | tend not to buy, | haven't
in the past, | ormy family haven't gone in for new cars,
with the result that we have for years driven a car
which has the old speeds, the old mileages on it. |
must confess that forawhile | was a little bitbemused
as to whether the speed | was going was permissible
ornotandoccasionally, becausel liketogoatleast as
fast as I'm allowed to on the highway, it did take me a
little while to work out what the basic conversions
were and to remember them because that's the
second part of it. But you know, Mr. Speaker, | got a
few reference points. | knew that if | was on such and
such a highway, | daren't go over there unless |
wanted to run the risk of a ticket, Mr. Speaker, and
until | acquired a ratherfancy automobile that had all
the conversionsonitbecauseitwasanewerautomo-
bile, it served me quite well and | don't recall running
afoul of the law because | was ignorant of the metric
system.

Infact, inbalance, Mr. Speaker, | feel that the metric
system, a system of measurement after all, is just a
means to an end. It's a convenience. It's a necessary
way we have of communicating with one another, Mr.
Speaker, and in the areas where ignorance or failure
to comprehend the metric system is of great impor-
tancesuch as — and | sympathize very much with the
plight of the farmerwho’s measuring out quantities of
chemical to be used on the land. | recognize, Mr.
Speaker, that there are few occasions where ignor-
ance of the new system could lead a Manitoban into
making a costly and dangerous error and | accept
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that, but | also suggest the kind of information | listen
to every day on the noon hour broadcast for the
farmers or material | see that goes outto farmershasa
lot of numbersinit, forafarmer to follow alittle grid of
figures and calculate the conversions in terms of
quantity of chemical and amount of water or whatever
has to be added, my respect for the farmer’s ability is
very high. | think if they were given encouragement
and assistance which | think is coming their way, Mr.
Speaker, that they would make the transition very
very comfortably.

I might pun and say you have nothing to lose but
your chains, except the members opposite may have
forgotten that chains were one of the very popular
methods of the Imperial measurement system back a
few years. But, Mr. Speaker, they are no longer terri-
bly functional, that form of measurement, nor is the
rod terribly useful and so as those items of measure-
ment have fallen into disuse, the members of the pub-
lic generally are ignorant of what they mean.

The point I'm trying to make, Mr. Speaker, is that
people learn measurements when it makes sense to
them and given a reasonable opportunity to practice
with quantities, lengths, measures of temperature or
wind, they are quite capable and willing to make that
transition. | submit that conversion to metric is not
one of those great hurdles that it takes a pentathlon
athlete toleap over, Mr. Speaker. It's a very moderate
little hurdle along the way to a more integrated world
economy and a more advanced technology and it is
one that | have full confidence that the people of
Manitoba are quite capable of jumping over.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR. CLAYTON MANNESS (Morris): Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. I'd like to speak against the amended motion.
| would like to indicate my reason for doing so isn't
that possibly six or seven years ago, it might not have
been the proper resolutiontobedebating atthis time.
As a matter of fact, | can safely say or honestly say that
some five or six years ago, | would have and | could
have supported it, but things have changed over the
last five years and | would say right now that the way
the present amended resolution is so worded, in fact,
everything that has occurred within the whole metrifi-
cation of this country has violated the White Paper of
which the resolution speaks. So it appears to me that
the amended resolution really has very little bearing
because how muchofourwholeeconomic system, as
we understand it, is left to change?

| would say that it's tradition of an NDP supporter
that, in fact, you bury your head in the sand and even
though all the water’'s pretty well gone under the
bridge, you still hold on to those ideals that say, well,
in principle the three parties supporteditandwedid,
and the fact that so many things have changed in
violation of that particular White Paper, people still
holdontothatbeliefthat, well, we'll wake upand we'll
do it in the orderly fashion which we had promised
ourselves as a nation that we would do. That's why |
say right at the beginning that | have to support the
original resolution as placed by the Member for
Roblin-Russell as it was there previously because at
least that resolution had some teeth. It said it'll delay
whatever is left to change, delay it until the United
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States at least finds themselves in the position to
change their system or until we can voluntarily accept
it. So | say to you that if any of the motions and, of
course, we have to debate the amended one at this
particular time, but certainly the previous one is the
onethathadtheteeth, andthat’s what| think our side
is looking for.

Sobeginning with those few words, Mr. Speaker, I'd
liketothen saythatl rejecttheamendmentandldoso
because of the compulsory nature that has been
broughtto bear slowly perhaps in thebeginning of the
‘70s, but since the last three or four years, we found
almost every sector of our economy and our society
being forced to change. | don’tthink I'lleverforgetthe
comment made by the Minister of Economic Devel-
opment. She says, change is good if there is a valid
reason, and | guess we all agree. Now we have to
define what a valid reason is and | suppose we'll dis-
agreeon many areas what avalid reason is to many of
the changes that have been brought forward.

To me, one of the most basic areas of concern and
the most unfortunate situation throughout this all is
the compulsive nature of the system being broughtin
tied into the needless cost, and you take those two
aspects, you putthem togetherand| think you have a
situation where you can expect a large part of this
country of ours to reject the whole system. | think
today ifyoutook a plebiscite orifyoutook avote of all
those people, you'd probably find that there were a
vast majority that were opposed to the whole intro-
duction of metric. Of course, my learned friends will
say, well, they're not the enlightened ones, they're
only the day-to-day people who have to work in it
though, | might add. )

What about the cost? Well, I'd like to relate one
experience to the House if | could, because we went
onourown farm, we puta major expansioninto one of
our seed plants and we had to convert our scale. Of
course, scale conversions’ are known through all
aspects of society where you have toweigh and mea-
sure. | can tell you what that cost was toour particular
farm. The weighingdeviceinitselfwassome $3,000.00.
But just the additional cost — and it was a digital
read-out type of scale —justto have that extra button
which converted the pounds to the kilograms was
some additional $1,000.00. At least we had the oppor-
tunity to build that $1,000 cost in right at that time
because itwasanew installation. Had the scale been
some, oh, let's say as recent as three years old, the
total cost would have been some $2,000 or $3,000.00.
The cost which, of course, was just passed on to our
seed-grain customersasthe economic systemsaysit
has to be done. So there was a real cost to ourselves
which was passed on to our clientele and again, for

-what good cause? That is the question. What good

cause did it serve? Our customers have come in ever
since and although we still sell out grain to them by
way of bushel, pound and bushel, stillan extracharge
had to go on to the commodity to pay for that cost?
What about the small independent businessman?
Whatl find intriguing in this whole areais that this is
the so-called individual that my friends opposite say
that they support, that small individual businessper-
son, the backbone of our society, the one that has no
market clout whotakes but cannot give. He's the one
that can’'t necessarily pass on immediately this total
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cost. He's the one that has to meet his customer up
frontandhasto nodoubttry and convince him of the
argument of metric. Yet, | don’t see where the members
opposite in any shape or form or any way whatsoever
rise to the rescue of that small independent busi-
nessman. It makes me wonder if, in fact, the people
opposite, what has been their cost associated with
this change? I'm willing to bet that as close as any of
them have come to bearing the cost associated with
the metric change has probably been the change of
the bathroom scale to a metric scale. How can you
judge? How can you really feel what a whole large
partin ahopefully thriving part of our society is going
through? )

Of course, the camouflage and the change of sys-
tems. What happens when you change from one sys-
tem to another? Whatis covered up? What changesin
prices and is it a strictly proportional cost change as
you increase the price of beef from X dollars a pound
to something 2.2 times greater. These are the areas
that lead into buyer concern and to buyer disagree-
ment with many of their merchants.

Then we look at the propaganda system that has
been used in an attempt to sell this whole thing and |
suppose, personally, | find this almost a most distaste-
ful aspect of this whole metrification procedure. You
see it everywhere. | see where the three governments
on this Core Area Initiative Program have spent
$600,000 just to advertise the fact that thare’s a pro-
gram. | see where the Federal Government is spend-
ing $8 million just to glamorize our new Constitution
— $8 million. Yet I'm told that if you go into a book-
store and you want to buy a Constitution, the
unabridged version of our Constitution, you pay $3
forit, even though I'm glad to know that at least in my
small post office, we've been given Constitutional lea-
flets which gives us the basic Charters and that'’s fine.
But | understand if you go into the bookstores today
to buy a Constitution, it costs you $3.00, but yet, the
Federal Government can spend some $8 million just
to tell us how fortunate we are to have one and how
great we are to be Canadian. Then you go to that
monitor, that red magazine, red in colour, and it tells
us how much we enjoy this changeover and | wonder
what the true cost is of that? What purpose does it
serve? | keep asking myself that question and | can’t
come up with an answer. | suppose it keeps people
employed and that's maybe a benefit of some sort.

Well, what are the benefits then? There has to be a
benefit. There have to be benefits to this whole pro-
gram. —(Interjection)— Well, there have to be, you
know, they have to tie in again to that Minister's com-
ments “if there is a valid reason” and other valid rea-
sons, are they the benefits of which all of us attempt to
seek the solution? Are they the benefits that we're
looking for when we try to tell ourselves that this
systemis proper andis one that we should have? Well,
I honestly don’t see where there are any local benefits
whatsoever to changing to the metric system, unless
of course government sees some opportunity to tax
becausethrough manufacture priceincreases, there’s
ahighertaxrate to bear. Of course, thereis the oppor-
tunity to keep a larger bureaucracy busy and selling
the whole function.

Well, what can | accept in this whole regard? As it's
been pointed out many times, our party was party to

the whole attempt in seeing the orderly evolution of a
metric system in this country; | don't pretend to back
away fromthat commitment. But, Ithinkthekey is the
orderly evolution. | have a feeling that the Federal
Government through the ‘70s has broken faith with
not only our party but indeed with the NDP Party at
the time who supported them in the basic concept. |
can see where the benefits can accrue in those
export-related areas; certainly grain was one of them
and grain, of course, is traded in the world in metric
tonnes for years. In those particular areas there
already was a changeover and | can in other areas
that, in fact, hadn’t changed over that there was good
reason. Butagain, letthoseindustries and those parts
of our economic system that saw some benefit in
making that change, let them do it on their own time
andintheirown place.

Again, as we become atrading nation and as we see
where that one-third of those nations, because it
seems to me that two-thirds of our trade is with the
United States, much of it in areas where there is no
call for metric requirements. But in that other one-
third of our whole trade portfoliowhere we go out and
move products into those countries in the world
where a metric system exists, well, by all means, let's
use the gentle persuasion to have ourindustriesmake
that change. But in those other areas where there is
absolutely no benefit and in those areas where we
trade with the United States and those products
within those product lines where there is no require-
ment for metrification, then let us not rush into it.

In the business area and within the borders of our
own country, now that the concept has been intro-
duced some 10 years ago, as the associations within
all areas as they work towards what they feel is some
advantage if they change, well, thenletthem doit. |
don’t know how many industries within our country
have not as yet changed, but if it is their desire to
change of their own free will, then let them do it on
some type of an orderly basis. Just as we've had the
orderly development of a bilingual Canada and it's
come through no major compulsion, well, let our met-
ricsystemalsodevelopinthatsame mannerand, you
know, in our government, our Federal Government
will offend an awful lot fewer peopleif thatis allowed
to occur in that type of manner.

Mr. Speaker, I'll close at this time by again reiterat-
ing why | got up to speak on the amended resolution
and | have to speak against it; again, not because of
what it says, but because it says it some six years too
late. | feel that the previous motion made, aresolution
made by the Member for Roblin-Russell, indeed, was
the one that had the teeth in it and was the one that, |
think, the vast majority of citizens in Canada would
care to support at this time. Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Radisson.

MR. GERARD LECUYER (Radisson): Mr. Speaker,
Monsieur le Président, j'ai déja parlé de cette résolu-
tion lorsqu’elle a été originalement présentée. Cette
fois, j'ai 'occasion de parlersurl’amendement. If | had
the feeling | would be understood, | would continuein
that direction.

Having heard the Member for Morris stand up and
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say a moment ago that he has to ask himself the
question, “What are the benefits, what are the valid
reasons?” — and having asked himself these ques-
tions hesays, “Well, | can't support thisamendment. |
have to rejectit.” But then he goes on to tell us some of
the changes that he has made in their own operation
in a seed plant and | say, how can he not support it,
because if we don’t support it or basically he says |
would have supported the original resolution which
says let's put astopto thisforthe next 10 years. Ifyou
putastopon this forthenext 10 years | say, why did
he go and spend this money uselessly? | say one
reason for supporting the amendment is for the very
fact that's he's put out some money already in this
regard.

I might say, Mr. Speaker, that is the case for thou-
sands of other people in Canada, the case of thou-
sands of small business people, thousands of farmers
who spent money, making or adapting to the metric
system. Now, to stop at this time is actually a much
greater waste of money than what the additional
expenses or expenditures that are to come down the
road. They say, "l can’t support it because the White
Paper has violated its original, or at least the intent of
the White Paper, which was supported by all parties in
theHouse of Commons has been violated.” | agree. |
agree with that; it has been violated. We say in this
amendment, let's go back to the principles of the
White Paper. Let's get them not to make this manda-
tory but let’s have this White Paper implemented, this
metric conversionimplementedin an orderly fashion,
notby compulsion. That’s not what we're saying.

Ontheotherhand,tosaythatby implementingthis
amendment is to say we're putting our heads in the
sand, I'm sorry | can't see it that way. | say by saying
let's waitfor10 or 15 years, that's puttingyourheadin
the sand. If you say, let's wait for the United States to
goat our rate, that's putting your head in the sand and
say, well, we’ll waitfor the United States to come and
pullit out for us. That's being regressive; that's going
back 10 years. That's being conservative. Ten years
too late, always too late.

The Member for Morris awhile ago said, “Four or
five years ago, | could have supported this type of
amendment.” Four years ago, they were in power. |
didn’t see them introduce that type of a resolution.
When we look at Ottawa, when it was debated and it
was debated four times in the last 10 years, what do
we see? We see the Conservatives having supported
this in Ottawa. —(Interjection)— Regressive, regres-
sive. The Member for Morris says, “l already spentthe
money making the conversion.” As | said, again, a
valid reason for supporting the amendment. He further
says, “Anyway, | passed the costs on to my customers
and whatever | haven't been able to pass on to my
customers, I've claimed on my income tax.” That's
what has happened, so there is no additional cost for
the small businessman like the Member for Morris.
They say let's go at therate of the United States, just
like the rate of the United States inthe economic field,
let's be Reagonomics and stuff like that.

| admit there are difficulties to making such a con-
version; | admit there are additional costs; and | admit
that | do not like the compulsion or the mandatory
aspect attached to it,and that's the very reason for the
amendment that we have introduced, thevery reason

forit. But, I'mnotso sure thatit's the expense that is
bothering the members across, I'm notso sureit’s the
mandatory aspect that's bothering them either,
because as I've said before the major expenditures
have already been borne by the public of Canada. The
mandatory aspects eventually, if this . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The Honourable
Member for Morris on a Pointof Order.

MR. MANNESS: Mr. Speaker, I'm wondering if the
Member for Radisson will submit to a question?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Radisson.

MR.LECUYER: If time permits when I'm finished, Mr.
Speaker.

I was saying I'm not so sure that it's the expense or
the mandatory aspect of it because eventually if we
were to adopt the metric conversion in an orderly
basis eventually there wouldn’'t be such a thing as
mandatory aspects anyway, everybody would be
using. Members say, well, | don’t know what a hectare
means, butif he goes outside of Canada or the United
States nobody understands what an acre means, and
I've had that experience because for five years that |
was in Africa, East Africa and North Africa, through-
out Europe nobody understood what | was speaking
of when | was talking about a bushel and an acre.
—(Interjection)— Well, if the Member for Morris who
comes from the agricultural sectorhad takenthe time
out to look at some of the information that comes
along with the agricultural products which he, | pre-
sume, he uses if he farms to any degree efficiently, he
would have noticed that on all containers for years
now both systems were used and he would have
noticed, of course, that a hectare is 2-'2acres. | would
think that the basic fact for opposing thisamendment
is basically to make a nuisance of themselves.

| sympathize with those who have difficulties in
making conversions and that is why | fail to under-
stand, | agree that the Federal Government has been
spending an awful lot of money in making people
understand what the metricsystem s all about, away
too much, | presume. But on the other hand, | know
for sure what the comment would be they hadn’t
spent; they're introducing this and not helping us to
understand. So you can't win either way.

| feel it is the responsibility of all levels of govern-
ment if they introduce changes and a change which
was agreed upon by all three parties then it becomes
the responsibility of all levels of government to help
peopletounderstand what the systemis allaboutand
‘help them use it. You have tons of tools of rulers, of
whatever, thermometers and whatever you want to
think about to help you understand to make the metric
system and if you still can’tunderstand, I'm sureifyou
went to your grade two, grade three, grade four child
he would help you to understand how to use the
insecticides and whatnot that you need on your farm.
I'm sure you wouldn’t take the risk of just going
blindly and spreading chemicals onthe farm,youcan
go and ask your grade two son or grade three daugh-
ter and I'm sure she can help you and get you out
of difficulty.
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| can't believe, Mr. Speaker, that anyone who is
knowledgeable enough to sit in this House or is
knowledgeable to balance his own budget would not
be able to make that kind of an adaptation or he would
notbeabletouse the metric systemin operating of his
farm or his small business. | would further . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The time being 5:30,
when we next reach this Resolution the honourable
member will have ten minutes remaining.

The Honourable Government House Leader.

MR. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, | do move, seconded by
the Honourable Minister of Education, that the House
do now adjourn until 2:00 o’clock tomorrow after-
noon. It is my understanding that Committees will
continue at 8:00 p.m. this evening.

MR. SPEAKER: With theunderstandingthat members
willreconvenein Committee at 8:00 p.m. thisevening,
it is moved by the Honourable Government House
Leader and seconded by the Honourable Minister of
Education that the House do now adjourn. Agreed?
(Agreed).

The House is accordingly adjourned and will stand
adjourned until 2:00 p.m. tomorrow afternoon
(Tuesday)
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