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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Monday, 6 December, 1982

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

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: Presenting Peti-
tions . . . Reading and Receiving Petitions . . .
Presenting Reports by Standing and Special Commit-
tees . . . Ministerial Statements and Tabling of
Reports . . .

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

HON. M. DOLIN: Mr. Speaker, | have a Ministerial
Statement that | would like to introduce. It is being
prepared at this moment; it should be here within
about five or ten minutes. | would like permission of
the House to present it at that time.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR.A.RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, since the Government
is following this Session in the same course of action
that it followed in the last, not being able to organize
the affairs of Government properly, we will agree to
return to Ministerial Statements.

MR. SPEAKER: So agreed by the House. Notices of
Motion . . .

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

HON. R. PENNER introduced Bill No. 2, The Law
Enforcement Review Act - La loi sur les enquétes
relatives & I'application de la loi. (Recommended by
Her Honour the Lieutenant-Governor).

HON. B. URUSKI introduced Bill No. 3, The Farm
Lands Ownership Act - Laloi sur la propriété agricole
(Recommended by Her Honour the Lieutenant-
Governor); and BillNo. 7, An Acttoamend The Dairy
Act.

HON. J. BUCKLASCHUK introduced Bill No. 8, An
Acttoamend The CorporationsAct;andBillNo.9, An
Acttoamend The Partnership Act.

HON. R. PENNER introduced Bill No. 11, An Act to
amend The Registry Act.

HON. A. MACKLING introduced Bill No. 12, The
Water Rights Act - Loi sur les droits d'utilisation de
'eau.

MR.SPEAKER: Does the Honourable Minister have a
message to accompany the introduction of that bill?

HON. A. MACKLING: No.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Labour.

HON. M. DOLIN: | would ask leave to introduce the
Ministerial Statementthatl mentioned earlier. (Agreed)
| am pleased to announce that the Governments of
Canada and Manitobatodaysigned alLetter of Under-
standing which will lead to joint federal-provincial
funding of $24 million to create several thousand addi-
tional jobs in Manitoba. The details of this arrange-
ments are expected to be finalized within a week.

This joint program, called The New Employment
Expansion and Development Program, or NEED, will
provide a contribution towards wages as well as
administrativeandoverheadcosts. Projects may cover
a wide range of activities and be located anywhere in
the province. They must contribute to the social and
economic bettermentoftheprovinceandmustinvolve
the creation of additional jobs.

Both Governments have agreed that priority will be
giventothose projects which are labour intensive and
supportive of the two Governments’ employment
strategies. Theseprojects will enhancethe creation of
ongoing employment and will position employers,
communities and participants to take advantage of
this province’s economic recovery.

| am pleased to note that the federal-provincial pro-
jectsfunded under the NEED programare in addition
to the provincial job creationinitiatives being planned
or already in progress. These provincial initiatives
include:

The Department of Labour and Manpower’s North-

" ernEmployment Programs and the Manitoba Employ-
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ment Action Program, which will provide $3.1 million
for the creation of some 1,120 jobs;

The Department of Northern Affairs, Northern Job
CreationPrograms, which will provide $ 1.9 million for
the creation of approximately 615 jobs;

The Department of Urban Affairs, City of Winnipeg
Sewer and WatermainRenewal Programis projecting
expendituresof2.5million for the creation of upto 515
jobs;

The Manitoba Housing and Renewal Corporation’s
activities include a program for accelerated repair of
rural public housing with a budget of $1 million and

“expecting to employ up to 600 people; the Critical

Home Repair Program, with a $3 million budget, is
already employing 1,000 contractors; the Homes in
Manitoba Program, with a budget of 50 million, is
projected to employ 2,000 people from the end of
August, 1982 to the end of 1983;

The Department of Energy and Mines Retrofit Pro-
gram will employ in this fiscal year a projected 200
people at a cost of $200,000;

Temporary job creation in the mining sector will
have resulted in employment for more than 550 peo-
pleinshort term jobs through the co-operation of the
Departments of Energy and Mines, Labour and Man-
power, and the Federal Canada Employment and
Immigration Commission.

The Department of Government Services will spend
approximately $3.7 million by accelerating more than
70projectsinvolving public capitalworksprojects this
winter. Thiswill employ severalhundred people in the
hard-hit construction industry.

| am also pleased to mention that our initiatives in
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the area of youth and student employment this past
summer assisted in the creation of over 6,800 jobs.
Similar initiatives are being planned for next summer.

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

MR.G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, with the depressing,
appalling, discouraging job situation, which was made
public in Manitoba last Friday, the Opposition wel-
comes any announcement that will create jobs for
some of the 52,000 unemployed persons in Manitoba,
particularly at a time when the Manitobaratehasrisen
so much higher than the national rate and when
Manitoba is leading the increase in unemployment
statistics across this country. We wonder at the
necessity of including in this Ministerial Statement a
summary of what this Government has been doing
andhasannounced overthepastyearonanumberof
occasions. Fully three-quarters of this announcement
has already been previously announced. What the
Minister, | would have hoped would have said, Mr.
Speaker, wasthatshe was going towithdraw the pay-
roll tax so that tax, which is creatingunemploymentin
Manitoba and which is reducing the wages of people
working in Manitoba, would be withdrawn and that
would create more additional employment opportuni-
ties in Manitoba.

| would have hoped, Mr. Speaker, that the Minister
would have announced a change in attitude towards
investment and towards the private sector in Manit-
oba. Ratherthan announcingManOil and a public life
insurance company, Mr. Speaker, some announce-
ments that would indicate that Manitoba was open for
business, perhaps like Saskatchewan is under a Pro-
gressive Conservative Government, now private sec-
tor and private investment would be welcomed in
Manitoba. We would not have the need to create
make-work projects, Mr. Speaker. We would be creat-
ing permanent jobs in Manitoba.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Natural
Resources.

HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, by leave | am
advised by the Clerk that a message was required for
Bill No. 12 and | so advise the House that Her Honour
the Lieutenant-Governorhasbeenadvised of thecon-
tents of this bill and recommends it to the House.

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MR. SPEAKER: BeforewereachOral Questions, may
| direct the attention of honourable members to the
gallery wherewehave 46 students of Grade Il standing
fromthe West Kildonan Collegiate under the direction
of Mr. Butlerand Mrs. Bailey. This schoolislocatedin
theconstituency ofthe Honourable Minister of Cultu-
ral Affairs.

There are 52 students of Grades 8 and 9 standing
from Richer Schoolunderthedirection of Mr. DeGagne
and Mrs. Bekeris. This school is located in the consti-
tuency of the Honourable Member for La Verendrye.

I'd also like to note that Mr. Ed Whelan, a former
MLA and Cabinet Minister from Saskatchewan, is also
present this afternoon.
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Onbehalfofall of the members, | welcome you here
this afternoon.

ORAL QUESTIONS
Homes in Manitoba Program - housing starts
MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Member for Tuxedo.

MR. G. FILMON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. My ques-
tion is for the Honourable Minister responsible for
Housing and | would like to begin by welcoming him
tohis new responsibilities on the Treasury Bench. My
question, Sir, is how many housing starts have
occurred in Manitoba under funding by the highly
publicized Homes in Manitoba Program that was
announced some three-and-a-half months ago?

MR.SPEAKER: TheHonourableMinister of Housing.

HON. J. STORIE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and |
would like to thank the Member for Tuxedo for his
congratulations. To date, the housing starts that have
been approved under the HIMP program in the indi-
vidual homeowner component represents about 120
units. We're projecting from that tothe end of the year
and we now have every assurance that there will be
upwards of600units built under the program. In fact, |
received word this morning that one builder alone has
pre-sold 100 units under the program and expects to
contribute 170 units to the program by year’s end.

MR. G.FILMON: Mr. Speaker, | know that the Minis-
ter continues tobe optimistic because he continues to
reannounce things that never materialize; but in view
of the fact that interest rates have dropped dramati-
cally during the past year, can the Minister explain
why the housing starts in Winnipeg have dropped to
only 402 for the first nine months of this year as com-
pared to 1,612 for the first nine months of last year
despite theGovernment’sso-called magnificent efforts
in housing?

HON. J. STORIE: Mr. Speaker, as everyone is aware,
the housing starts have not only dropped in the pro-
vince, but have dropped across Canada. The fact is
that in Manitoba in October the housing starts have
increased 160 percent. We're at 200 for the month of
October and that represents a significant increase,
160 percent. When you compare that to what's hap-
pening in some other provinces, we're doing quite
well.

In addition, althoughthehousing program was slow
in getting going in some respects, the fact is that the
housing starts will be there. The fact is, if you talk to
the Homebuilders Association who are doing the
building, that the units will be built. The jobs will be
created in the housing industry and, particularly, the
Homebuilders Association have said on many occa-
sions that this is a good program. It's an imaginative
program and that has been said by everyone asso-
ciated with it.

MR. G.FILMON: Mr.Speaker,before the Ministerhas
his colleagues gather around him and serenade him
witharousing chorusof“How Great Thou Art,” | think
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that I'd like to know how much money the Govern-
ment has committed for advertising and publicity thus
far for the celebrated Homes in Manitoba Program
and, in particular, what was the cost of the eight-page
supplement in the November 20th issue of The Win-
nipeg Free Press covering all the MHRC housing
programs?

HON. J. STORIE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would
like to say, Mr. Speaker, that this program has got
under way with a minimum of development costs and
advertising costs. We expect that overall the imple-
mentation costs are going to represent about 1.4, 1.5
percent of thisprogram. | should say, specifically with
respect to the supplement, | would like and am proud
tosaythatthecostto theprovince onthatsupplement
represented $2,500.00. | will tell you that it cost that
much because, like in all other aspects, this Govern-
ment has worked with the homebuilders to work
together co-operatively to make sure that this pro-
gram is a success.

Twenty-five hundred dollars for an eight-page sup-
plementas aninsertis an incredible bargain and it was
also something that has been commented on very
favourably by everyone who read it.

MR.G.FILMON: Mr. Speaker, | am sure we would all
prefer housing startstofavourable comments. In view
of the fact that there have been approximately 120
housing starts, according to the Minister, or applica-
tions approved for 120 under the Government’s highly
publicized Homes in Manitoba Program compared to
the projection of 650 by December 31st, 1982, and in
view ofthefact that total single family housing starts
in Manitoba are down 75 percent for the first nine
months of this year compared to last year, will the
Minister now admit that his Government’s housing
initiatives have been a total failure and a waste of
taxpayers’ dollars?

HON.J.STORIE: Mr.Speaker, no, lwon'tadmitthat.|
think that when the final tally is in and we have seen a
100 percent increase in the housing starts over the
three months that the program has been operative,
we'll be able to say that definitively.

MR.G.FILMON: Mr. Speaker, | wonder if the Minister
can inform the House and the citizens of Manitoba
why the conversion of rental units to condominiumsin
Winnipeg for the first nine months of 1982 has
increased 256 percent over the same period last year,
from 1,236 to 3,168.

HON. J. STORIE: Mr. Speaker, | could not give any
definitive reason for that. | would indicate thatthere s
a difference between condominiums that have actu-
ally been converted and those that have been regis-
tered as condominiums.

MR. G. FILMON: Mr. Speaker, we're talking actual
conversions, 256 more conversions. That's what we
are talking about and | am sure the Minister is not
aware of it. Perhaps he doesn’t think it'simportant, but
I think it is significant to the rental housing sector.

| would like the Minister, Mr. Speaker, to indicate
whether or not he can confirm that his Rent Regula-
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tion Review staff are many, many months behind and
are processing more than 10,000 rental unit appeals
waiting for decisions with respect to protests under
the rent control legislation.

HON. J. STORIE: Mr. Speaker, the Rent Regulation
Bureau, asthehonourable member willbeaware, has
announced that they anticipate to be able to get
through the backlog of applications for increase as of
the end of the year. The Bureau and the staff are
working extremely hard to make sure that happens
and I'm sure thateveryone understands that the Rent
Regulations Officers were not able to begin their task
actually until October 1st and to date have processed
approximately through 3,000 units and are working
quite effectively. | anticipate thatthey will bedoneby
then.

MR. G. FILMON: As usual, Mr. Speaker, there has
been very little planning going into the Government's
programs, so nobody is on staff to anticipate the
needs. ’

Mr. Speaker, | am going to ask the Minister this
question because his Rent Regulation Review Office
has been unable to clarify the problem on behalf of
tenants at the Courts of St. James where, the Minister
will know of course, after many, many months of
review a decision was finally rendered approximately
three months ago to —(Interjection)— Yes, for the
Minister of Natural Resources, there is indeed a
question.

Mr. Speaker, | want to be sure that the Minister
understands the problem, so I'll go over it carefully.
The decision wasrendered foran 11.3 percentincrease
on that complex of some 657 suites. Because of an
appeal by a few tenants in that particular complex,
that decision has now been placed in limbo. Tenants
at that complex are interested to know whether or not
they ought to be paying at the present time the rent
that was asked for by the landlord, the 11.3 percent
that was arrived at by the Rent Regulation Review
Panel, or the 9 percent thatis called for under the Act.
The tenants have asked and they have notbeen able to
get an answer from the Rent Regulation Review

Bureau. | wonder what the Minister has to say.

HON. J. STORIE: Mr. Speaker, | would hesitate to
give adefinitive answer on that. My assumption is that
they would pay the 9 percent, but | will check and get
an answer for the honourable member.

Beef Income Assurance Program
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for
the Minister of Agriculture. Could the Minister of
Agriculture confirm that he has written off some
$400,000 under the old Beef Income Assurance
Program?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Agriculture.

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, | can confirm that we
are no longer pursuing the collection of, from approx-
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imately 122 producers, monies that were purportedly
owed as calculated by the former administration after
they politically tinkered with the Beef Income Assu-
rance Plan.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, if | understood the
Minister correctly, he said there were some 120 some
producers who are notbeing asked torepay the funds.
Under what authority, Mr. Speaker, is the Minister
acting? Under what legal documentation does he
havetobackupthatdecisionthatwastaken by heand
his Cabinet?

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable
Member for Arthur should know that these producers
who have resisted in making the payments were also
under legal advice. Mr. Speaker, there is an opinion as
well that if those cases went to court that there may be
the likelihood that we would have to recompense the
$2 million that were collected up until now.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, if | understand the
Minister correctly, he's sayingthatthereweresome $2
million collected or approximately. How many pro-
ducers would there be that had honoured the con-
tracts that were written during his prior term or his
colleague’spriortermin office?Howmany producers
have paid back that $2 million?

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, there were so many
changes madetothatprogram by the formeradminis-
tration, Mr. Speaker, the honourabie member should
know that there were approximately 6,000 producers
who joined the plan originally in 1975. In 1980 there
were further changes made to producers telling them
that if they opted out of the plan, they would be for-
given some additional payments that they might or
might not have owed. That reduced the number of
producers in the program to 200. {n the intervening
months, between 1981-82, some producers went
bankrupt; there were other problems with the pro-
gram leaving a net balance of 122 on the program.

The precise amount of how many producers lived
up to the terms, Mr. Speaker, only the Honourable
Member for Arthur can answer that, because no
mathematician can answer that kind of a question
with all the hocus-pokery that went on with that pro-
gram while they were in Government.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. J.DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, the Minister is saying
that only | can answer that question. Is the Minister
then prepared to provide all the names of those con-
tract holders who, at the different stages, paid the
funds back to the province and in fact lived up to their
commitment? | would speculate, Mr. Speaker, if he
wants me to answer the question, seeing as he has
asked it of me, possibly there would be several
hundreds of people that lived up to their commitment.

Mr. Speaker, will the Minister of Agriculture be pre-
pared to provide the names of those people who are
not now going to be forced to pay the money back to
the province? Will he provide the names to the people
of Manitoba and to this Assembly?
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HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, when that Order is
tabled by the Minister of Finance, those names will be
made public.

MR. J. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, The Minister of
Finance, as heis well aware, is somewhat reluctant to
table any information so thatwe are able to capably
debatein an objectiveway the affairs of the Province
of Manitoba and give them some direction which is
necessary.

Mr. Speaker, can the Minister of Agriculture assure
us that document will be tabled within the next 24
hours in this Assembly?

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, no, | cannot assure
him of that. Thefactofthe matteristheinstrumentisa
financial instrument that is to be brought in. If the
honourable member doesn’t realize what the instru-
mentis, it's a financial instrument. It has to be passed
by the Minister of Finance. When that is done, all the
names attached to it will be made public.

Headingley Jail - study re conditions

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort
Garry. :

MR.L.SHERMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, my ques-
tion is to the Honourable Minister of Corrections. |
wonder if he can confirm, Mr. Speaker, that he has
established asecret Commission of Inquiry into con-
ditions at Headingley Jail.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Com-
munity Services.

HON.L.EVANS: Mr.Speaker, | welcome the question
from the honourable member who | know has a great
interest in the correctional system in Manitoba. | can
advise him that we're in the process of establishing - |
wouldn't call it a task force or a broad investigation or
anything likethat - a study. When we have completed
the details, the parameters, etc., the honourable
member would be advised of that information.

MR.L. SHERMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | thank
the Minister for his information. Can he confirm that
this secret Commission of Inquiry into Headingley
Jail is already in place and under way under the
chairmanship of Professor Len Kaminski of the
Department of Social Work of the University of
Winnipeg?

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, we are hoping that we
will get certain individuals who will help us on this
study but we have not officially and formally estab-
lished the study yet.

MR. L. SHERMAN: Can the Minister confirm that he
established thisinquiry as aresult of correspondence
that he has had with me during the past three months
arising out of avery serious escape attempt at Head-
ingley Jail last August involving two very dangerous
offenders, one Neil Baptiste and one Roy Hoffman,
and the incredible and chaotic circumstances that
came to light surrounding that escape attempt?
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HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, | cannot confirm that
but | can advise the honourable member that | spenta
great deal of this summer visiting all of our correc-
tionalinstitutionsincluding Headingley, including the
Remand Centre at Winnipeg and that I've had a great
deal of conversation with staff, senior and middle
management and rank and file staff. I've had many
many hours and days of discussions with various
people in the correctional system and it has brought
us to the conclusion that we should have a compre-
hensive study.

| appreciate getting a letter from the honourable
member but | must admit, Mr. Speaker, thatwas not
thereasonthatprompted ustodoanythinginthe way
of a study.

MR.L. SHERMAN: Mr. Speaker, one final supplemen-
taryon this subject fortoday, Sir. Isthe Ministerdeny-
ing that Professor Len Kaminski has been ordered to
report to him on the situation at Headingley Jalil,
internal, related to security, safety and administration
“as quickly as possible?”

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, the individual the
honourable member refers tois a citizen of Manitoba
and | am in noposition, asindeed nor would he beif he
were in my position, to order an individual citizen in
Manitobatodothis, thatoranything. Sol’m not order-
ing any individual, but as | said earlier, Mr. Speaker,
we have had discussions with an individual to engage
in a study and that has not been finalized or formal-
ized. Whenithas, I'llbeverypleasedto give the details
to the honourable member.

McKenzie Seeds - hirings

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La
Verendrye.

MR.R.BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | direct my
question to the Minister in charge of McKenzie Seeds
and would ask him, in light of the Minister’s interfer-
ence in hiring practice at the Brandon Work Activities
Project and now appears to have had some influence
with regard to the staffing at the Westman Media Co-
operative, | wonder if the Minister could inform the
House astowhat pressures or contact he has had with
the McKenzie Seed Board to hire a friend of his, Mick
Burke, who resigned at the Brandon Work Activity
Centre. What pressure or contact has he had with the
McKenzie Board to hire him at that establishment?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Com-
munity Services.

HON. L. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, I'm not sure whether |
follow the question. The question was very confused
and I'm not sure what the honourable gentleman is
referring to.

| have prided myself over the years, Mr. Speaker,
when I've had association with that company that the
board and management of that company runs the
company in the best interests of the company, that
they are responsible for hiring and firing and it's not
the responsibility of the Minister. That’stheway it has
been and that's the way it is today and any innuendo
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or allegations made by my honourable friend are
totally out of order. They're innuendo and nothing
more than a smear tactic, nothing more than smear
tactics.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please.
ORDERS OF THE DAY
THRONE SPEECH DEBATE

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Member for Riel for an Address to Her
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor in answer to her
Speech at the opening of this Session, standing in the
name of the Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

HON. S.LYON: Thank you, Mr.Speaker. | risetotake
part, Sir, in what | have counted as being, | think, the
19th Throne Speech DebatethatI've had the pleasure
of participating in this House - 19 or 20 - because
sometimes there have been two Throne Speéchesin a
year. | enjoy the honourandthe privilege, Sir, of being
able to participate in this Throne Speech Debate in
1982, leading us into the Session of 1983.

I, first of all, Sir, wish to congratulate you on the
evident full restoration of your good health after the
problems which you suffered fromlastyearand all of
the House rejoice, Sir, in seeing you restored to full
health. Although it may not always appear to be the
case, we on this side of the House are mindful of the
difficult position to which you have been elected by
the members of the Chamber and while from time to
time the job of the Oppositionisto make the job of the
Government difficult, we are never openly trying to
make your job difficult even though that may some-
times escape your attention, Sir.

We would hope - and this is not by way of gratuitous
advice, butratherbyway of a continuation of the rich
tradition of our parliamentary system, that when diffi-
cult decisions must be made by you, as they indeed
must fromtime to time, thatyouwould tendtoerr,as|
think your instinct would lead you to, on the side of
freedom of debate because Parliament, as many oth-
ers Speakershaveputit,isaplacein which the elected

- representatives of the people talk; and when decisions

are made by the Chair with respect to the different
procedural arguments that arise from time to time, it
seems to me over the years as | have observed this
debate and otherdebatesin this House thata Speaker
fromwhatever side of the House who errs on the side
of freedom of debate is being consistent withthatrich
parliamentary tradition of which we are all so proud.

Sir, | wish to congratulate as well the new appoint-
ments of Deputy Speaker and Chairmen of Commit-
tees. We wish them well as they undertake their subsi-
diary responsibilities under your guidance in the
House, and we look forward to working with them
during the continuation of the Session in 1983.

We congratulate as well the new Ministers appointed
since last we met. The numbers are somewhat stag-
gering for a Government that said it was going to
operate with a much smaller Cabinet, but we on a
personal basis wish them good health, satisfactionin
their jobs and a continuation of service to the public
interest, which is why we are all here. Service to the
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narrow partisan interest which seems to motivate
some of my honourable friends opposite is not good
enough. Service to all of the people of Manitoba, ser-
vice to the public interest is why we are here. No
particular creed or narrow partisan philosophy such
asthat espoused by my honourable friends opposite
is sufficient in itself to justify the origination and initia-
tion of public policy. What serves the publicinterest is
what should initiate the public policy in this province.

Mr. Speaker, | was somewhat concerned when |
read in the Throne Speech the mention that two new
departments of Government would be formed during
the course of this Legislative Session. | hope that
doesn’t mean that there will be two new Ministers in
this already overburdened Government; that is over-
burdened in terms of executive numbers. Two new
Ministers are not needed at the present time.

We all know, Sir, that while sometimes an increase
in quantity improves quality, | must say, and any fair
observer must say, that looking at the resources
across the way one would find it difficult to think that
any increase in the quantitative size of the Cabinet
across the way would add much in terms of quality,
given the fact that most of the - what was it that was
referred to by some of the newspapers critics at the
time my honourable friends were elected? That great
reservoir of talent - as we look across the way now, Mr.
Speaker. atthese extinctvolcanoes, atthesedry wells,
we wonder where that great reservoir of talent is that
at one stage so benumbed some of the newspaper
commentators as they looked at the stable - if | may
use that term not in a way meant to demean - when
they looked at the stable that was brought to this
arena by the First Minister. —(Interjection)— | have
nothing against horses, Mr. Speaker, or stables.

Mr. Speaker, | wish as well, not only in the tradi-
tional sense but sincerely, to congratulate the Mover
and the Seconder. The honour that was done to them
by the First Minister in selecting them to move and to
second the Speech is a long treasured one in our
system and | must say that their partisan approach
aside, they acquitted their jobs reasonably well - the
Member for Riel, the Member for Thompson. | felt
rathersorry for them, Sir, because they were asked to
make thebestof what we all have come to understand
was a very poor Speech. Someone was heard to say
that it was a Speech that was characterized more by
the presence of wind and rabbit tracks and that is a
statement, Sir, to which | fully subscribe. Sir, it had
about as much sustenance to it for the unemployed,
for those who are facing economic duress in this pro-
vince, it had about as much sustenance to it as that
thin Dickensian gruel that we have come to expect
from the socialist members opposite when they dis-
pense - as | mentioned to the First Minister the other
day - that equality of misery for which they ideologi-
cally exist.

Mr. Speaker, in rising to participate in the Throne
Speech, | remind you, Sir, and | remind the people of
Manitoba that we on this side of the House offer to
forgo a goodly portion of this debate in order that the
Government of Manitoba might have the opportunity
to remedy some of its deficiencies over the past year
and might try to bring some order out of the chaos
which they are apparently administering under the
guise of government in this province and to bringina
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new Budget Speech at this time relative to the expen-
ditures for this year, 1982 and 1983, up to March 31st
of 1983, because it is apparent to any fair observer that
this Government has in many respects lost control
over the public purse in this province and is really
unable, without the help of the Opposition, to give to
the people of Manitoba that kind of prudent manage-
ment of their public affairs, which the people of
Manitoba thought they were going to be getting last
November 17th when they gave them the honour,
albeit temporarily, to act as trustee for their public
affairsin this province. So | suggest, Mr. Speaker, that
offer still stands.

If this Government can get its act together long
enough tobringin anew Budget within the next week
or two, we will forgo days of the Throne Speech
Debate in order to permit the Government to bring it
in.

What is the purpose of the new Budget? Well, the
purpose was stated very concisely and clearly by my
colleague, the Opposition House Leader, our Finance
critic, the Member for Turtle Mountain, when he said
on the 18th of November, “The new Budget should
repeal, first of all, the 1.5 percent payroll tax intro-
duced in May of 1982.” That’s No. 1, and | think mostin
this House - except a few on that side of the House
who privately are supportive of that but publicly have
to tow the line - most people in Manitoba would cer-
tainly support that.

No. 2: Provide the public, the citizens of Manitoba,
with a detailed updating of the province’s revenue
projections and borrowing requirements. Now, Mr.
Speaker, the Finance critic on Friday brought to the
attention of the House the fact that the Second Quar-
terly Report which traditionally is in the hands of all
members of the Legislature, and in the hands of the
people of Manitobamore importantly, well in advance
of this date has so far not been produced by the
Government opposite forreasonsthat I'm going to go
into | suggest alittle bit later on, reasons of manipula-
tion of the debate in this House.

So we need a Budget statement in order that they
can give us not only the‘Quarterly Statement, but that
they can tell us how they are planning to handle the
balance of the expenditures and revenue situation for
this fiscal year.

No. 3: They should be providing the public with a
detailed accounting of savings achieved through their
much publicized Repriorization Program. We didn’t
hear anything in the Throne Speech about reprioriza-
tion. We didn’t hear about how this Government is
responding to its fundamental mandate which is to
prudently attend to the fiscal affairs of the province,
not aword - worse than that, Mr. Speaker, a failure to
bring in the Quarterly Report. Now we know what my
honourable friends opposite think about accountabil-
ity; they don't like it. Mr. Speaker, whether they like it
or not, we're going to make good legislators out of
them, and they’re goingto like it. If we have to rub their
noses, so to speak, in Quarterly Reports, that’s what
we'll do.

| tell you this, Mr. Speaker, that if my honourable
friends don't clean up theiract, their manipulative act,
with respect to the timing of information that should
be in the hands of the public, then we, Sir, intend to
introduce resolutions and/or statutory amendments
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into this House which will cause this Government to
say to the people of Manitoba, yes, we believe in
accountability or no, we will vote against measures
that are meant to put a time limit on when we must fess
up, when we must account to the people of Manitoba.
Mr. Speaker, they're great people for talking about
freedom of information.

In the Throne Speech we heard the other day, this
beleaguered bunch of extinct volcanoes across the
way talked about a Freedom of Information Act. They
were goingto be in the forefront of giving information
to the people of Manitoba. Well, Mr. Speaker, we're
beginning to find that the only information they want
to give to the people of Manitoba is very selective
information, their own propaganda and things of that
sort. But when the accounts of the people of Manitoba
to which they are entitled by precedent and practice
that we initiated in this Legislature, when those are
brought before their executive group, their Cabinet
group, the Cabinet group startto play games and say,
“Aren't we cute. We're going to deny the Leader of the
Opposition the right to hit us over the head with that
Second Quarterly Report. We'll just keep that Quar-
terly Report for a day or two more.”

Well, Mr. Speaker, the people of Manitoba can see
through that kind of cheap ruse, and that’s what it is.
It's a cheap ruse. | would think, Mr. Speaker, that a
Government of Manitoba that professes as this one
doesin all of its party literature, which by implication |
detect they may now want the public of Manitoba to
pay for - and we’ll get to that a later bit later on - |
suspect that this Government which wants to talk
aboutFreedomof Informationand which wantsto talk
about all of the things that it would like to seedone in
theinterestsofcivil liberty in Manitobais really acting
as a hypocritical bunch, because when they are faced
with the obligation of presenting information to the
people of Manitba they refuse to givethatinformation
to this House.

Mr. Speaker, the other reason we wanted a Budget
was to present the Government’'s economic strategy
for both the immediate future and the long term. |
suggest to you, Sir, there was not a tittle of informa-
tion in the Throne Speech at all that would give any
farmer, that would give any mine worker - and there
aren’t too many mine workers in Manitoba who are
working nowadays, Mr. Speaker - that would give any
labouring person in Manitoba, that would give any
small businessman, that would give any person at all
who is trying to make a living in this province, give
them some idea as to the kind of leadership that this
Government is prepared to offer. The Throne Speech
was bereft of that kind of leadership at all. Totally
bereft of it, Mr. Speaker, because for the very simple
reason that none of that kind of initiative, none of that
kind of drive, none of that kind of ability to put
together meaningful programs in consultation with
the private sector exists among the honourable
members opposite.

Propelled as they are by that doctrine of envy which
seems to fireup their spirits every morningand which
seems to at the same time decrease at 2 o’clock every
afternoon to the point when the House adjourns, they
look like abunch of tottering old men when they leave
the House. Propelled by that when they get up in the
morning, and then atthe end of the day after they have
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been faced with having to answer truthfully about
their mandate, about the manner in which they are
husbanding the affairs of the province, then we see,
Mr. Speaker, the kind of material out of which these
people are made. They have no leadership; the only
aimtheyhaveistograspforpower. Theyhavenoplan
for the people of Manitoba. They haven't one mean-
ingful project in the Throne Speech that will create
one long-term meaningful job for the people of
Manitoba.

Last year they were able initially to perpetuate the
mystic idea, which by that time had become a mystic
idea, that they were still working on the three major
development projects for Manitoba; namely, the
Western Power Grid, the Potash Mine, the Alcan
Smelter, and yes, Mr. Speaker, the multimillion dollar
additiontothe Manfor complexat The Pas. Whenthey
mentioned it last year, it was only half-heartedly
because they knew by that time, although they didn't -
they weren’tforthright enough to tell the House - they
knew atthat time that they had frittered them all away,
and in this Speech, Mr. Speaker, no mention of them
atallbecause they'regone. They're gone, Mr. Speaker,
gone from the hope that Manitobans might have had
for some kind of economic leadership and some kind
ofabilitytocarry through on reasonable negotiations.

Here, Mr. Speaker, in the House today sits the dis-
credited Minister of Mines and Energy, still somehow
or other allowed to hold that post to the absolute
disgust of the people of Manitoba, and his equally
discredited Deputy Minister-thatitinerant gypsy who
came in herefrom Ed Broadbent's office, and back to
Ed Broadbent's office he should be dispatched where
he can do less harm. That's why, Mr. Speaker, we are
sitting with a Government of incompetent people,
when themostincompetentis still allowed tositinthe
Cabinet. He should be consigned to the back bench
somewhere and let some of the others, some of this
additional reservoir of talent move forward so that
they could carry on negotiations in an upright manner
on behalf of the people of Manitoba and not, Mr.
Speaker, through their funny ideas about advertising
by Alcan and so on, drive private enterprise out of the
province that would have created thousands of jobs
for our people.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak then, full of the knowl-
edge that we are prepared to forego the balance of
somedebate on this ThroneSpeechinorder to permit
my honourable friends opposite tobring in something
meaningful in terms of a new Budget; but on Friday
last the First Minister said no, we're not going to do
that at all. We're not going to do that at all. The main
consideration, Mr. Speaker, ofallofusin this House at
the present time, | suggest, should be the 24,000 more
people unemployed in this province from the time that
theseincompetent people firsttook office. That should
be the main consideration of thisHousetoday; notthe
kind of frittery nonsense that we heard in the Throne
Speechabout federal-provincial tax dollars for make-
work, part-time, half-baked jobs. Nobody is saying
that a band-aid isn’t of some help, Mr. Speaker, from
time to time, but when you're hemorrhagingto deatha
band-aid is not whatyou'relooking for. You'relooking
for proper attention, proper leadership by the Gov-
ernmentto provide thatkind of atourniquetto provide
a turnaround in the economy that my honourable
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friends professed to be able to do only about a year
ago.

So, Mr. Speaker, | suggest that as we engage in this
Debate, the main consideration of all of us should be
what can we do to help create meaningful, new long-
term private sector jobsin this province? What kind of
assurance, whatkind of confidence can we givetothe
business community here - small, medium andlarge -
to the farming community, to the service community
and so on, to ensure that those jobs will be created,
that there will be a restoration of confidence rather
than the dithering that we have seen from across the
way - the handholding, the concerned looks and all of
the talk about activist Government which is so much
froth.

Mr. Speaker. the people of Manitoba can't exist
much longer on socialist froth and that's what they've
been getting during the past period of time from the
First Minister, from all that other odd collection of
people that he has in his Cabinet, just froth - froth and
excuses and a failure to perform - an inability to per-
form, Mr. Speaker, which is even worse, and we're
goingto be gettinginto that. We're going to be getting
into that, Mr. Speaker.

The NDP, Mr. Speaker, did talk in their Throne
Speech about what? They talked about that confer-
ence that they had at Portage |la Prairie t= which they
invited quite a broad selection of the labour leader-
ship in Manitoba, their only constituency, and to
which they invited good representation from the
Chambers of Commerce and so on. and from which
they excluded, Mr. Speaker, the people who were
elected to represent 44 percent of the public of Mani-
toba; namely, the members of Her Majesty’'s Loyal
Opposition, not one invitation extended to the
Members of the Opposition to be present at their so-
called summit.

Mr. Speaker, I'm not trying to suggest that if we'd
been there it would have been a two-headed summit.
I'm suggestingthatif we hadbeenthere, at least there
would have been one head working on the problems
of the people of Manitoba instead of the rather half-
baked nostrums that we heard issuing forth from the
First Minister, who feelsthat when he strikes aposture
of concern that he is thereby doing something mean-
ingful for the people of Manitoba.

Mr. Speaker, theunemployed can’teata “posture of
concern.” Theunemployed are looking forreal jobsin
Manitoba. When the Manitoba Chambers of Com-
merce, Mr. Speaker, as | know they did at a recent
meeting that they had with the Government of Manit-
oba, tell the Government of Manitoba that their tax
policy in this province is crazy, that their tax policy
with respect to the employment tax or the payroll tax
-whatever name you wish to apply to this rather invi-
dious piece of chicanery that they made part of the
taxation regime of the Province of Manitoba - how
carefully and how concerned do my honourable
friendsopposite listen towhatthe Manitoba Chambers
of Commerce say to them?

Mr. Speaker, let me forthe sake of emphasisread to
my honourable friends opposite just what the Mani-
tobaof Chamber of Commerce said tothem justa few
weeks ago when they, representing small business in
Manitoba, medium business, large business, allofthe
things that my honourable friends across the way
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pretendto like - although secretly they really don'tlike
business at all unless they run it - what did they say,
what was the response, | would like to know, of the
Minister of Finance when the presentation to the Pre-
mier of Manitoba and Cabinet representatives on
behalf of the Manitoba Chamber of Commerce on the
1.5 percent Health and Education payroll tax was
broughtin?I'm not going to read the wholedocument
that was presented because we received it the other
evening and I mustsayitwaswellthoughtout,itwasa
good critique of how this tax is a disaster, a disaster
for employment in Manitoba at the present time.

Mr. Speaker, on Page 6 of the first submission,
becausethereweretwosubmissionsby the Manitoba
Chamber, here is what they said to this Government
across theway - this pseudo-Government across the
way: “The1.5percentpayrolltaxcould nothavebeen
introduced at aworse time for business in general. For
labour-intensive businesses the imposition of this tax
at this point in time is a devastating blow. Overall
economic activity as reflected in gross national pro-
duct figures, both federally and provincially, are static
or diminishing, leaving many-businesses in a fight for
survival. The majority of businesses, particularly those
tied to the agricultural economy in Manitoba, have
nowhere to turn to earn the extraincome which will be
required to pay this tax.” And on and on it goes, Mr.
Speaker, driving in spikes of common sense to the
froth of NDP chicanery when they introduced this
ill-conceived tax but, oh, they thought they were so
smart when they brought it in last year. It was only,
you know, Mr. Speaker, in the last week or two that
they landed onto this to finance their overburdened
expenditures that they knew they were going to inflict
onthe people of Manitoba. They thought they wereso
clever when they broughtitin. Wasn't this going to be
smart? They were going to get back some of the
money that Ottawa was not going to give them. Wer-
en't they clever?

Mr. Speaker, they weren't too clever by half; they're
just not half clever enough. That's their problem. They
are not half clever enough, Mr. Speaker, to under-
stand some of the basics'of this federal democracy in
which welive, namely, that you don't play games with
the federal authority, notwithstanding the fact that
they profess to be a government that believes in what?
In co-operative federalism. Mr. Speaker, before their
term of office expires or they're kicked out of office,
which will be within threeyears, they are going tohave
to work with the Federal Government of a different
political stripe other than the Liberal-Socialist one
that we have in Ottawa right now. We are going to
soon find out, Mr. Speaker, whether their idea of co-
operative federalism, toadying up to Mr. Trudeau and
thelikes of that, really will extend toMr. Clark and the
Conservative Government that is going to take office.
We are goingto find out, Mr. Speaker, just how well all
of this posturing and all of this profession of co-
operative federalism, how deep it really goes with my
honourable friends opposite.

Mr. Speaker, what did the Manitoba Chambers of
Commerce continue to say to this ill-advised Gov-
ernment when they gave them their brief on the 1.5
percent payroll tax a few weeks ago? On Page 8 of the
first submission, “In summary, the Province of Manit-
oba,”and I'm quoting, “is faced with a completely new
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tax which is inequitable, discriminatory, hidden in
nature, punitive in effect, ill-timed, complex, misun-
derstood, and very unwelcomed by those it will
affect.” Now, Mr. Speaker, that was not some wild-
eyed group of right-wing people as they would be
wont to categorize people on this side of the House.
That was the Manitoba Chambers of Commerce, Mr.
Speaker, with whom the First Minister went into his
so-called Summit Conference at Portage la Prairie a
week or two later.

lamvery much interested to learn about the moder-
ate response that was given to this statement by the
Minister of Finance. Wasit amoderate response ordid
he flyto pieces inthe face of some hard reckoning by
the Chambers of Commerce who were telling him that
he had imposed a stupid tax upon the people of
Manitoba? How did he react? | would be interested to
hear the First Minister's version of how he reacted. |
have heard the Manitoba Chambers’ version of how
the Minister reacted. The Minister embarrassed him-
self and the members of the Chamber of Commerce
by his reaction, Mr. Speaker. He fumed and fussed
and, yes, he prevaricated the way he does in this
House regularly with respect to this tax and with
respect to other matters. We'll be talking more about
that later on too, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, because my honourable friends oppo-
site are probably on some kind of aninterdicted read-
ing list. probably provided by the Minister of Culture
or somebody of that intellectual sweep, perhaps |
should read some other quotes from the Manitoba
Chambers of Commerce about the tax which we sug-
gest should be withdrawn and withdrawn right now.
Mr. Speaker, | quote from the second submission that
was made by the Manitoba Chambers of Commerce
on the Manitoba payroll tax to the Executive Branch of
Government. | hope the members of the backbench
will listen because | know that you may not have
received these documents in your reading box. If you
did, why, you know, coming from the Chamber of
Commerce, you'd be more than likely inclined to
throw them into the wastepaper box because, not-
withstanding what your Leader postures about with
respect to the Chamber of Commerce from time to
time, you really don't care very much about them
because you want to control all business in Manitoba.
That's where you come from.

Mr. Speaker, before the terribly rattled Minister of
Mines and Energy wants to fuss around and make
some response to that, let me say this, thatwe always
listen very carefully to the Manitoba Federation of
Labour. Welistened to them when they wereright; we
listened to them when they were outrageously wrong.
We listened to them carefully and we answered them
as fairly and as honestly as we could. | would like to
know what kind of fair and honest answer the First
Minister and his colleagues gave to the Chamber
when they talked in this way about the provincial pay-
roll tax. Let me read this quote for the benefit primarily
of the members of the backbench: “What the Manit-
oba business community needs from the Provincial
Government is to be stimulated with a feeling of con-
fidence. What it has actually received is another kick
inthe faceintheformofanew payroll tax. Becauseof
past, present and projected deficits, the Provincial
Government feltit necessary toraisesignificant addi-
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tionaltaxrevenue. Why wasn't the alternative solution
considered to be more important, that is, reduce
government spending? Businesses throughout this
province are fighting to maintain revenues, let alone
increases, andhavebeen forced to cutexpenses back
dramatically in order to survive,” and on and on it
goes, driving the spikes of common sense into the
coffin of stupidity of the tax that was raised by these
incompetent people opposite at a time when they pre-
sided over the greatest growth in unemployment in
the province since the Depression. Here they are put-
ting on a tax that increases unemployment.

Then they have a new Minister who today announ-
ces that she has entered into, on behalf of the Pro-
vince of Manitoba, a new job creation program all
funded with tax dollars, all adding to the $25 billion
federal deficit, all adding to the $400, to the $500-
million deficit here in Manitoba and pretending ther-
eby that some road to salvation is being opened up for
the unemployed in Manitoba. Mr. Speaker, no one
wants todeny theunemployed people of Manitoba the
bestshotthatthey can getintermsofjobs, in terms of
job opportunities, but those who would try to pretend
that tax financed make-work type jobs such as were
announced by the Minister today are the answertothe
problem, those people are misleading the public of
Manitoba. Those people are misleading people of
ordinary common sense who know that salvation
does not lie in that direction at all. Well, Mr. Speaker,
on and on it could go with respect to the Manitoba
Chambers of Commerce and what they have been
saying to my honorable friends opposite.

Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to go into any
great detail in my remarks today. —(Interjection)—
Somebody across the way, one of the louder mouths
who didn't make it into the Cabinet, who has an echo
chamber on top of his mouth is saying sit down. Well,
Mr. Speaker, we haven't yet reached the new Jerusa-
lem ofsocialism yet. We don’t have to sit down. In this
Legislature at the behest of any left-winger and we
never will, pray God.

If my honourable friend would feel more at home,
Mr. Speaker, as | haveasuspicion he would, inarather
more controlleddemocracy, why doesn't he go there?
Why doesn’t he go there and thereby do all of us a

" service in this country and in this Legislature?

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, the critics and the
deputy critics are going to be commenting in some
considerable detail upon the errors of omission and
commission of this Governmentandtheyarelegion. |
want to say to you, Sir, as I've made reference at the
beginning of my remarks to the fact that this was
about the 19th or 20th Throne Speech in which | have
participated, only a few from the Opposition side of
the House. Let me say that | have never seen abroader
or a bigger target than the one that this Government
presentsthrough itsincompetence, its maladroitness,
its inability to carry out the fundamental function for
which it was elected; namely, to give good govern-
ment to the people of Manitoba. These people, Mr.
Speaker, givebad governmentto the people of Manit-
oba day after day after day and we will document
chapter, line and verse every day of this Session and
it's going to be a long Session. Mr. Speaker, we're
going to document chapter, line and verse the kind of
incompetence that these people are visiting upon the
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people. of Manitoba at a time when our economy,
when our province is going through an extremely
grueling period and that grueling period is being
aided and abetted by the kind of willful incompetence
that we see being generated from across the way by
people who, in large measure, are unfit to govern;
unfit to govern by background, by philosophy and so
on.

Mr. Speaker, one of the jobs of the Opposition when
you run across totalincompetence, one of the jobs of
the Opposition - and we did it well last Session; | guess
we'll have to continue doing it this Session - is to tell
them how to do their job. If that is necessary, we'lldo
that as well because obviously there's a failure of
performance and when the First Minister has the
unbridled gall to retain in his Cabinet people such as
the Minister of Mines and Energy whose incompe-
tence has been demonstrated across this province
from one end to the other - indeed right across West-
ern Canada - to retain him in his Cabinet after losing
the power grid in the negligent way that he did, that
shows, Mr. Speaker, the level of incompetence that is
permissible in this Government and for which the
people.of Manitoba will have to suffer for awhile.

So, Mr. Speaker, | could give my honourable friend
some advice openly as to how he might start rehabili-
tating his Government, but | don't thirk he has the
intestinal fortitudetodoiit, letalonetotakethe advice.
One of the firstthingshe'sgotto do, Mr. Speaker, is to
sack failures because the people of Manitoba can't
afford to wear failures around their neck like alba-
trosses for the full period of this one-term Government.

Mr. Speaker, let's take a general overview of what
this Government has been doing to Manitoba for the
last year, a Government that was elected on a great
promise of a great future for Manitoba. | must have
that document somewhere, Mr. Speaker. —(Inter-
jection)— “A Clear Choice for Manitobans,"” it says,
“Policies of the Manitoba New Democratic Party.” Did
you notice, Mr. Speaker, that inthe excuse document
that they turned out after they were quietly celebrat-
ing one year of survival in Government - it certainly
wasn't a celebration of anything else - that in that
excuse document they tried to say. oh well, some of
these things that were in here were policies and others
weren't policies. Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, | got lost
in all of this meandering of words that my honourable
friends tried to say; well, we didn’t quite promise that
and maybe we did promise that. What do they want?
Do they want their policies backed up by resolutions
such astheonesthatweread to themlastSessionthat
were debated at their annual conclave when the loo-
ney fringe takes over and talk about expropriating
Imperial Oil and all of those nice things for which
Manitobans have become rather accustomed? Is that
what they mean by policy, if they have a resolution
that is debated and whether it's passed or not passed,
is that policy? When the looney fringe of their party
come in, which is so far left that they're somewhere
east of Moscow, when the looney fringe come in and
talk about expropriating Imperial Oil and expropriat-
ing the mining companies in Manitoba, doesn’t thatdo
a lot, Mr. Speaker, to encourage the establishment
and enhancement of jobs for Manitobans when the
honourable members permit that kind of radical non-
sense to be debated at their resolution and then have
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to run around the country, as the Minister of Mines
and Energy did unsuccessfully, trying to say, really,
don’t pay any attention to that stuffbecausethat’snot
what we in government believe, that's just what we
have to put up with coming from the corner that we do
in the political spectrum.

Well, Mr. Speaker, the Governments of Saskatche-
wan and Alberta know what they have to put up with
from the Minister of Mines and Energy and they've
long since written him off; they’'ve long since written
him off whether it's on energy, oil, gas or anything
else. That's why he’s no longer fit to speak for the
people of Manitoba on thosetopics which are of cru-
cial importance to our economy and to the future of
our province.

So, Mr. Speaker, what about the statements that
were contained in here and what about the perfor-
mance in the last year? The first expression of policy
and promisethat always catches the ear of every Man-
itoban, I'm sure, is, and | quote and here is the picture
of the First Minister with his signature underneath it.
Isn’t he looking delightfully stern and promising and
concernedaboutthe people of Manitoba? Here's what
he said at that time: “We can turn around the harsh
economic circumstances of the past four years.” Well
| know 24,000 people who would love to have the
harsh economic circumstances of just a year ago
when they had jobs; but he was promising that he
could turn around, he and his little socialist flotilla,
could turn around the harsh economic circumstances
in Manitoba. What kind of a misleading statement was
that, Mr. Speaker? Turn around indeed; turn around
and go backwards, yes, because that's what he's
done.

Mr. Speaker, this document will long live in the
political annals of this province as being one of the
most misleading electoral documents ever put into
the hands of free citizens in Western Canada. | just
wonder how proud my honourable friends opposite
can be of this document. What do they say when they
go to Thompson now where there's no miners work-
ing in Thompson today? What would they say, Mr.
Speaker, if one of the minerssaid to them, what about
this promise of yours that you can turn around the
harsh economic circumstances of thepastfour years?
There were 2,200 people employed up there, and
moreover the last four years, Mr. Speaker, what kind
of a turnaround have they been able to achieve on
behalf of the miners of Thompson? On and on we
could go - at one stage, Mr. Speaker, 5,000 mining
employees unemployed.

| say to my honourable friends, as | said last Ses-
sion, nobody can blame them, no one with a reasona-
ble mind can blame them for the international price of
metals. God knows they can't look after the things
they havecharge of here. So thank heaventhey’'renot
looking after the international price of metals. But, Mr.
Speaker, what happens is this. They pretended to the
people of Manitobathatthey could somehow or other
prevent mines from laying off people when the inter-
national price of metals went down. It was through
thatdeception,throughthat kind of willful misleading
of the people of Manitoba that they sort of stretched
themselves into office.

Well, Mr. Speaker, | have a little message for them -
this also comes from being in political life in this pro-
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vince since 1958 - that you can't mislead the people of
this province, you can't lie, and you can't otherwise
deceive them and expect either short-term, medium-
term, or long-term political success. That's what
they’re living under today, Mr. Speaker. They're living
under the presence, in the hands of many many peo-
ple - as a matter of fact | would like to see the Conser-
vative Party turn out many copies of this and send it
throughout Manitoba, make sure it gets full distribu-
tionamong the people of Manitoba, so that this tissue
of deceit can be in every household in Manitoba so
that they can then judge, Mr. Speaker, how this bunch
of people keep their promises to the people of
Manitoba.

Well, Mr. Speaker. we can turn around, said they,
the harsh economic circumstances of the last four
years. Those words are goingtobeengraved in stone
on whatever socialist icon remains undisturbed in this
province for generations to come. Twenty-four thou-
sand more people unemployed; a fumbling away of
the Western Power Grid through the incompetence of
the Minister and his Deputy Minister primarily; the
fumbling away of thousands of jobs in Manitoba. This
is the record of the last year, not turning around the
harsh economic circumstances; losses of thousands
of jobs in our province; a deficit thatis moving toward
doubling, moving toward doubling from the one that
wasreportedfor thelast fiscal year; a Civil Service that
is growing by leaps and bounds. There were 500 new
jobs provided in last year's Estimates and God knows
how many extra contract people and so on this
Government has been providing for and how many
relatives, friends, political hangers-on and so on are
now onthedole of the public payrollin Manitoba. God
knows how many, but we're going to find out, Mr.
Speaker,and lhopewecangethonest answers. We're
going to find out.

That's why the Order Paper at the beginning of this
Sessionhasalargenumberof OrdersforReturn ques-
tions. | remind, Mr. Speaker, the House Leader that a
number of the questions that were put in the last
Session have still not been answered, and we need
that information. We want accountability from these
people, because they're going to give accountability
to the people of Manitoba whether they want to or not.
We put them on notice right now that accountable
they will be, or this House will sit here for along long
time until we teach them what their job is, and that is,
togive prudent governmenttothe people of Manitoba.

Well, Mr. Speaker, parties elected to government, as
I've said before, on the basis of misleading statements
are doomed both in the short term and the long term,
but a party, Mr. Speaker, whose Leader apparently -
accordingtoarecentnewsreport - draws some titilla-
tion from the fact that this party in the ordinary course
of events is going to having a leadership convention
within a period of time, whodraws some strength from
that kind of an external fact, who draws some pseudo-
courage and strength from that fact that we're going
to be having a leadership convention. That kind of
leadership, Mr. Speaker, betrays not only the wea-
kness and the spinelessness of the Leader, but also
the hopeless kind of an outlook that kind of leadership
canoffernotonlytothe party, buttotheprovince - to
say nothing of the thousands of unemployed people
in our province at the present time. No, Mr. Speaker,

postures of concern, hand-holding and so on are no
substitute for real government leadership and action
at this time.

This same Leader, Mr. Speaker, the First Minister,
made a speech in Vancouver recently. He was out
there telling Mr. Barrett and the assembled socialists
of British Columbia how to win an election. Well, Mr.
Speaker,itwasvery interestingtoread what he hadto
say, and given of course as we all must, that there
could be some change from what he actually said to
what appeared in the paper, because we're all subject
to having things appear in the paper that don’t come
out exactly the way they were said and so on. | read,
Mr. Speaker, to the First Minister from a Canadian
Press story that appeared Monday, November 29,
1982, in the Winnipeg Free Press. The quote, in the
final paragraph, after he was giving all of this great
free advice to the assembled socialists out there about
how they could beat Bill Bennett and the Social
Credit, he said he was not prepared to predict the
outcome of anelection in B.C.;however, he noted that
in Manitoba his party demonstrated “that if a party is
organized effectively, develops the proper issues and
involves people in a significant way thatelectionscan
be won.”

Mr. Speaker, | think I'll send a copy of “A Clear
Choice for Manitobans™ out to Mr. Barrett and to his
followers and say that in the course of making these
remarks to you and your supporters, to the press in
British Columbia, he sort of overlooked telling you
about the deceitful message thathe had togive which
caused him to win the election more than anything

" else,themisinformationthathehadtopeddlearound
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Manitobaastruthin orderthathecould scrambleinto
office. That, Mr. Speaker, is the missing part of the
lecture that the First Minister was giving to his fellow
socialists out in British Columbia.

I think that as aserviceto Mr. Barrett, we'll send him
acopyofthisandsay, Mr.Pawley overlooked sending
this toyou. We would like you to read it. We would like
you to be the judge as to whether or nota party which
promises thatwecanturnaround the harsh economic
circumstances of the past four years, a year after the
fact, can hold its head high or presume to lecture
anybody anywhere.

Mr. Speaker, political parties from time to time al!
have diverged from electoral platforms thatthey have
made, all have sometimes changed them, but all, by
andlarge, try to beaccountable forthem andsay, well,
you know, if we can’t do such-and-such this year,
we've certainly got it on the agenda for next year in
terms of this program or that program.

| want to ask the First Minister whether, when he
was giving this gratuitous advice to the socialists of
British Columbia, did hetellthemthat he was going to
order, ashedid in thisdocument, the immediate start-
up of construction on Limestone? Is he still holding
that out, Mr. Speaker, to the people of Manitoba?
Because that’'swhat he promised the people of North-
ern Manitoba, and | expect that fair-minded citizens,
whether they're of the Federation of Labour, of the
Chamber of Commerce, of the Conservative Party and
soon,areaskingthequestionin Northern Manitoba of
unemployed miners, of unemployed workers of var-
ious sorts in the various trades that are up there, of
people who don’t have jobs in the shopping centre
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who usedto have jobs, of Indian people who are look-
ing for salvation. Our Native citizens were promised
salvation by the socialists opposite. | wonder if they
aren't now beginning to ask the gquestion of these
people opposite, Mr. Speaker - what about these jobs
that you offered? What about this Limestone that you
were going to build immediately? - because that's
what you promised in here.

Then you let your Minister of Energy and Mines and
hisincompetent Deputy fumble the ball. Because that
could have been under way right now, Mr. Speaker, if
this Government hadn't fumbled its way out of one of
the best deals that the province could have had.

Oninthatconnection, Mr. Speaker, | want the Min-
ister of Mines, while he’'s stillin that office, particularly
tolisten.because we've gotan Order for Return on the
Order Paper and it deals with the production of posi-
tion papers that this Government - this fumbling
Government - put before its sister Governments in
Saskatchewan and Alberta in July.

We want to see the document of the final position of
the Government of Manitoba, Mr. Speaker, with respect
to the Grid. We want to find out just how fundamen-
tally different this great negotiatingdone by the Minis-
ter of Mines and Energy was from that which had been
negotiated by its predecessor Government. We want
to find that out.

Also, Mr. Speaker, we'vegot an Order for Return, an
Address for Papers, that we want filled by this Gov-
ernment and none of the manipulating about timing or
anything. We just want them to come forward; these
are public documents.

Apparently the Minister of Mines and Energy as he
was getting a bit more desperate - after he was telling
the House things were still going well but he was
getting desperate privately, because he knew that
things had bottomed out and were lost - commissi-
oned a separate study with respect to the Alcan devel-
opment, Mr. Speaker, a special study with respect to
Alcan. In the course of that study we are told by the
press that the special study told this Minister and his
incompetent colleagues that their big hang-up about
Hydro ownership and about Alcan ownership of apart
of the Limestone Plant was “a red herring.”

So we want to see that document, Mr. Speaker, in
order that we can begin to judge even more acutely
the credibility, the competence of this Government
thatowessomuch tothe people of Northern Manitoba
because it promised so much - the immediate startup
of Limestone - and yet through its own thick-
headedness, through itsowninsensitivity, throughits
own inability to understand what a negotiated deal is
between Governments, was able to fritter away some
of the greatest opportunities that this province had in
this century. That, Mr.Speaker, largely inthehandsof
aman who still sits on the front bench ofthis Govern-
ment. How long will he continue to sit there as a
testament to the incompetence of these people?

Well, Mr. Speaker, one year later, what do we find?
Instead of turning around the economy as promised
so solemnly and so sternly by the First Minister, what
was the headline in the Free Press last Friday? “Help-
ing The Hardest Hit Is All We Can Do.” That was the
direct quote from the First Minister lastFriday from his
press conference, which very few apparently can
understand, when he was talking about how many
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jobs he and his Governmentwere going to create with
tax dollars. “Helping The Hardest Hit Is All We Can
Do.” Mr. Speaker, what a comedown! What a come-
down in a year, from “We can turn around the harsh
economic circumstances of the past four years” -
that's November, 1981. December 3rd 1982, “Helping
The Hardest Hit Is AllWeCanDo.” Well, Mr. Speaker,
if that doesn’'t write volumes about the credibility of
this Government, then | don't know what does, “Help-
ing the hardest hit.”

They didn't promise the people of Manitoba there
were going to be 24,000 more unemployed, did they?
They didn't promise the people of Manitoba in this
documentthatthey were going to put on an employ-
ment tax which would act as a keen deterrent to
employing more people. They didn't tell them that, did
they, Mr. Speaker? They didn't tell the people of
Manitoba that they were going to move toward dou-
bling - and we don't know because we haven't the
document because they're hiding it - in the Second
Quarterly Report they're moving toward doubling last
year's deficit. They didn't tell them that, did they?
They didn't tell the peopleofManitoba that contrary to
what we did in our first year in office, which wasa 3
percent increase in expenditures, that they were
goingtoincreaseexpenditures out of the public purse
by 16 to 20 percent. We don’'t know the figure, Mr.
Speaker, because they won't give it to us, and this is
the Government that talks about freedom of informa-
tion. We don't know; we're going to find out, but we
don’t know now.

So, Mr. Speaker, when we have a Government that
uses this kind of chicanery to oil its way into office,
then we have to call the shots as we see them and as
tens of thousands of Manitobans are beginning to see
them now - chicanery, deception, misleading of the
people of Manitoba. Reduced to saying, we're going
to help the hardest hit and that's all we can do.

So,Mr.Speaker, inthe Second Quarterly Statement
being witheld by this Government should havebeenin
our hands last week, week before last, or whenever.
I'm not saying it's going to tell us the whole story, it's
only an interim statement,it’s an unaudited statement.
It'll give us some direction as to where this Govern-
mentis taking us. But in the absence, Mr. Speaker, of a
Budget, it'sthat kind of a statement that we all need to
know, the quality of the husbandry - if | may misuse
that word - that these people are giving to the people
of Manitoba.

Well, I've seen alot of things happen in this Legisla-
ture since 1958, off and on, Mr. Speaker. I've never
seen such a crude or crass and deliberate attempt to
manipulate debate, however, as | saw on Friday last
when this First Minister and this Government sat pat
and allowed the Minister of Finance to pull this kind of
a shady trick on this Legislature. I've never seen any-
thing that would quite match that in terms of open
attempts at manipulation.

Mr. Speaker, keeping the bad news, or whatever the
news may be, until afterthe Leader of the Opposition
speaks, as I've said beforethat'saruse thatisn't going
to work and it's going to lash back at them. It raises
questions unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, as to how that
statement is being prepared. If they're so concerned
about the timing of the statement, my God what kind
ofconcern are they puttingintoitscontent?|,forone,
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Mr. Speaker, am notone who would ever suggest that
the permanent career Civil Service of this Govern-
ment is anything but the best or anything but the most
honest; they are. | fervently hope that it is the profes-
sional career permanent civil servants of this Govern-
ment who are preparing that statement, not some of
the intinerant left-wingers that they bring in and hire
at big salaries for the short term while they are in
office, not those people, but the permanent career
civil servants who have a dedication to this province,
not a dedication just to socialism.

So, Mr. Speaker, | trustthat this Statement is being
leftin the hands of the professional career civil ser-
vants to turn out. As | said before, Mr. Speaker, we
deem theretobeaneedforaresolution or for astatute
to be brought forward settling once and for all and
making the Government honest with respect to when
itfiles suchreports, then we’ll bring it forward. We will
ask this Government to vote against it if they want to
perpetuate the kind of manipulation that we've all
been a party to for the last 72 hours in this House.

Mr. Speaker, when | talk about manipulation, | can't
help but remember the response given by the First
Minister of thisprovince when | asked him if the Presi-
dent of Manitoba Hydro could be called before the
Public Utilities Committee of the Legislature, if that
Committee were called into Session now while this
House is meeting to discuss the Throne Speech.
There is nothing unusual about that, Mr. Speaker. It
couldbe called into Session now, the Committee, on
any morning and Mr. Blachford, whois still the Presi-
dent of Manitoba Hydro, could be asked to give his
summary of his responsibilities over the past three
years. His contract has not been renewed for reasons
that we have notbeen told, other than the Chairman of
ManitobaHydro telling the press when they asked the
question very simply that they were conducting yel-
low journalism. That was the response of the present
Chairman of Manitoba Hydro, the noted former
Member for St. Johns, their political friend, whom
they appointed to that important position.

So, Mr. Speaker, why would the First Minister deny
this Legislature the opportunity to hear from Mr.
Blachford why he is leaving Hydro, what he sees as
the future responsibility of Manitoba Hydro and so
on? Is that an unfair thing? No, not at all. Instead, we
were treated to some rhetorical device which was
about a Grade 11 level, from the First Minister saying,
“Oh, you don'thave any faith in the new President.”
Well, that's a lot of nonsense.

Mr. Speaker, my honourable friend, | don’t know
what level of intelligence he speaks to at his party
gatherings, but | want to tell him that he has to turn up
the gauge abit when he comes into this House. If he
can get away with thatkind of nonsense before some
of his party meetings, | want him to understand clearly
that there is a slightly higher level of performance
required, firstof all, by any self-respecting First Minis-
ter and, secondly, by any leader of a party when he
comes to answer legitimate questions in this House.

Why, | say today, is the Public Utilities Committee
not being called now in order to hear Mr. Blachford?
What's wrong with that? Anything wrong with that at
all?No,notathing,and from a Governmentthat says,
no, we won't do it, we'll call it at the regular time. So
then | said, “Well, if you call it at the regular time,
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which is second best, Mr. Blachford’s going to be out
of the province, maybe even out of the country, who
knows, will you support arequest by the Committeeto
haveMr. Blachford subpoenaed to appear before the
Committee? “No,” said the First Minister, he wouldn't
do that, no, and he's the Leader of a Government,
so-called, that says they believe in freedom of infor-
mation, Mr. Speaker.

So, what do we have to do now? Do we have to
introduce a resolution to ask that the present Presi-
dent, the Chief Executive Officer, of our biggest
Crown corporation be calledbeforethe Committee in
order to give the evidence that anyone would expect
he should give? What's happening, Mr. Speaker, in
this province, after only one year, with respect to
accountability? | don’'t know what's happened across
the way. One would have to be deeply cynical to think
that my honourable friends are in such deep trouble
thattheydon’'teven betray totheirown memberswhy
Mr. Blachford is leaving. The Chairman of Hydrohas
tocomeoutanduselanguage suchas “yellow journal-
ism” when he’s asked a very simple question by the
press. Who do these people think they are? Mr.
Speaker, these people are accountable tothe citizens
of Manitoba. We haven'tyetreachedthatgreatsocial-
ist utopia where they can tell the public, in effect as
they are doing on the Quarterly Report and on the
calling of the President of Manitoba Hydro, to go to
hell. That's what they are doing.

Isay,Mr.Speaker, fromthedepths of my being that
we have not reached that stage after just one year's
relapse into socialism in Manitoba. If they think we
have, they have another very strong think coming.

Mr. Speaker, let them be forthright, let them be
honest, let them not practise deception and mislead-
ing the people of Manitoba any more as they did in this
document. Let them call the Public Utilities Commit-
tee. What have they got to lose? Have Mr. Blachford
appear before the Committee. He's still on staffas the
President. What's wrong with that? The Committee
can then adjourn and be recalled againin 1983 in the
ordinary course and the members of the Legislature
will feel that they've had the opportunity properly to
ask Mr. Blachford about any questions they have con-
cerning his period of time as Chief Executive Officer.

“ Anything untoward about that? Anything that a nor-

mal government would find bad about that? No, but
this Government finds something bad about it, Mr.
Speaker. What are they hiding? What are they trying
to hide? Are they afraid Mr. Blachford might answer
the questions about the agreement that was finally
offered in July of 1982 to Saskatchewan and Alberta
being practically the same as the agreement we had
negotiated successfully over three years? Are they
afraid he might let that truth out of the box? | wonder,
because there seems to be a great deal of sensitivity
about having Mr. Blachford appear.

We read in the paper the other day, “Wilson Parasi-
uk's Concern For Accuracy.” We all read that, didn’t
we, Mr. Speaker, yes. Well, Mr. Speaker, that appeared
in the Free Presswithin the lastthree days andso on. It
gives us a very nice indication of the degree of credi-
bility that can be attached to the person in question.
So he doesn't even have to wait, Mr. Speaker; if he
considers that his credibility is under some form of
attack, he doesn't even have to wait for the Order for
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Return. Why doesn't he table in the House tomorrow
the final negotiating document that the Province of
Manitoba offered to the Governments of Alberta and
Saskatchewan? Why doesn't he table it tomorrow?
Then there won't be any question about whether Mr.
Cleverley or the Free Press was taking unfair advan-
tage of the current Minister of Mines and Energy.
There wouldn't be any question about that at all. Why
doesn’t he do that, Mr. Speaker? Is that an unusual
thing to ask of a Minister? | think not.

Well, that leads me to credibility. We started with the
election promisesand |l haven't, Mr. Speaker,begunto
go through all of the election promises. | only dealt
with Page 1 where they were going to turn around the
economy. | mentioned in passing they promised to
start Limestone immediately. Oh, and then there was
going to be the immediate Emergency Interest Rate
Assistance Program that got under way - what? - two
months ago or so. Then there were going to be, oh,
energy development, immediate orderly development
of our hydro-electric resources. Yes, we've touched
on that. They weren’t going to give Alcan any share of
the ability to pay for the up-front capital cost of Limes-
tone. That was pretty clear in here and that drove
Alcan out of the province pretty fast. We all know
about that, Mr. Speaker.

We know about agriculture and farms, all the things
they were going to do for the farm community. Did
younotice, Mr. Speaker, how precious little there was
about farming or agriculture in the Throne Speech
that wasread by Her Honour the otherday? Very little
at all. These people don't understand agriculture in
Manitoba.

Theyunderstand manipulation though, Mr. Speaker,
becausetiieFirst Minister carries around, I'mtold, in
his vest pocket the latest copy of the Conference
Board anticipatory results for the current fiscal year. |
don’t know if he keeps it in plain brown wrapping
paperorwhat, Mr. Speaker, whetherfromtimetotime
he flashesitatpeople or what; buthe's tryingtotell the
people of Manitoba, aren't we lucky that we're less
worse off than anybody else? And whatdoes he call as
evidence in corroboration of that rather dubious
statement? He calls as evidence a speculative kind of
a projection report by the Conference Board of Can-
ada. Mr. Speaker, | think the Conference Board, the
Royal Bank and the other financial houses ar:d the
Economic Council of Canada, all ofthese people, who
from time to time make projections about economic
performance of a province, engage in a great deal of
interesting speculation and sometimes rare fun. We
found over the years that if you put them all together
into a hopper and did an average of them, you might
come out somewhere near what the actual perfor-
mance was going to be.

But my honourable friend, the First Minister, Mr.
Speaker, seems to havetied himseif, lashed himself- if
I may use the term - to the mastin saying thisisit; this
isthewordfromon high. Idon’'t know how high social-
ists pray. Sometimes it doesn’'t go very high, but it's
highenough in any case forthis breed across theway.
This is the word from on high; we're not doing so
badly, look at the other provinces.

In that same report as | am informed, Mr. Speaker,
and as I've seen the document, thereis a projection for
next year as well. | understand that next year’s projec-
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tion shows that Manitoba is going to be fifth in per-
formance, and | haven't heard the First Minister say
anything about that. | don't know if he's bothered
turning over the page. He was obviously so titillated
by the first page, he didn't want to break the spell and
turn over the second page, but that's what the second
page of the Conference Board report seems to say.

Mr. Speaker, |, for one, am willing to treat those as
good-measured guesses. That's about all they are. |
don’t think it adds any hope to the unemployed to be
told thatthe Province of Manitoba is doing better than
most other provinces in Canada when we've got
24,000 more people unemployed in our province
today, butif my honourable friend, the First Minister,
wants to derive some stroking satisfaction from that,
let him go; let him have it. But | really wish that he
wouldn't clutterup the air waves of Manitoba with that
kind of twaddle and nonsense when really the people
ofManitobawantto know,nevermind the projections,
what are you doing about starting Limestone, getting
real and meaningful jobs going? What are you doing
about recouping your mishandling and fumbling of
Alcan? What are you going to do about getting it
going again in Manitoba? What are you doing about
meaningful negotiations with IMC? What are you
doing about that? How are you progressing with the
negotiations to add to the plant at Manfor when it's
economicallyviabletodoso? How are those negotia-
tions proceeding or are you too preoccupied with
laying off everybody at Manfor, which is the job now
left delightfully to the Minister of Mines and Energy
and he deserves it, to lay off the people at Manfor
when he was one of the foremost who told them that
heandhis colleagues would turn theeconomy around?

Is he having any heart-to-heart meetings at Manfor
these days? Does he dare to go up to Manfor now?
Does he dare go into Manfor and say, here’s what's
happening; here's what we promised. We promised
we were going to turn around the economy, but |
guess we can't keep our promise. Is he saying that to
the people of Manfor? | rather doubt it, given his
record of credibility in and out of this House.

Well, Mr. Speaker, starting with the election prom-
ises, starting with the failure of the mega projects,
starting with something that was small and in which
they didn't have to prevaricate, starting with state-
ments by the Minister of Finance and the Attorney-
General last year about whether the Federal Govern-
ment-avery simple question - constitutionally had to
paytheemploymenttaxin Manitoba, do youremember
that series of questions that was put? And do you
remember the bluster and the storm and the sheer
prevarication, the misleading and the deceit we got in
termsofanswers, Mr.Speaker? Becausein theevent -
and I'm sorry that the Minister isn't here today - the
Minister has forgotten, we haven't. We haven't forgot-
ten, Mr. Speaker, and | just want to refresh the memo-
ries of my honourable friends opposite about the kind
of concern that they give to answers that they give in
this House as contrasted against subsequent facts as
they come out.

Mr. Speaker, here was a question on May 25th, |
believe it is, in Hansard and I'm reading from a photo-
graphed copy of it, quoting myself. Here's the quote,
Mr. Speaker: “Is the Minister of Finance telling this
House that before embarking upon this new form of
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taxation in Manitoba, he did not secure a written legal
opinion as to the constitutionality of the tax, is that
what heistrying to tell the House?” Then the Minister
of Finance responded, Mr. Speaker. He started with
the words: “The Leader of the Opposition is again
mumbling from his seat after he has asked his ques-
tion for the fourth time.” | put that in somy honourable
friends will know. | don’t want toread all of this clap-
trap and nonsense into Hansard again, but | want, Mr.
Speaker, to read in these words. Here's what the Min-
ister of Finance, this icon of credibility, said to the
House last year, this socialist who can be trusted so
supremely by the people of Manitoba: “Employersin
the province are paying their fair share. The Federal
Government has already indicated that it is prepared
to pay it. They are not prepared to go to court to fight
us on it, so | believe that the question is thoroughly
hypothetical.” Now that’swhatthe Minister of Finance
was telling us on the 25th of May last year.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let's turn to the Free Press of
Saturday, October 30, 1982, and what does the story
by Michael Doyle out of Ottawa have to say about
whether the Federal Government had been asked to
pay? Well, Ottawa, it's datelined, “The Federal
GovernmentisnotpayingManitoba’s 1.5percentpay-
roll tax because Manitoba has not made a request,
senior officials in the Finance Department said yes-
terday. The 1.5 percent payroll tax introduced with the
provincial Budget applies to all employers and was to
have raised 70 million this year from the federal pay-
roll in Manitoba and 110 million next year. Former
Finance Minister Allan MacEachen said earlier this
year that the Federal Government has always taken
the view that it is not liable to pay the the provincial
taxes. Officials said, if Manitoba does get around to
asking for the cash, action here would only follow a
Cabinet decision. The Manitoba request would have
to be recommended to Cabinet by Finance Minister
Marc Lalonde. “The starting point is a request from
the province, the Federal official said. The Manitoba
Budget more or less assumed the Government would
paythenew tax without arequest. That'snotthe way it
happens.”

Now, Mr. Speaker, I'm talking about credibility.
When I'm talking about credibility, I'm talking about
governments giving honest answers in the House. Mr.
Speaker, and I'msorry he's not here, but at the earliest
opportunity, | want this incompetent Minister of
Finance to be able to stand before the House and tell
us why he gave this answer on the 25th of May which,
in accordance with what we hear from the Free Press
from Ottawa, just doesn’t pass muster for the truth. |
think that not only this House, but the people of
Manitoba have the right to expect truthful answers
and the question, and it's a very serious question, Mr.
Speaker, is whether we're getting truthful answers
from this collection of people temporarily in the Exec-
utive Branch of Government across the way. Are we
getting the truth from them on anything? People who
hide Quarterly Reports; people who won't call the
President of Manitoba Hydro because it doesn't suit
them; peoplewho wouldsoonertalkabout freedomof
information than do anything aboutitwhenthey have
aresponsibility to this House to give that information
to this House and to the people of Manitoba.

Mr. Speaker, there are other petty details, but I'm
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going to bring oneto the attention of the First Minister
because | gave him some personal advice afew years
ago when our positions were reversed in the House
and when | saw this unfortunate tendency onhis part,
ondifferent occasions, to colour the truth or to give it
a certain meaning that he knew it didn’t apply to.

Within amatter of months, we've had the First Minis-
ter of this House saying to the presswhen the Opposi-
tion wasn't around, “Oh, aren’t we a good bunch. We
didn’t reduce, but we didn't take as big anincrease in
thesalaryoftheCabinet this year. It'sonly a6 percent
increase that the Cabinet are getting.” | went to' a
press conference quite openly and said, “How long
areyougoingtoletthe FirstMinister practice this kind
of prevarication?” The Cabinet hasn’t got any salary
increase this year at all, but all of the Members of the
House got a 10 or 11 percent increase. What he’s
conveniently doing to try to make his people look
better is to say that they denied themselves an
increase as Members of Cabinet. That isn't true. All
Members ofthe House took theincrease as Members
of the House, but why would he try to pass it off as
though the Cabinet had only taken a 6 percent
increase? Why? That kind of petty prevarication is
demeaning to the Office of Premierand it shouldn’'tbe
practiced. | warned himtwoorthree years ago that he
had this bit of a flaw and that he shouldn't try to
practice it as Leader of the Opposition. | warn him
again, Mr. Speaker, that it demeans the Office when
he practices thatkind of shading of the truth and then
when he's caught up in it, stops doing it. Well we're
going to catch himup in it every time. We'll catch him
up and, Mr. Speaker, I'm the first to admit it's a small
matter but | suggest it’'s a bothersome matter when
people try to pretend that something s that isn't.

Mr. Speaker, chalked up against therecord of cred-
ibility of this Government, we need more and we need
better. We're in tough times, Mr. Speaker. We've got a
lot of people out there suffering and they need honest
answers from a Government and they need the infor-
mation quickly, and the Opposition, if it's going to
work with the Government, needs the information
quickly too. It doesn’'t deserve, Mr. Speaker, in our
parliamentary system, to be treated with the kind of
casual abuse that this Socialist Government feels that
it can treat the Opposition in Manitoba: (a) we won't
permit it, we won't tolerate it; (b) it's bad for the sys-
tem; and (c) they're going to dig themselves into a
hole out of which they'll never get.

So, Mr. Speaker, | talk about credibility regrettably
because we have to talk about credibility to this
Government at this time, faced with the kind of record
that this Government is faced with in terms of what it
promised to the people of Manitoba.

Mr. Speaker, this penchant for selective memory
about facts is something we're going to watch very,
very carefully during this Session, long as it may last,
and for the remaining years of this Government's life
which will be about two-and-a-half or three.

Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Mines and Energy on
the Grid negotiations, you remember how he used to
stand up in the House; and we’ll be going into this
later, | can assure him. We’'ll be going into it in great
detail, so | want him to be aware of it right now that
when he stood up in this House and talked about the
Grid negotiations, all was going well; all was going
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swimmingly; nothing to worry about at all. We're
going to begin to find out, Mr. Speaker, just when the
crucial breakdown on those negotiations took place.
We've got a pretty fair idea right now and we're going
to start comparing his statements to this House and
statements he made to the Public Utilities Committee
with the facts. | hope, for his sake, that the facts coin-
cide. | hope for the sake of the House they coincide,
but given his record of credibility I'm going to reserve
it as an open question until we finish our review, and
review it we are doing at the present time.

Mr. Speaker, I've already told them, let us see that
final offerthathe made to the Governments of Saskat-
chewan and Alberta and we’ll settle one question of
credibility right away, whether Fred Cleverley’s article
withrespecttothe hashed-up negotiations of the Grid
and the finalembarrassing recoup of this Government
back to the position which we had left them with,
whether that's true or whether the statements made
publicly by the Minister of Mines and Energy are true.
A simple answer - all he’s got to do is file the docu-
ment. We can all be the judges once we've see the
document.

Mr. Speaker, the final matter I'd like to deal with
today comes under the heading of competence and |
have been dealing with that in some measure all the
way through my remarks, about a Government that
has practiced deceit, a Government who's credibility
is very much in doubt, and now we come to the final
matter of competence.

Let's talk alittle bit about competence of a Govern-
ment. Can there be any reasonable question about the
large projects? They were fumbled away and proba-
bly fumbled away, Mr. Speaker, give or take a few
weeks or months, in the early months of the adminis-
tration of these people opposite.

Mr. Speaker, | don’t know if it's generally known or
not and | don't feel that I'm telling any tales out of
school, but | want the record to show, and the First
Minister testified to this fact shortly after the chan-
geover in Government took place, we had arrange-
ments that were confirmed by letter and by action in
some cases, whereby all outgoing Ministers of the
Conservative administration offered to brief their
incoming successors. Thattook place in a number of
instances; incoming Ministers met with the outgoing
Ministers, and in the interests of continuity and to
support the public interest, that kind of civil arrange-
ment is customarily made between retiring govern-
ments and incoming governments.

The present Minister of Resources will recall back in
1969 he was sworn as Attorney-General under the
Schreyer Government, and he and | had a long visit
one afternoon in the Attorney-General's office and
went over a number of the files, a number of the mat-
ters that were going to be carried on. That kind of
civility was offered again in 1981 but, Mr. Speaker,
unless my information is incorrect - and | stand to be
corrected by the Minister of Mines and Energy,
although I've heard from the other source - never once
did he seek any guidance, neveroncedid he seek any
advice from the former Minister, the Member for Riel,
Don Craik, about the most important and crucial
negotiations that had beencarried on in this province
in this century. Never sought one bit of advice at all,
Mr. Speaker.
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All | want to say, Mr. Speaker, is that if that kind of
bullheadedness and if thatkind of conceit, if thatkind
ofarrogance is what was motivating that Minister and
hisincompetent Deputy during the negotiations when
they attempted to pick up the strings of negotiations
ofdeals - inmost cases they said they shouldn’t have
even been going on - then we know where the respon-
sibility lies for the loss of these thousands of jobs
today to Manitobans; then the Natives of Northern
Manitoba who should be clearing today land for the
new Limestone site, then the retrained people from
the mines who could be working on bulldozers and
some of the other equipment at that site today, they'll
know where to lay that blame, Mr. Speaker - on this
Government, but particularly on that Minister. Then
the unemployed craft people in southern Manitoba,
the carpenters, the cement workers - what about the
70 laid off people at Canada Cement? What about
them? If Limestone were starting in construction
today as it should be, they would have jobs at Canada
Cement today. That’s what | call doing something
meaningful about unemployment, getting something
going in this province; and Limestone could be be
going if it hadn’'t been fumbled away by the sheer
incompetence of this Government.

Mr. Speaker, | would hate to have to answer to my
conscience if l'were the Leader of this Government or
if | were any memberofthe frontbench for thatkind of
gross criminal negligence in the handling of public
affairs of our province. | wouldn’t want to have to
answer to my conscience for the rest of my life. |
wouldn’t want to walk anywhere near an unemploy-
ment insurance line in this province today. | would go
and hide myfaceifl weretheMinister of Mines and the
Premier or any of the other members of this Govern-
ment and say we failed in our job. We failed in the
mandate that you gave us and because we failed you
haven’'tgotajobtoday, andthatcan’tbe said aboutall
of them, no, but it can besaid about several thousand
Manitobans presently drawing UIC cheques who
should be working for Canada Cement, who should
be working for Manitoba Hydro, who should be work-
ing for general contractors in the Gillam area; that's
what can be said.

When those people come to knock on the Minister’s
door or on the First Minister’s door, are they going to
turn them away? What are they going to say to them?
Whatexcuse can they offer? Cantheysay, as they say
in this House, we're doing not as bad as most other
provinces, is that the kind of thin gruelthey're going to
offer them? How are they going toexplain to them that
they lost it, that they lost the opportunity for this pro-
vince to be building northern Hydro projects till the
turn of this century? How are they going to explain
that, not only to the unemployed; how arethey going
to explain thatto the million plus citizens of this pro-
vince? In one year, can you imagine it, Mr. Speaker? In
one year to have committed that kind of gross omis-
sion of responsibility and of mandate. Then, Mr.
Speaker, | don’t know how this Government can face
the unemployed, let alone face this House with that
kind of a checkered record behind them.

Competence - we’'ll spend the rest of this Session
probably talking about competence because there
isn'tmuch of it onthe other side. Large projects gone,
and if competence is gone, is there any room for
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principle in a Government? And that's what we've
been talking about in terms of credibility and all of
these other matters, Mr. Speaker.

The Attorney-General of this province countenan-
ces a Human Rights Commission which is chaired by
alaw school colleague of his who is also of the same
political stripe. What were those words that the
Attorney-General used when he announced the
appointmentof Mr. Gibson? He said he wanted some-
onewhothought the same way he did or words to that
effect, something like that.

Well, | noticed, Mr. Speaker, and there’ll be ample
opportunity later in the Session to ask questions
about this, | noticed that Human Rights Commission
of its own motion initiated inquiries into statements
that were made by a Justice of the Court of Appeal
when there is already a tribunal that is charged with
that kind of responsibility. | noticed that commission,
under the brilliant leadership of this friend, colleague
and fellow socialist of the Attorney-General, started
an investigation of its own motion almost immediately
after a Member of Parliament was alleged by news-
papers to be making statements that the commission
thought mighthavearacistovertone tothem - of their
own motion. They charged in where fools would dare
to tread, but they did it in two cases.

If the Attorney-General were here | would be asking
him today: Has his political friend and law school
colleague, that great pervading legal mind, has he
charged in already, as we would expect based on
those two precedents? Has he charged into the car-
toon that appeared in La Liberte the other day? Are
they going to conduct a separate investigation or is
that a selective kind of initiative that they use in the
Human Rights Commission under this benighted
leadership of his colleague and socialist friend from
the University of Manitoba Law Faculty.

| ask it as an open question, Mr. Speaker. Are we
goingto see aHuman Rights Commission prostituted
into a form of Star Chamber at the whim of some law
school appointee who happens tobealeftwing politi-
cal friend of the Attorney-General? Isthatwhatwe are
faced with now?

I'm asking these questions because | think they
deserve serious answers. | read, Mr. Speaker, with a
great deal of concern - and there’llbe ample opportun-
ity in the Attorney-General's Estimates to debate this
and debated it will be - | read with a great deal of
concern the kind of arrogant from on high “delibera-
tion" that was made by the Chairman of the Human
Rights Commission with respect to the comments of a
Justice of the Court of Appeal. | read that and | won-
dered, am | living in Manitoba and in Canada in 19827?
What kind of a Star Chamber procedure is this?

| think it's about time the people opposite, Mr.
Speaker, started to rein in some of their socialist
friends over there who don't care as much about free-
dom as most of us. Individual freedom is something
we cherish a great deal in this province. | merely say,
without getting into the substance of this kind of
debateat all, thatindividual freedom will be protected
and it will be applied equally in this province. If Human
Rights Commissions, notwithstanding, feel that they
can go on some kind of a night riding escapade and
invade the individual freedoms and liberties of others,
they too have another think coming and amendments
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can and will be made to their legislation and to their
legislative authority so that Manitobans will not be
subject to this kind of one-sided, selective approach
that appears to be the hallmark of this Commission
under the chairmanship of the political friend of the
current Attorney-General.

So, Mr. Speaker, | amtalking still about credibility. |
am talking abouta Government that says it believesin
freedom of information, that it believes in individual
freedom. Mr. Speaker, we are going to be chalking up
the activities of this Government against all of those
pious hopes and posturings as we proceed in this
Session. ’

Well, Mr. Speaker, in general summary with respect
to the overview of this Government, | must say thatitis
a Government that in one short year in office is reek-
ing, and | use the verb advisedly. It reeks of deceit; it
reeks of misleading the public; it reeks of manipula-
tion; it reeks of a lack of credibility; it reeks, Mr.
Speaker, of incompetence of a degree and kind sel-
dom, if ever, seen in the history of our province.

They can sit, Mr. Speaker, as contentedly as they
wish, knowing thatthey don't have to go to the electo-
rate for another two-and-a-half or three years, but go
to the electorate sooner or later they will. The tar-
nished record that they present to the people of
Manitoba based on the first year alone is enough to
deny them and their left-wing followers office in this
province for a generation. Losing the Grid alone was
enough, but couple that with all of the othernonsense
that's been going on; the financial affairs of the pro-
vince in disarray, the spending of this province liter-
ally out of control, people who talk about reprioriza-
tion and haven't the guts, Mr. Speaker, to do anything
aboutit;peoplewhoseethe Civil Service grow by 500
or more in a year when everybody else, the ones who
are paying the bills, people are being laid off in this
province, the taxpayers, and these people think that
it's proper to be hiring more people and put them on
the public dole, particularly their friends, particularly
the onesfromout of province, particularly the Saskat-
chewanites who were turfed out of office in Saskat-
chewan, their socialist paladins, the ones who move
about the country working only for socialist Govern-
ments and to hell with the public interest.

That's why, Mr. Speaker, we have a number of
Orders for Return asking about some of these itiner-
ant gypsies who move about the country and who are
nestling comfortably now in the only sociatist oasisin
the country, save the federal Civil Service which is
pretty well infested with them as well under their
friend, the one that they prop and keep into office, Mr.
Trudeau.

Well, Mr. Speaker, | haven't even begun to start to
talk about the economy. | haven't even begun to talk
about the fiscal state, but there will be an opportunity.
| haven't begun to do these things because, Mr.
Speaker, there are so many things that need to be
talked about at this time and | am content that my
colleagues will be able to carry on and to give, as |
have said before, chapter, line and verse, an indict-
ment in those cases where it is deserved of incompe-
tence, lack of credibility, deceit, misleading and
manipulation in each and every department of this
Government.

Mr. Speaker, | merely say tothe First Minister what |
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said to the Chamber of Commerce not too long ago.
The Chamber of Commerce apparently said that they
would like to have a trade mission headed up by
members of this Government to go over to Europe and
try to attract business to Manitoba. | suggested, Mr.
Speaker,and | say it here as well, that | don't think that
isavery good idea to send any of these people across
the way in the Government outside of the province
anywhere to try to tell anybody else about Manitoba.
When they are questioned about what they're doing to
the fiscal circumstances of the Province of Manitoba,
it occurred to me, and I'm sure it occurs to tens of
thousands of others, that these fiscal typhoid Marys
that we have in office at the present time are hardly the
ambassadors that we should be sendingabroad to try
to attract any investorto Manitoba orto try toloan any
money to government in Manitoba.

These people, Mr. Speaker, who can't even look
after the affairs of Manitobans; these who have a
Leader who goes to British Columbia and tells the
people of British Columbia that economic policy
madness is what's wrong with the country. Here's
what he said in that famous speech to Dave Barrett's
socialists. “Canada’s federal economic policies are
nothing short of economic madness and the impact
they have had upon North Americans has been little
short of criminal,” Howard Pawley said Saturday. He
said he doubts there will be much change until a New
Democratic Party Government is elected at the fed-
eral level.

Well, Mr. Speaker, | want to tell my honourable
friend, the Leader of the House here, that he had
better not hold his breath waiting for a federal NDP
Governmenttobeelected in Ottawa or he'llbebluein
the faceandsixfeetunder. He'd better save his breath
to cool his porridge because the NDP, Mr. Speaker, if
the truth be known, it is because Governments such
as the Trudeau Government have been following the
philosophy ofthe NDPthatwe'reinthe kind of trouble
that we are in this country today.

Mr. Speaker, aside from this rather interesting
preoccupation of the First Minister to go outside of the
province and offer gratuitous advice is something that
we're finding very interesting indeed. | guess some of
the 24,000 unemployed would wish that he would
maybe stay home and pay attention to things of a
governmental nature here, rather than talking to a
bunch of left-wingers in B.C. or at some labour union
meeting in New Jersey or wherever he goes. —
(Interjection)— The distant voice, Mr. Speaker, from
Scottville up there, the one whose voice hasn't been
heard and probably never will be heard in the Cabinet
room, says, "What was | doing at a Reagan Conven-
tion?” | went down, Mr. Speaker, as an interested
Canadian citizen to watch the democratic process in
the United States as practiced by the Republican
Party to see how they went about nominating aleader
who later became the President of the United States.
Now, my honourable friend, he can go to all of the
nominating conventions for the NDP from now till the
turn of the century and he'll never go to onewhere a
Leader ofthe NDP will subsequently be elected Prime
Minister of Canada. | canguarantee him that today. So
I believe in going to successful political conventions.
He can continue going to the left-wing failures if he
wants. Noticing, Mr. Speaker, that the Attorney-
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Generalis back, I'm sure he could give us someillum-
ination on other conventions that he's attended over
the years that would be even more exciting than some
of the tame ones that the Member for Inkster goes to.

Well, Mr. Speaker —(Interjection)— yes. My honou-
rable friend says hewentto the IODE Convention and
| suppose he still hasn'tasked himself the question as
to why they put the defumigator on him before he
went on the roof.

Mr. Speaker, | come back to what | said at the outset
of my remarks, that the main consideration of this
House at this time has to be the faltering economy of
this province, hasto be the 24,000 more unemployed
along with their brothers and their sisters who were
unemployed at the beginning of the term, the 50-
some-odd thousand people in Manitoba unemployed
today, the highestrate since the Second World Warin
an economy where, with agriculture still the centre-
piece - something that is not well understood by my
honourable friends opposite - in an economy where
they try to derive some satisfaction from the fact that
the agriculturalstatisticsthat appear in the gross pro-
vincial product column are ones that are very, very
much subject, as we all know, to conditions of
drought, to conditions of flood and to other condi-
tions or acts of God over which no government has
any control. For them to try to draw any comfort from
the fact, as they apparently do in the Conference
Board statistics with that large component being
made up of agricultural production in the province,
that that somehow or other indicates that their man-
date in office has been successfully carried out, that,
Mr. Speaker, is the greatest misapprehension of all
and to try to mislead the people of Manitoba into
believing that they have some responsibility and some
directcontrol overthatis probably one of the greatest
deceptions of all.

Because the one element of our economy, Mr.
Speaker, and the biggest element that is the furthest
removed philosophically from what my honourable
friends practise and believe in in their envy ridden
little minds, the one element in oureconomy thatis so
far removed from that is the agricultural community;
the people who know about individual land ownership
anditsvalue, the people who cherishindividual free-
dom, the people who want a minimum of government
interference in their activities and so on, the people
who want the right to sell land to fellow Canadians
even though socialists may try to prohibit that from
time to time. So, Mr. Speater, when they try to derive
some satisfaction from the fact that the agricultural
community is producing and producing well in this
fiscal year in Manitoba, then | say congratulations to
the farmers, but no thanks to this stumbling Govern-
ment opposite. Congratulations to the farmers and to
the basic producers because they know what they're
doing.

Mr. Speaker, time does not permit any discussion of
thecoreareafiascothatis being perpetrated by these
people opposite, the unwarranted intrusion by the
Minister of Urban Affairs into the affairs of the City of
Winnipeg. He's trying with his NDP candidate Deputy
Minister whose term in office will be very short as well;
he's trying with that fellow, that person,toruntheCity
of Winnipeg from his desk over here. You can't do it
thatway. Itis antidemocratic to try to do it thatway. It
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can't be done that way and, Mr. Speaker, it won't be
done that way. So | put him on notice that he will be
having toanswer to this House for the kind of arrogant
interdisposition that heis puttingin placebetweenthe
duly elected councillors of the City of Winnipeg and
their constituents. The centralization of the control of
the City of Winnipeg decision-making is not some-
thing that should be run from over here; it can bestbe
run from the elected councillors of the City of
Winnipeg.

Mr. Speaker, welooked inthe ThroneSpeech, with-
out any answer, as to what is going to be the policy of
this government with respect to the Hydrorate freeze.
You remember last year they tried to scuttle it and
then, atthelastminute the First Ministerwasreminded
that he had made another one of his “solemn” prom-
ises to the people of Manitoba in the Steinbach paper
that he would not touch the rate freeze. Mr. Speaker,
we all know what motivates a change in the rate
freeze. A change in the rate freeze is motivated primar-
ily because of the nature of the Chairman that has just
been appointed by them of Manitoba Hydro. The
same Chairman, Saul Cherniack, who was Minister of
Finance back in the ‘70s who made the improvident
loans on behalf of Manitoba Hydro in Swiss francs, in
Japanese yen, in all of the other currencies which
permitted him to travel about like Marco Polo. Then,
when we had to come to pay for the devalued Cana-
diandollaragainst those currencies, one of the things
that we were able to do to bring about the rate freeze
was to presume that all of those exotic loans, largely
engineered by Mr. Cherniack et al, had been taken out
in Canada. If they'd been taken out in Canada, there
wouldn't have been the loss. So the taxpayers of
Manitoba, year by year, have been paying over to
Manitoba Hydro the difference between what they lost
in foreign exchange from Mr. Cherniack and Mr.
Miller's loans and the Canadian rate if they'd taken
them out in the home market at the time and that's
what brought about the rate freeze.

One reason they're so anxious to get rid of the rate
freeze, Mr. Speaker, is this, because the rate freeze
stands as a visible monument to their financialincom-
petence, circa 1970 decade. Now, we've got lots of
things standing to their financial incompetence, 1981
to 1982, but theywanttogetrid ofthatlasticon from
the ‘70s because that's a big embarrassment to have
the Chairman of Manitoba Hydro having to subscribe
to a policy, Mr. Speaker, the need for which was lar-
gely brought about by his own incompetent borrow-
ings. That’s why you've got a lot of concern on behalf
of this Government and the Chairman of |Hydro,
because they don't want that monument to their
incompetence to remain in place.

I know how their thinking goes, Mr. Speaker. It
doesn't matter particularly if this is good for the peo-
ple of Manitoba. In a period of high inflation, it was the
only thing in Manitoba that was frozen, the only thing
that didn'trise; so the senior citizens, the people who
are on welfare, all of the others forwhom they claim to
have such aspecial compassionate part in their heart,
all of those people were helped by thatratefreeze and
the province was encouraged in economic develop-
ment by being able to go outside of the province and
outside of the country and say, hey, we've gotelectric-
ity rates in Manitoba that are competitive with practi-
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cally any place in the world. That was a good thing,
but that, Mr. Speaker, is all for naught with our
narrow-gauged thinkers across the way, allfornaught,
because they don't want any testaments to their
financial incompetence left kicking around. So what
are they going to do? Are they going to burn the
Tritschler Reports that were left? Arethey goingtodo
that? Have they moved into the libraries yet to take
those out of the libraries? Are they going to burn them
all just as they withhold quarterly reports? Are they
going to keep the president of Hydro from coming
beforethePublic Utilities Committee, all of these little
ruses and manipulative things they do? Well, Mr.
Speaker, that kind of tiresome activity ontheir behalf
is just not in accordance with good public policy and
we simply won't tolerate it. We will tell the people of
Manitoba what they are up to.

We didn’t hear a word, Mr. Speaker, in the Throne
Speech about the Assessment Review Commission.
Theyare greatat making statements about what they
are doing or not doing for educational financing. You
remember the statement of the Minister of Education.
She said, we're giving a 10.2 percent increase in
grants this year. Where did the policy come from, Mr.
Speaker? She said that asthough this was somenew
beneficence that was being conferred upon the peo-
ple of Manitoba out of the generosity of a socialist
heart. Not so; it's part of a three-year policy that we
broughtintwoyears ago. —(Interjection)— Yeah, not
so and, Mr. Speaker, it makes me wonder, when they
come to deal with the Assessment Review Commis-
sion, why they haven't gotten on with some action
with them. That matter was studied for three or four
years. Every municipal person in Manitoba knows
action has to be taken. There is a resolution from the
Union of Municipalities saying to this Goverment, for
God's sake do something. Do something, move. The
Union of Municipalities hasto put up astick tosee the
Minister move. He's not doing anything. Now I say to
the First Minister, if that is another Minister who can't
function, get rid of him but, for God's sake, don't let
the public interest of this province suffer anymore.
Get on with the Assessment Review because that
affectseducational grants. It affects the whole system
of municipal taxation in Manitoba and it is too impor-

‘ tant to be left to the flim flamming and so on of the

Member for Ste. Rose or other members of this dis-
credited front bench.

Mr. Speaker, | am concerned finally about the
ThroneSpeechin termsofanumberofthings thatare
not in it and the number of things that should be in it.
There is nothing in the Throne Speech about easing
propertytaxburden; nothing,asl'vesaid.dealingwith
assessment; nothing about offsetting the 1.5 percent
employment tax for municipalities; no lending pro-
gram for young farmers as Saskatchewan has done;
no commitment to wage settlements that taxpayers
can afford; no strategy; no hope for the future; no
economic development plan; notalk about the finan-
ces of the provinces and the kind of trouble they're
getting us into with respect to credit ratings and
things of that sort, nothing like that at all.

No, Mr. Speaker, but there aresome warning signs
in that Throne Speech and the warning signs are
these: equity investments in private companies through
venture capital. Watchout. Are we going to be getting
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more Chinese food companies, more Saunders Air-
craft? At a time when we've got 50,000 to 60,000 peo-
ple unemployed in Manitoba, we don’t need a Mani-
toba Oil and Gas Exploration Company, Mr. Speaker.
We need the socialists across the way to stay out of
the oil fields in Manitoba, to renew the royalty taxation
and keep their grubby hands out of an otherwise good
development that’s going on there.

Mr. Speaker, we don’t need MPIC in life insurance
and pension management. We sure don't need that.
We're one of the few provinces in Western Canada
that has life insurance companies head-officed here.
What are you doing, giving them a free ticket to move
out? Because, Mr. Speaker, for the benefit of that lone
loon voice from the far reaches, the life insurance
companies in Manitoba are big serviceemployers and
there are several thousand people employed in Mani-
toba by the life insurance companies today. By this
indication in the Throne Speechthat the Government
is going to get into competition in the life insurance
business, it's saying to those head office companies,
hey, we are going to getinto competition with you and
given theirtrackrecordwith Autopac, with the general
insurance business, where they caused school div-
isions, municipalities, farmers who took loans to deal
only with their little Crown corporation, given that
track record, | would think that the insurance and the
pension management people in Manitoba would be
very, very concerned about any intrusion by this
groupofincompetents, thisgroup of peoplewho can’t
even look after the mandate they've got to give good
Government. My God, they’re goingto getinto thelife
insurance business. That's frightening, Mr. Speaker.

So, ifthey could clean up their own act, if they could
carry out the statutory responsibilities for which they
presently have a mandate, that would be fine. They
can'tevendothat; buttoaddinsulttoinjury, they now
saythey'regoingtogetinto pension management and
into the life insurance business. Well, Mr. Speaker,
we'll wait and see. That may just be a sop to the hard
left of theparty, to the loony fringe which is becoming
more prominent judgingby someoftheinterjections
we hear in the House.

Iam concerned, Mr. Speaker, as | saidbefore,about
farmland ownership and we are going to fight to
ensure that Canadians can still buy farmland in
Manitoba because the Manitoba Chambers of Com-
merce want that. The Manitoba Farm Bureau wants
that and if this is the Government that truly believesin
listeningtothe peopleofManitoba, they will listen not
only to us, but to the other groups in Manitoba who
will be giving them good advice. | know they'relisten-
ing to the Manitoba Farmers Union, but the Manitoba
Farmers Union does not represent the farmers of
Manitoba. It represents the New Democratic farmers
of Manitoba and there aren’t many of them.

So, Mr. Speaker, as | said before, | am concerned
about two new departments of Government. I'm con-
cerned about increased planning activity by this
Government. They can’'tlook aftertheirown activities,
let alone plan for somebody else. | am concerned
about improvements to The City of Winnipeg Act.
What kind of improvements? What kind of consulta-
tion? Did Mr. Kostyratalk to his Deputy Minister? Was
that the consultation that took place? | think so. I am
concerned, Mr. Speaker, about talks for improve-
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ments for MLAs, for talk about constituency offices.
At a time when the taxpayers of Manitoba are going
throughone ofthetoughesteconomic periods in their
history, this is no time for socialists to try to make
things comfy in their own private little constituency
offices paid for by the taxpayer and wewon't permitit.
Mr. Speaker, somebody in this House is going to look
after the taxpayers. We know it isn’t going to be the
people opposite, so we are going to have to do it.

| am concerned, Mr. Speaker, about the talk in the
Throne Speech about public financing of elections
andthere will be ample opportunity to talk about that.
Can you imagine anything more perverse? At a time
when they are presiding over one of the worst econo-
mies thisprovince hasever seen, that they would have
the gall and the nerve to suggest that the taxpayer
should take the further burden and finance their pro-
paganda garbage. Oh, come on, Mr. Speaker, surely
they have to be fooling. We won’t permit that either,
andifit'sbroughtin, they’llbefacedwith thekind ofa
fight that the Attorney-General has never even thought
could happen in a Legislature. So, Mr. Speaker, that
kind of crass andinsensitive statutory change will not
be permitted by the Opposition.

Mr. Speaker, all political parties want to get out and
raise money from the general public and all political
partieswanttohave that money given to them volun-
tarily. I don’t know how somebody like the Member for
St. Boniface or the Member for St. James can sitin a
party which would say that they would compulsorily
taketaxdollars away fromunwilling citizens of Manit-
obato confer it in turn on the NDP, the Conservatives,
the Liberals, the Communists, yes, on people who
qualify as electoral parties in Manitoba. Can’t you just
see it? The Communist Party of Manitoba would nom-
inate 57 candidates andtherebyperhapslineitselfup
soit could get taxpayers’ dollars. Are we goingto be
funding subversion in this province, Mr. Speaker?
They seem to be at home with some of the former
members of that party but asking, Mr. Speaker, the
taxpayers of this province to fund that kind of subver-
sive activity is another thing. It won’t wash; it's insensi-
tive, it's crass and it won't be permitted.

Mr. Speaker, | close by thanking you for the oppor-
tunity to participate in thisDebate, forthe opportunity
to bring to your attention only a few of the vast array of
omissions that this Government has been responsible
forin only oneyear in office. | say, Mr. Speaker, that
no Government in my recollection in this province has
ever - | said this last year - frittered away its mandate
more quickly than has this Government.

They're aGovernment, as I've said, Sir, which prac-
tices deceit and willful deceit in misleading of this
House and of the people of Manitoba. They're a
Government that has lost credibility among the peo-
ple of Manitoba. They're aGovernment by and large of
incompetence, Mr. Speaker, demonstrated incompe-
tence, whether you want to look at the Power Grid, at
the employment tax or some of the other perverse
matters that they have inflicted upon the people of
Manitoba in their short term in office.

So, Sir, itis my duty and my responsibility to move,
seconded by the Member for Fort Garry, that the
motion be amended by adding to it the following
words:

“But that this House regretsthat the Government by
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misleading the people of Manitoba. by its lack of cred-
ibility and by its incompetence, all of which has con-
tributed to the suffering of our pecple brought about
by the highest unemployment and worse economic
conditions since World War |l has thereby lost the
confidence of the citizens of Manitoba.”

MOTION presented.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Natural
Resources.

HON. A. MACKLING: Mr. &;,peaker, let me first indi-
catemy pleasureatseeing you socomfortably located,
good health, and that we wish to continue. We look
forward to your judicious intervention in debate to
make sure that all sides of the House respond to
reasonableness.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to also congratulate the Deputy
Speaker and the Chairmen of Committees, the Mover
and Seconder of the Address, for the excellence of
their contributions in this Debate.

Mr. Speaker, itis my intentto comment briefly upon
the words of the Leader of the Opposition. After all, |
cannot comment on all of his words because as usual
there were many. | will leave a good many of the
nonsensical statements to be rebutted by my col-
leagues, but | can’t resist dealing with some.

Following that, it's my intent, Mr. Speaker, to allude
briefly to one major policy thrust that will be coming
forward by my department and which was alluded to
in the Speech from the Throne. In conclusion. Mr.
Speaker, it is my intention to indicate my concern for
the irrational, destructive attack on regulation in
society.

Turning firstto the Honourable Leader of the Oppo-
sition, Mr. Speaker, | confess that for some time prior
totoday | looked in the annals of this House to reflect
on what the Leader of the Opposition has said in the
past. Muchto my amazement | found that many of the
words he used today were used by him before. He
usedthesamekind of cliches and | suggest that per-
haps for the Budget Speech that he get a new speech
writer.

You know the expression about the thin gruel has
been used in almost every speech the honourable
member has made in the last several years but there
has been an improvement, Mr. Speaker. This time it's
McKenzian gruel. This indicates the negative, carping
attack of that former First Minister on McKenzie
Seeds. That's the kind of innuendo, Mr. Speaker, for
which the former Premier of this province is famous
for. He trots out those tired cliches about temporary
trustees and so on. He knows how temporary was his
trusteeship in office.

Mr. Speaker, if | were to summarize the contribution
of the Leader of the Opposition | would say it was a
good workmanlike, earthy speech but it was far too
muddy for this Chamber.

Mr. Speaker, there was a concern for accounting.
Well, the people of this province did that accounting
on November 17th, and the honourable member is
smarting fromit since. He lectured us, Mr. Speaker, on
accounting. | would like him and his former col-
leagues to account on the debacle of the Churchill
Forest Industries. That was a mega project of another
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era. When members of the New Democratic Party
sitting in this House demanded information, Mr.
Speaker,aboutthatmegaproject, there wasn'taword
to be said, because after all they couldn’t even dis-
close the principles that we were dealing with. We
couldlendthem millions of dollarsbut we couldn’t tell
Her Majesty’s Loyal Opposition or the citizens of
Manitobawhoweweredealing with. That's the kind of
accounting and freedom of information that the
honourable members practised when they were in
Government.

Now they deem to lecture us about accounting
because they are not here and they can’t order the
Government to introduce documents when they want
them, and they’re frustrated, angry, petulant and silly
intheir comments.

Mr. Speaker, the honourable member talks like he's
playing football. You know, we fumbled the ball. We
fumbled what ball? They didn’'t have a ball. Thank
goodness, Mr. Speaker, they went to the people in
time and we didn'thave to pick up a deflated bladder
because that's all there was. They didn’t have a set of
signed documents.

As a matter of fact, my colleague, the Minister of
Mines and Energy, found that a shredder had been
busy. It wasn't just mice; it wasn't a trained series of
animals that the former Minister had in his office. It
was a very effective shredder. Talk about consulta-
tion, talk about leaving documentation - what docu-
mentation? There’'ll be much more to be said by my
honourable colleague aboutthat. Talk aboutrespon-
sible government, talk about dealing frankly with the
affairs of state, what my honourable friends do is
shred it, Mr. Speaker. That's how they deal with those
problems.

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition talks
about socialist froth and all that sort of thing. You
would think thatby now hewould have invented some
new language to use in this House. No. Then the
Honourable Leader talks about post-secondary edu-
cation and health levy, and he decries it and he reads
from the Chamber of Commerce treaty. Well, let’s just
ask, Mr. Speaker, what would he do with the deficit
thatheleft? Whattaxwould you impose? Oh, no, they
won't come up with any responsible answer, Mr.

* Speaker, because all they want to do is criticize in a

most negative way.

Mr. Speaker, it's less than a year ago that we were in
this Chamber, and we were in the committee room,
and how many of his colleagues in their remarks dur-
ing Estimates, my Estimates, said what about spend-
ing here? What about spending there? How about
more of this? How about more of that? They talk, Mr.
Speaker, about accounting; they have the gall to talk
about deficits. My word, Mr. Speaker, we'd be much
deeper in deficits if we accepted the kind of construc-
tive advice they give across the way.

You know, Mr. Speaker, one of the most trouble-
some things though in listening to the Honourable
Leader of the Opposition speak is the kind of iliness
and innuendo that’s in his language. He questions the
background and the philosophy of the members
opposite. Is there something wrong with my back-
ground? | am proud of the fact that my parents lived
here and came here. My father came from the old
country and I'm proud ofthem; I'm proud of my back-
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ground. For any innuendo or smear about the back-
ground of people in this party is unbecoming of the
Leader of the Opposition.

He talks, Mr. Speaker, about the looney fringe at
conventions. Mr. Speaker, you know, | think the
honourable members should reflect on some of the
members in their party. | won't talk about members
that are nolonger with them. They canreflect on that,
but | won't call members of a political party looney. |
respect those in society who stand up and take politi-
cal action whether they be Liberals, Conservatives,
Communists or New Democrats. | respect political
action. | don't decry politicalactionasthehonourable
members there do. They're afraid of political action
and democracy. They very seldom have conventions,
Mr. Speaker; they only have them when they desper-
ately need some new leader. —(Interjection)— That's
right.

Mr. Speaker, then the Honourable Leader of the
Opposition almost with, well, hidden glee talks about
the desperate times and talks about the argumentthat
was made to the Manitoba people at the time of the
last election when weindicated that we could turn the
economy around. Now, Mr. Speaker, the people of
Manitoba had witnessed four years of a Government
that deliberately turned off investment in this pro-
vince. —(Interjection)— Oh, well, Mr. Speaker, the
honourable members professignorance of that. They
know the kind of slashing they did in the Civil Service;
they know the kind of turnoff they made of the econ-
omy in this province. They know what happened.

Mr. Speaker, when the Honourable Leader of the
Opposition talks about the situation we face today
andtheloss of jobs, it's as if time has stood still in that
political party, and | suggest that's really what has
happened. You know, in the late 1950s there was a
breath of fresh air in the Progressive Conservative
Party. There was a Leader and they were called Red
Tories, but they've disappeared. Ever since Duff Rob-
lin left the scene there has been a stale, acrid, really
stereotype form of thinking in the Progessive Conser-
vative Party. They have lost all progressivity. Sowhen
they reflect on the condition of the times, it's as if
nothing has happened since November 17th. Yes,
there's been a change of Government, but all through-
out the world economies are down. It's not just that
the mines are closed in Manitoba. They're closed in
Sudbury; they're closed all over the world. —(Inter-
jection)— This yammering member opposite must
know, Mr. Speaker, that the world economy is in
disarray.

Mr. Speaker, when they went to the people in 1977,
they said they were going to fire up the engines of
private enterprise in the economy. Everything was
going to grow in Manitoba. We know what happened -
the worst three or four yearsin thisprovince’'s history,
and the people left Manitoba to go elsewhere to find
jobs. —(Interjection)— Yes, they're coming back now,
they're coming back now because here is an honest
open Government that does consult with the people.

You know, Mr. Speaker, | am afraid that the Honou-
rable Leader of the Opposition has a guilty mind. He
always imputes motives that there hasn’t been a doc-
ument placed before the Assembly, that something
sleazy is going on. That's an indication of a guilty
mind, Mr. Speaker, and the Honourable Leader of the
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Opposition exposes his thinking when he suggests
that.

Then, Mr. Speaker, | find the most regrettable thing
of all is when the honourable member comments
upon the lives and attitudes of people who are notin
this Chamber and cannot therefore defend or attack
his submissions. Particularly is itdiscomforting tome,
Mr. Speaker, when he talks about civil servants as if
they're creatures coming from another planet, that
they're notinvited here, that thereis something wrong
with them. Mr. Speaker, | will never in this Chamber
criticize any civil servant no matter where he comes
from if he is doing his job here and he’s loyal to this
province. So forthose members oppositetoindulgein
that, | think, is just terrible.

To suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the members oppo-
site have not engaged people from other jurisdictions
-1 don’'t want to name names - butwehave - well, let’s
just comment for a minute. What happened to their
colleague, Mr. Craik? Where is he? Should | condemn
his involvement in Saskatchewan? Should | condemn
the involvement of DerekBedson in Saskatchewan? |
won't, Mr. Speaker. If they have something to contrib-
ute in that province, good luck to them, but for the
Leader of the Opposition, and | hope none of his
colleagues emulate that, tostandin this Chamberand
condemn people who are employed in the Civil Ser-
vice in this Chamber, let them do it outside if they will,
butdon'tenunciatethatcrapinhere. —(Interjection)—

Mr. Speaker, as | have indicated, there is much in
what the Honourable Leader of the Opposition has
said that will provoke the attack of my colleagues and
a deserving attack on what | think was uncalled for
vitriolic misleading debate, aspersions of character
that | think are unbecoming of someone in this
Chamber.

Let me now, Mr. Speaker, therefore turn to another
matter much more positive in my mind and that is
you'll recall that in the first Session of this Legislature,
| alluded to my concern in respect to the preservation
of the quality of water in this province, aresource that
is so essential to life. Although, Mr. Speaker, we are
rather comfortable in the plentitude of this resoucein
Manitoba, we must nonetheless ensure the continued
protection of clean and good water. Accordingly, Mr.
Speaker, atthis Session, | will be introducing a Water
Rights Act, the purpose of which will be to provide
reasonable regulation of this essential resource in
order to ensure its protection.

Mr. Speaker, you will nute my emphasis on reaso-
nable regulation. While the evaluation of reasonable-
ness is highly subjective, surely it should be possible
for all who evaluate to agree that any regulation
should be in clear, concise, simple language directed
and focussed sharply to provide readily ascertainable
limits to the activity being defined and be recognized
by the majority of the electorate in a democratic
society as being useful. Regulations which are
designed to be helpful and protective of the common
goodmustbe recognized and accepted as reasonable
iftheyaretobeeffectiveand worthwhile. Therecanbe
no quarrel by anyone, anywhere, anytime, about the
ongoing concern to review and test the continuing
need forany given law or regulation in society.

Soitwas, Mr.Speaker, thata New Democratic Party
Government in this province established the Law
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Reform Commission. What troubles me today about
regulation in our society is that some demagogues,
whotomeatleastappearto be 19th century economic
retreads, believe thatitis not only popular but accep-
table to heap blanket criticism on the extent and role
of regulation in our society. If there is a regulation of
Government that a critic within or outside Parliament
orthisLegislature canidentify and establish as having
outlived its usefulness, that is one thing. However,
some would-be right-wing stars of the national politi-
calleague are making considerable noise in declama-
tion that we are overregulated and condemn all
mannerofregulationin society andimply thatareturn
to freer, unfettered business endeavours would, like
yeast, leaven the loaf of commerce.

The truth, Mr. Speaker, is that from the beginnings
of the so-called industrial revolution in the 1800s, it
becameessential for governmentto legislate and reg-
ulate greater justice in the workplace and in the mar-
ketplace. In recent years in the United States, it had
become popular to talk about deregulating transpor-
tation and the first industrial victim was the U.S. air
industry. The consequences, Mr. Speaker, of broad ax
regulation change in the U.S. air industry has not
occasioned just a little bloodletting, but rather has
resulted in massive dislocations and failures. Deregu-
lation of the airline and trucking industries in the U.S.
is following a predictable pattern of result. First, the
smalland middle-sized companies collapsed because
of predatory price wars. Small towns of low volume
activity lose the services of a carrier. Then a further
consolidation brings down more of the larger com-
panies. The price war stops. A few large, powerful
companies have been enabled to ride out the storm.
Smaller centres lose economic viability because of
reduced transportation and so the horror story con-
tinues. Survival of the fittest? Maybe. Maybe only the
fittest financially.

I would like to quote, Mr. Speaker, from an editorial
entitled “Law Versus Theory” in the July 5, 1982 edi-
tion of the Transport Topics, the national newspaper
of the trucking industry. Here is the quotation, “Take,
forexample, the case of Hemingway Transport which
closed its doors June 19th because of a strike. The
major reason why the company could not meet the
union's national contractwasderegulation according
to the company’s president. Hemingway had out-
standing productivity, low maintenancecostsbecause
of newequipment, alow claimsratio and had increased
its freight hauling during the recession. The company,
however, could not survive the rampant rate cutting
sweeping the industry and closed its doors. So much
forsurvival of the fittest.” There'stheend of the quote.

Mr. Speaker, | know that some Tories in Govern-
ment are uncomfortable with any regulation of the
economy. Some of our friends opposite are of that
view. They find minimum wage controls distasteful
and regulation of the private sector generally offen-
sive to their 19th century laissez-faire economic think-
ing. I recall, Mr. Speaker, that it was a New Democratic
Party Government that, through a change in the law of
regulation, made the payment of wages the highest
priority in the event of a business failure. In the brief
time our friends opposite were Government, Mr.
Speaker, they weakened that priority. Now, we will
restoreitinlegislation that my colleague, theMinister
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of Labour, will be bringing forth at this Session.

Mr. Speaker, | believe that the old saying, “actions
speak louder than words,” is appropriate in reference
to that change in priorities of that cold callous group
over there. Having said that, however, | mustadmitto
beingan eternal optimist. | still believe that our friends
opposite can be persuaded tomove backinto the 20th
century in their thinking. There’sno doubt in my mind
that given the difficult financial timesinwhich we live,
it will be more difficult for our Government to launch
new programs, but we will.

The role that can be played by a responsive alert
Oppositionistoprovide specific criticism as towhere
they see program changes required. While | doubt
that our friends opposite will heed my advice, |
believe, Mr. Speaker, that the electorate will give them
higher marks if they provide specific constructive
advice rather than retreating into blanket ill-defined
criticisms.

I, therefore, Mr. Speaker, appeal to them through
you that given the near disaster state of the world
economy, given the need for all people of goodwill to
unite to help each other in difficult times, | appeal to
them to be constructive in their criticism.

Mr. Speaker, the test of theworth of any endeavour
of humankindis notwhen the going iseasy; ratheritis
when the going is hard. The social democratic or
democratic socialist movement in Canada had its
beginnings at another time when capitalist society
was reeling. It is or can be a propitious time for dedi-
cated people tomovecourageously forward to amore
just, a fair, more egalitarian society, a society more
equal, a society more compassionate, a society more
loving, a society of greater dignity and justice. These
are our goals. Undeterred by the slings and arrows of
unthinking or uncaring foes, we carry on.

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

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, | move, seconded by
the Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain, that
debate be adourned.

MOTION presented and carried.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.
HON. L. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to move,
seconded by the Honourable Member of Natural
Resources, that the House be now adjourned.
MOTION presented and carried and the House

adjourned and stands adjourned until 2:00 p.m.
tomorrow afternoon (Tuesday).





