LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Wednesday, 10 March, 1982

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

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

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS

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

HON. LEONARD S. EVANS (Brandon East): Mr.
Speaker, withleave | beg totable the Annual Report of
the Department of Community Services and Correc-
tions for the calendar year 1981.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Govern-
ment Services.

HON.SAMUELUSKIW(LacduBonnet): Mr. Speaker,
| wish to table the Annual Report of the Department of
Government Services, and while I'm on my feet, Sir, |
wish to also table the Department of Highways and
Transportation Report.

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

HON.EUGENE KOSTYRA (Seven Oaks): | beg leave
to table the report, pursuant to Section 13, of The
Trade Practices Enquiry Act.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

HON.ROLAND PENNER (Fort Rouge): Mr. Speaker,
| beg leave to table the 11th Annual Report of the Law
Reform Commission.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Energy
and Mines.

HON. WILSON PARASIUK (Transcona): Yes, Mr.
Speaker, with leave I'd beg to table a number of
reports: first, the Annual Report of the Manitoba
Development Corporation for the year ended March
31st, 1981; second, the Annual Reportofthe Manitoba
Hydro-Electric Board for the yearending March 31st,
1981; the Annual Report of the Manitoba Mineral
Resources Limited for the year 1980-81; the Annual
Report of the Manitoba Mineral Resources Division
for the year ending March 31st, 1981 and the Annual
Report of the Manitoba Data Services for 1980-81.

MR. SPEAKER: Notices of Motion . . .
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

MR.PENNER introduced BillNo. 13, An Act toamend
The Public Trustee Act.
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INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MR. SPEAKER: Beforewereach Oral Questions, may
| direct the attention of honourable members to the
gallery where we have two school groups.

| am pleased to note the attendance is 65 students of
Churchill High School under the direction of Mr.
Saleski. Thisschoolisintheconstituency of Osborne.

Also, we have 25 students, Grade 11 standing of the
Murdoch MacKay Collegiate under the direction of
Mr. Bruce Rand. The school is in the constituency of
the Honourable Member for Transcona, the Honour-
able Minister of Energy and Mines.

On behalf of all the members, | bid you welcome this
afternoon.

ORAL QUESTIONS
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. JAMES E. DOWNEY (Arthur): Mr. Speaker, in
view of the statements made by the First Minister
November 5th promising the beef industry and the
beef producers in the Province of Manitoba, a beef
support program — to the First Minister, when could
weexpectthedetailsofthatprogramtobeannounced?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

HON. HOWARD R. PAWLEY (Selkirk): Mr. Speaker,
as the honourable member | am sure recognizes, the
question is better directed to the Minister of
Agriculture.

MR. SPEAKER: The Minister of Agriculture.

HON. BILL URUSKI (Interlake): Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. We hope to make that announcement in the
next several weeks.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker, tothe
Honourable Minister, can we expect that program to
be somewhat along the lines of the Saskatchewan
program?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, | hope the honourable
member will be a bit patient and await the announce-
ment. We are working as hard as we can and we are
still receiving submissions from producers and trying
tomaketheirviews andincorporatethemin the over-
all plan that we are developing.

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable MemberforPembina.

MR. DONALD ORCHARD (Pembina): Thank you Mr.
Speaker. In view of the fact, Mr. Speaker, that imme-
diate action was promised by the First Minister during
the election campaign, and that is now three-and-a-
half months old; in view of the fact, Mr. Speaker, that
the Minister of Agriculture when addressing a group
of farmers at Oak Bluff on January I13th at the Agricul-
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tural Outlook Conference in which he promised thata
Beef Income Insurance Plan would be announced
within four to six weeks, and that time has now
expired; now that we have heard several weeks again
for four-and-a-half months; when can the beef pro-
ducers of Manitoba expect some action from the Min-
ister of Agriculture?

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

MR. J. WALLY MCcKENZIE (Roblin-Russell): Mr.
Speaker, | thank you. | wonder could the Minister of
Agriculture or the First Minister advise the House how
they can account for the lack of funds for the beef
industry in the Estimates that were tabled last night?

MR.URUSKI: Mr. Speaker,thereare otheravenuesin
which the funds will be voted upon and brought into
the Legislature.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR.DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, what avenue isthe Min-
ister referring to?

MR. URUSKI: If the member would like to discuss
that during the Estimates, he will have an opportunity
to, Mr. Speaker.

MR. DOWNEY: The question is, will there be money
provided for the beef producers of the Province of
Manitoba?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, | indicated that the pro-
gram will be announced.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for La
Verendrye.

MR. ROBERT (Bob) BANMAN (La Verendrye): A
question to the Minister of Education, | wonder if she
couldinform me as to the progress that is being made
withregardtotheexpansion of New Bothwell School
in the Hanover School Division?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Education.

HON. MAUREEN HEMPHILL (Logan): Mr. Speaker,
the addition required or asked for New Bothwell
School was approved by me in the early new year. |
think it includes a gymnasium plus some additional
facilities. Since they received the approval, they have
come back to the Department of Education with their
plansforthe school andthose plans arenow alittlebit
changed from the original request. In other words,
they have made some changes in space otherthanthe
approvalthattheyreceived, so we have set up a meet-
ing between the Department of Education and the
School Divisiontodiscuss the differences. It basically
has been approved, it's on track, and it's a matter of
ironing out the differences between the approval and
the plans that are now before us.

MR. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | thank the
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Minister for that answer.

Another question to the Minister of Consumer and
Corporate Affairs, couldheinform the House, or con-
firm that the Premier's Legislative Assistant, the
Member for Ellice, is working on rent control legisla-
tion in his department?

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

MR. KOSTYRA: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

MR. BANMAN: To the same Minister a supplemen-
tary question, Mr. Speaker. Since the Premier’s Legis-
lative Assistant is working on material pertaining to
the Minister's Department, could heinformthe House
whether or not that Legislative Assistant to the Pre-
mier has access to files dealing with his department?

MR. KOSTYRA: Mr. Speaker, yes the Legislative
Assistant assigned to me by the Premier does have
access to files and discussions related to the pro-
posed Rent Control Program.

MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, my question is for the
First Minister. In view of the fact that the Premier has
stated that he will not ask the Member for Ellice to
drop his legal involvement with clients in the Logan
area, will the First Minister suspend the Member for
Elliceas hisLegislative Assistant while heis undertak-
ing this legal action involving the government of the
Province of Manitoba?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, | thank the Honourable
Member for Pembina for the question. The Member
for Ellice received a very clear letter from the Legisla-
tive Counsel, Mr. Tallin, in respect to whether or not
there would be any conflict of interest on his partin
acting as a solicitor. The answer was very clear, there
would be no conflict of interest. Subsequently, the
Member for Ellice has received a letter from the Chief
Legal Counsel pertaining to his role as Legislative
Assistant. Againtheanswerwastherewas no conflict
of interest.

MR.ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, asupplementary ques-
tion to the First Minister. A similar situation, | think,
paralleled the Constitution where the Supreme Court
said it was legally rightand morally wrong, andin view
ofthefact, Mr. Speaker,thatavastmajority of Manito-
bans are concerned about the potential conflict of
interest that existsbetweenthe Premier's Legislative
Assistant, on one hand having access to information,
now representing a group of citizens who are under-
taking action against the provincial government. In
view of that obvious concern by Manitobans, and in
view of the fact that in the Throne Speech conflict-of-
interest legislation was promised by this government,
would the First Minister not reconsider his position
andconsiderthe suspension of his Legislative Assist-
ant whilst he is acting on behalf of that group of citi-
zens in Logan; a temporary suspension, Mr. Speaker,
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not a permanent suspension?
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member
forPembinamustnothavebeen presentin the House
last week when | indicated that the Member for Ellice
was not privy to the files of the Land Acquisition
Branch and | thought that was madeveryclear,and |
believe it was also made clear by the Minister respon-
sible for Urban Affairs insofar as access to files.

No, Mr. Speaker, if we were to apply that rule, |
would have to as well prohibit the Member for Ellice
from participating in Provincial Judges' Court, when
indeed his is representing accused individuals in
respect to actions brought by the Attorney-General.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Natural
Resources.

HON. AL MACKLING (St. James): Mr. Speaker, last
week the Honourable Member for Swan River asked
me a question about the plight of fish trapped behind a
damontheBirchRiver, | believe. This matter had also
been brought to my attention by the Member for The
Pas.lhave madeinquiry, anditisaproblemthatexists
in respect to fish that go upstream from the dam, are
trapped within the Saskeram Wildlife waters, and due
to a lack of oxygen during the late winter and early
spring, there is some loss.

As a result of that continual problem, the depart-
ment has opened it up to fishing, but there has been
no one take up the fishing there because the fish are
small pike predominantly of relatively low value. That
isacontinuing problem, but the departmentindicates
that they do not consider to be a major problem.

While I'm on my feet, Mr. Speaker, | would like to
alsorespondtothe concernsofthe Member for Lake-
side who requested confirmation from me of a report
asto some illegal trafficking in wildlife, fish and game.
I'd indicated at the time that | believed that it was a
confidential document, that the matter was a prelimi-
nary — as |l understood, it was a preliminary investiga-
tive report upon the basis of which the department
expected thattherewould be furtherinvestigation and
likely criminal prosecution and conviction hopefully.

| regret to advise that the matter did become public
prematurely and the question now iswideopen.lam
advised that as a result of the preliminary investiga-
tions there has been one charge laid and one plea of
guilty entered. However, as a result of the widespread
publicity about this now, itis not likely that we will be
as successful inrespectto furthercharges. | might say
that we're still going to pursue the matter; it is a very
important matter, but | would have preferred of course
that the investigations that were ongoing had not
been made public. It's certainly within the public
domain. If this comes out, we have to indicate that it
has occurred, but in this kind of matter we would like
to work successfully, quietly until we get convictions.
Itisaveryreal problem; we'reseized withitand we're
acting on it.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Lakeside.

MR. HARRY ENNS (Lakeside): Mr. Speaker, just a
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further question to the Honourable Minister for Natu-
ral Resources and perhaps he can help me. It's really
for my clarification.

Can the Honourable Minister tell me that when sev-
eral thousand fish die when there is a Conservative
Minister around, it attracts such notoriety for several
weeks; papers, pictures, television coverage and |
appreciate the Minister's explanation. They die of,
unfortunately, natural causes; lack of oxygen. When
the same thing happens a year later with an NDP
Minister,canthe Minister enlighten mewhy it doesn’t
attract any television coverage, any front page pic-
tures in the media? Is there some difference? | think
webothagreethefishweredeadlast yearandthefish
aredead this year.Is that not the case?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Natural
Resources.

MR.MACKLING: Mr.Speaker, there have been many
answers alreadysuggestedtothe honourable member
and | don't know whether | could improve on them
except tosaythatbecause he isa magnetic personal-
ity, the media are attracted to him —(Interjection)—
like moths to a flame. | should have also added, Mr.
Speaker, that there are copies of this preliminary
report available through the Clerk's Office.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Speaker, one further question to the
Honourable Minister. Inview of the factthat our Esti-
mates are coming up first in Natural Resources, I'm
aware that the report commissioned by the previous
administration on the wild rice industry has received
some limited distribution. Would the Minister prepare
tosendoverafew copies of the report to the members
of the Opposition? | haven't received any yet; it would
be helpful in the consideration of his Estimates.

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, | don't think | would
have any problem with that. | will consult with staff
and see whether they have any problem with it. |
believe that it may be of assistance to me to have my
learned friends giving some constructive criticism to
me during the course of the Estimates.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Virden.

MR. HARRY GRAHAM (Virden): Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, my question is the Honourable
First Minister: sincethe Honourable MemberforEllice
does not have access to files of the Land Acquisition
Branch, can the the Honourable First Minister tell us
whatotherdepartments the honourable memberdoes
not have access to?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

MR.PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, in respect to the question
posed by the honourable member, the Member for
Ellicedoes nothave access to files pertaining to indi-
vidual case issues, whether it be Land Acquisition
Branch orin other areas. He is dealing with the ques-
tion of rent control in a general way, dealing with the
matter of multiculturalism as well, but those are very
important and very worthwhile functions; the Hon-
ourable Member for Ellice is doing an excellent job.
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Mr. Speaker. | don’t believe that Manitobans would
want me to prohibit the Member for Ellice from engag-
ing in the development of policy in respect to those
areas, particularly when we have received legal advice
from the chief legal counsel of the Province of Mani-
tobathat thereis no conflict of interest insofar as the
Honourable for Ellice.

MR. GRAHAM: A supplementary question to the
Honourable First Minister: does the First Minister
have access to all the files of the various departments
of this government?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Minnedosa.

MR. DAVID R. (DAVE) BLAKE (Minnedosa): Thank
you, Mr. Speaker, my question is directed to the -—— oh
he’s gone — the Minister in charge of Transportation
Services. I'll defer until hereturns to the Chamber, Mr.
Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Honourable Member for
Minnedosa now have his question?

MR. BLAKE: I'll defer it, Mr. Speaker, until the Minis-
ter returns because I'll just get the usual runaround.

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

MR.EVANS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday, the
Honourable Member for Emerson complained that his
name was omitted from the telephone directory for
eastern Manitobaas among the MLAs. Indeeditis and
I notice forsomestrangereasonthe MLA for Morrisis
listed in the eastern directory of MTS and again, I'm
not sure why that is.

However, | notice, and this was indeed published in
March, 1982, but | notice in September of 1981 the
Honourable Member for Emerson does appear in the
Pembina Valley Telephone Directory as being the
MLA for Emerson. I'm pleased to note that heis listed
also in the eastern directory under the town of Grun-
thal, which is | believe his residence.

Thefactis, Mr. Speaker, | think the MTS aregoingto
have to become more familiar with the provincial con-
stituency boundaries in this province, so I'mdirecting
theMTStotake a very close look atthese boundaries
to make sure that MLAs are listed in their proper
regions. However, | might add that in this case the
honourable member represents a constituency that
happenstobein twotelephoneregions and therefore
I'm pleased to advise him we'll make sure he's in both
directories next time.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable MemberforPembina.

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Could the
Minister responsible for MTS carry onthe policy of the
previous four yearsand undertake towritetoeach and
every recipient of the eastern regional telephone
directory a personal letterfromthe Minister responsi-
ble for MTSindicating that the MLA for Emersonis Mr.
Albert Driedger, and that they can reach him at — Mr.
Speaker, | hear some protestations from the members
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opposite. That is only a legitimate request to make
sure that the constituents of the constituency of
Emerson have access to their MLA, and | would ask
himif he would dothat for the residents of the eastern
region, and particularly the residents of Emerson
constituency.

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, surely the Honourable
Member for Pembina is not serious because he
knows, or heshouldknow, that there are 33,000 peo-
ple who receive the eastern telephone directory and
he's asking us to pay first-class mail, 30 cents per
letter, that's 33,000 letters, | say that is a considerable
amount of money and | think we're going to be a little
more careful with the taxpayers’ money than the
Member for Pembina suggests we should be.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Minnedosa.

MR. BLAKE: Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker, | see the
Minister has returned to his seat so | will start afresh
and direct my question to the Minister responsible for
Transportation. | wonder if the Minister caninformthe
House if he is still carrying on with the policy estab-
lished by the previous administration with respect to
disposition of agricultural lands or lands that were
previously in the abandoned rail right-of-ways.

MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Govern-
ment Services.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, | would like to indicate to
the member that we have asked for review of that
policy in the nature of information to us in order to
have an update as to what was transpiring and from
that point we will then decide what we wantto do from
there on.

MR.BLAKE: Well, Mr. Speaker, there are some 4000r
500 applications on file now; | wonder if the Minister
could inform the House and the people of Manitoba
just where those applications stand or what process
will be carried on to see them to a successful
conclusion.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, | would like to advise the
Member for Minnedosa that when we are clear on the
directionthatwe wantto take after having the analysis
done, we will make that announcement during the
course of Estimates review or in response to a ques-
tion, or whatever.

MR. BLAKE: Well yes, Mr. Speaker, the final supple-
mentary: there are quite a quite a number of those
applications that were made in compliance with a
signed deal with the previous administration and they
relate to property containing, say, elevators that have
been sold for considerable sums of funds and they are
unable to disburse those funds until they conclude
that deal and obtain title to that land so that people
that purchased the elevator property are able to
obtain title to it or move the elevator to another site;
and it's causing some considerable problems in some
areas. | wonder if he could give me some clarification
totaketo those people on what time span they might
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be looking for before this government finally makes
up hismind that owning those rail beds by individuals
is not all that bad maybe.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, we haven't made the deci-
sion that it is good or bad to have those parcels con-
veyed to individuals who have applied for them. We
are merely reviewing what has been the policy and
from that we willannounce a policy of our own. In the
meantime, if there are cases that provide some hard-
ship or have hardship conditions because of those
matters referred to me by the Member for Minnedosa,
I'm prepared to look at them at on individual basis.

MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable Memberfor Niakwa.

MR. ABE KOVNATS (Niakwa): Thank you, Mr.
Speaker, | would like to direct my question to the
Minister of Natural Resources: can the Honourable
Minister advise if the area in the Sandilands Forest
Reserve, south of Hwy. 201 between Menisino and
Piney is being opened up for timber cutting
operations?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Natural
Resources.

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Speaker, | appreciate that the
honourable member did give me notice of his inten-
tiontoask aquestionin respecttothis. | haveinforma-
tion from the department; | don’'t know whether it will
satisfy the honourable member, but | will give youitin
all the detail thatit hasbeen provided to me.

A specific block of forest was set aside for those
wishingto cut fence postsin the area off Highway 201
between Menisino and Piney. In order to supervise
cutting, it is usual practice to prescribe the block in
which cutters may operate. This winter the road was
impassable due to snow. Two or three cutters, having
some urgency, were allowed to cut elsewhere. We
speculated thata few cutters whohad previously been
constrained tothe block noticed these permittees cut-
ting outside it.

Later, during the current year, 1,150 permits for
cedar and tamarack fence posts were issued; people
came from as far away as Boissevain. We would usu-
ally snowplow the road; in this case, they didn't snow-
plow the road this past winter. Seven permittees were
permittedto gointo an alternative area selected by the
Regional Conservation Officer in order to eliminate
the cost of plowing and the names are given of those
permittees.

In December, 1981, Forestry wrote to one gentleman
who had requested 50 cords of birch fuel and he was
told to go 30 miles to a fuel cutting block near Wood-
ridge. He was told that if he wanted only a little for his
house, he couldtakeitnearhome.ltmaybethatthere
was a complaint by some of the people that they were
being required to cut in places that others had been
allowed to do. It appears that because of the heavy
snowfall, the fact that the road had now been plowed,
there was some discretionexercised. There may have
been complaints that some people seem to have had
some benefits that others didn't.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Niakwa.
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MR.KOVNATS: | would like to thank the Honourable
Minister of Natural Resources for his thorough reply
on the question that | had given him notice of yester-
day. | would just like to say thank you very much for
his concern and | would hope that all people will be
treated fairly in the area and not one given more pref-
erence than anybody else.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR.CLAYTON MANNESS (Morris): Yes, Mr. Speaker,
I have a question for the Minister of Highways.

At this point, have ccntracts been signed with lan-
downers for purchase of their property for the pur-
pose of the four-laning of Highway 75?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Government Services.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, | didn't quite get the ques-
tion. Was it whether or not we have signed any con-
tracts? Yes, Mr. Speaker, | believe some of the tran-
sactions have been completed with respect to
acquisition of right-of-way for the twinning of High-
way 75.

MR.MANNESS: Could the Minister of Highways con-
firm that The Land Acquisition Branch of government
is continuing to purchase land for this purpose?

MR. USKIW: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Kirk-
field Park.

MRS. GERRIEHAMMOND (Kirkfield Park): My ques-
tion is to the Minister of Finance. In the statementon
the Estimates yesterday, he mentioned that the $2
million special grant to be provided to Winnipeg
School Division No. 1 was not included. Could he
advise the House wherehehasmadeprovisionforthis
item?

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Minister of Finance.

HON.VICSCHROEDER (Rossmere): Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. There is no provision made in those Esti-
mates for that $2 million.

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Memberfor Tuxedo.

MR.GARY FILMON (Tuxedo): Mr. Speaker, my ques-
tion is for the Minister of Education. Will the Minister
now confirm that the $46.5 million increase in the
Education Support Program plus the $12.4 million
special grants plus other smaller miscellaneous spe-
cial grants referred to in her recent press release, of
that amount only $42 million will come out of the
Provincial General Revenues while an additional,
approximately $20 million will come out of the Foun-
dation Levy whichis assessed against property taxes
in the province?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Education.
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MRS. HEMPHILL: Mr. Speaker, the specific informa-
tion will be made available on Monday when we are
giving complete information about mill rate applica-
tion and where the money is coming from.

MR. FILMON: Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that
Cabinet, by Order in Council, last Wednesday passed
or set the differential in the mill rate between the farm
and residential property and the commercial and
industrial property at 38 mills, canshe now share with
us what the specific mill rate figures are, since it's
obviously available?

MRS. HEMPHILL: Thatinformation will be made pub-
lic on Monday, Mr. Speaker.

MR. FILMON: Mr. Speaker, in the Estimates which
were released last evening, the amount ofincrease for
the community colleges funding in the province
shows an increase of 3 percent over last year. I'm
wondering in view of the number of references to
increased commitments towards training and espe-
cially in areas of greatest employment need in this
province, what her justification is for this amount of
increase?

MRS.HEMPHILL: Mr. Speaker, | expect that the hon-
ourable member is referring to the difference in the
increases awarded the universities this year and the
amount of theincrease awardedtocolleges. Thereis a
reason for it as there is a reason for all of the sizes of
increases that we are awarding.

Colleges were treated very well over the period of
thelastfouryears. They received substantialincreases
and were allowed to maintain theirprograms and they
were not put in a position of having to cut back on
equipment, facilitiesandteachingthewaytheuniver-
sities were, so the reason is that they received good
funding in the previous years. The universities were
cut back very drastically and thatis the reason why we
have made the awards that we have.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort
Garry.

MR.L.R. (Bud) SHERMAN (FortGarry): Mr. Speaker,
my question is to the Honourable Minister of Health
and | would ask him whether the government is
intending to proceed with the addition oftwo floorson
Concordia Hospital in Winnipeg? | ask this question,
Mr. Speaker, independent of the Estimates Review
because it was a project that had been announced by
the previous government.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

HON.LAURENT DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): Thank
you, Mr. Speaker. There are a number of programs
that have been announced that are ready and a deci-
sion will be made fairly soon. We're looking at a plan
and as soon as possible it'll be announced to the
House.

MR. SHERMAN: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker, can
the Minister advise whether he's intending in the
introductory process to the review of his Estimates
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which is only a matter of a few weeks away to
announce a capital program for 1982-83 for the
Department and the Health Services Commission?

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, Mr. Speaker, | would hope
that it would be ready by then. | certainly have no
objection to announcing it at that time or if it's ready
before that, to make an announcementifitaccommo-
dates the members.

MR. SHERMAN: A final supplementary, Mr. Speaker,
can the Minister confirm that the addition of two floors
to Concordiais one of the projects thatis being consi-
dered in the preparation of that capital program?

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, all the programs that have
advancedto that stagearebeing seriously considered.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Assiniboia.

MR. RURIK (Ric) NORDMAN (Assiniboia): Mr.
Speaker, my questionis to the Honourable Minister of
Health. What is the future of Deer Lodge Hospital? Is
there a phasing out plan by the Veterans’ Administra-
tion, a phasing in of the Manitoba Health Services?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Health.

MR.DESJARDINS: Foranumberofyearsnow, as the
former Minister could tell his colleagues, there have
been discussions between the Federal Government,
who have been quite anxious to turn all of those vete-
rans’ hospitals to the provinces. The negotiation is still
going strong. | think we are getting a little closer.

I have met with members of the Union, the Veterans,
they have some concern. | have offered to meet with
them and the Federal Government if they wish, and |
hope, | certainly hope, that there will be an
announcement during my Estimates or earlier if
possible.

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

MR. MCKENZIE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | have a
question for the Honourable Minister of Municipal
Affairs, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, the small village of
Shellmouth is planning and actively promoting their
Centennial this summer. Under thepresentpolicy, the
little village doesn't qualify for a centennial grants,
because the rural municipality of Shellmouth wasn't
incorporated until 1907 and as a result will not cele-
brate their centennial until the year 2007.

| wonder is there some way that the policy can be
varied for a village such as Shellmouth, who very
much would like to celebrate their centennial this
year, which is there 100th anniversary?

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Munici-
pal Affairs.

HON.A.R.(PETE)ADAM(Ste.Rose): Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. | appreciate the Member for Roblin-Russell
asking that question. We have sent out centennial
grants to several communities this year, including
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some of the larger urban centres as well, but many
others.

Itis correctthatthe town perhaps willhavetocome
under the municipality which isnotincorporated —is
it1907? We shalltakealook atthatand seeif anything
can be done.

MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable MemberforPembina.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, | have a question for
the Minister responsible for Manitoba Telephone Sys-
tem. Can the Minister indicate whether the System is
contemplating any purchase and/or building of addi-
tional office space this coming year?

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

MR.EVANS: Well, Mr. Speaker, | could take that mat-
ter as notice, but it may be better left to the time that
we have MTS before us and we can discuss these
items in detail.

MR. ORCHARD: Well, | would prefer the first course,
Mr. Speaker, if the Minister could provide me with that
information, because it may be some time before we
deal with the Annual Report of the Manitoba Tele-
phone System.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
SECOND READING — GOVERNMENT BILLS
BILLNO. 3-ANACT TO AMEND AN ACT
RESPECTING THE OPERATION OF SEC. 23
OF THEMAN.ACTINREGARD TO STATUTES

MR. PENNER presented Bill No. 3, An Act to amend
An Act Respecting the Operationof Section 23 of The
ManitobaActin Regardto Statutesforsecond reading.

MOTION presented.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

MR. PENNER: Mr. Speaker, all of this is in a sense
consequent upon the Forest decision of the Supreme
Court of Canada in 1979 and since then the Opposi-
tion, then the Government, and now ourselves are
moving toimplement both the spirit and the letter tion
23 secof The Manitoba Act, which has constitutional
significance. Section 23 of the Act, of course, is now
wellknown, itcalls forthe Acts of the Legislatureto be
printed and published in both offical languages,
namely, French and English.

Subsequently in 1980, the Actto which this Bill has
reference, that is an Act respecting the operation of
Section 23, was passed and among other provisions,
Section 4(2) provided a method by which the transla-
tions could be certified and the present section pro-
vided for the Speaker of the House to designate a
person to certify the accuracy of any translations of
Acts after they have been passed in the House in the
other official language.

Until now, the practise has been for the Speaker to
designate a personto certify the accuracy of transla-
tion when the French version of an Act is ready for
publication. To date most of the certification have
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been provided by Mr. Norman Bellair, who has been
on loan to the Government of Manitoba from the
Office of the Secretary of State for Canada.

The problem is this, that where the Speaker is
absentfrom the province onvacation or on Assembly
business, or where the Speaker is unable to make a
designation because of iliness, the amendment would
permit the Deputy Speaker to authorize the designa-
tion of apersontocertify the accuracy of a translation.

The second problem is addressed in this way; that
on dissolution of the House for an election, until the
first meeting of the next Legislature there is legally
speaking neither a Speaker nor a Deputy Speaker.
The proposed amendment, which is technical in
nature but important, would permit the Attorney-
General to designate a person to certify the accuracy
of translations during that period of time, that hiatus
between one Legislature and the next when there is
legally no Speaker or no Deputy Speaker. | would
pass my notes on thatto the House Leader Opposite.

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

MR. MERCIER: | move, seconded by the Honourable
Member for Fort Garry that the debate be adjourned.

MOTION presented and carried.

BILLNO.4 — ANACT TO AMEND
THE GARAGE KEEPERS ACT

MR. PENNER presented Bill No. 4, An Act to Amend
the Garage Keepers Act for second reading.

MOTION presented.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

MR.PENNER: Mr. Speaker, the amendments to The
Garage Keepers Actarein the nature of housekeeping
amendments. Section 13 of the Actis to be repealed.
This is the section which requires a garage keeper to
post a copy of The Garage Keepers Act in at least
three conspicuous places in his or her orits garagein
order to be entitled of the benefits under the Act.

The right of a garage keeper to a lien is reasonably
wellknown inthe community, however, itappears that
very few people are aware of the provision in the Act
now for the posting of the sign. Very few garages, in
fact, post the sign and my departmentis not aware of
any complaint that has ever been received in this
regard. Occasionally one may be looking for afanbelt
orsomething, and see some greasy old piece of paper
and that’s about the effect of that provision. The new
Subsection 13.1(2) merely adds clause (c) to the pres-
ent subsection. It's just to make the effect of the sub-
section alittleclearerintermsof the situationwhenan
owner of a vehicle, with respect to which there's a
claim of a lien, can pay money into court in order to
obtain the vehicle until the dispute between the owner
ofthe vehicle and the garage keeper has been settled.
The amendment to Subsection I3.1 . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Orderplease.May|remind members
that on second reading it is debate in principle, a
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member should not refer to specific sections or items
of the Act.

MR.PENNER: Right. Theother portion of the Bill was
requested by His Honour, Chief County Court Judge
A. R. Philp, and points out that the present wording
requires that a trial be held before monies paid into
court can be paid out. In particular, the present word-
ing does not permit for payment of monies out of court
where an action is commenced, but not defended by
the owner of a vehicle. In a recent case — this sort of
emphasizes the reason for these proposed amend-
ments — a garage keeper obtained what is called a
default judgment, that is in fact had a judgment, but
was required to make a separate motion before the
court in order to have the money that had been paid
into court paid outtothegaragekeeper. Now with this
amendment, the particular judge, who would have
noted default and given a default judgment, would at
the same time be able to order that the moniesin court
be paid out to the garage keeper without the necessity
of a separate motion. So they're housekeeping
amendments to accomplish these up dates in the Act.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Virden.

MR.GRAHAM: Thankyou, Mr. Speaker. Whenweare
amending The Garage Keepers Act, there is some-
thing that causes me a little bit of concern. It's dealing
with some other statutes which probably come under
the Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs deal-
ing with the privilege to stay open for business on
particular days that have normally been set aside for
most businesses to be closed. Now | believe there is
an exception for people in the garage serviceindustry
on days such as the lith of November and things of
that nature.

| wonder if the Honourable Attorney-General in
bringing forward his proposed amendments has
cleared any legal technicality that might occur,
whether he has cleared it with the Minister of Consu-
mer and Corporate Affairs with respect to the identifi-
cation. Just because you take down the placards,
does that do anything to the problems that might
occurwitha person operatingagarage and his ability
to stay open on certain days that are designated as
holidays and normal closing of business? Those are
some of the questions | pose on this Bill.

MR. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, | move, secondedby the
Honourable Member for Lakeside, that the debate be
adjourned.

MOTION presented and carried.

BILL NO.5 — AN ACT TO AMEND
THE LAW OF PROPERTY ACT

MR. PENNER presented Bill No. 5, An Act to amend
The Law of Property Actfor second reading.

MOTION presented.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

MR. PENNER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The pro-
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posed amendment to The Law of Property Act is to
give jurisdiction to the County Court to hear cases of
partition and sale of land. Presently under The Law of
Property Act, only the Court of Queen’s Bench has
jurisdiction in these matters. Now, partition and sale
which is a technical term to cover the situation in
which property jointly held by two persons can be
either sold or transferred in order to divide the inter-
ests, partition and sale is frequently required when
dealing with separation of property under The Marital
Property Act. The County Court has general jurisdic-
tion for all other matters under The Marital Property
Act. But where partition and sale is required to com-
plete the division of property between two persons
separating and bringing proceedings under The Mari-
tal Property Act, as things now are, an application is
required to the Court of Queen’s Bench, a separate
application. It takes time, and it's costly and it's
unnecessary.

By extending the jurisdiction of the County Courtas
this proposed amendment would do to permit the
County Court Judge seized of the issue as between
the parties to deal with partition and sale of land, the
County Court will be able to deal with all matters
under The Marital Property Act. So that in-the one
hearing, the matters between the party can be dis-
posed of. The proposed amendment will give jurisdic-
tion to the County Court, of the County Court district
in which the land is situated or the County Court of a
district in which the action has already been brought.

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

MR.MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, | move, secondedby the
Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain, that debate
be adjourned.

Motion presented and carried.
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

MR.SPEAKER: Would the Government House Leader
indicate the next item of business?

MR.PENNER: The motion that was before the House
last night, brought in by the Minister of Finance, was
that the House do, at its next sitting, move into Com-
mittee of Supply. Now | don'tknow what the intention
of the members opposite is with respect to that
motion, whether they are prepared to consider that
this isthe next sitting, or consider that by the nature of
the motion that we are going to move into Supply
tommorrow.

MR. SPEAKER: If the Minister wishes to proceed with
that item I will call it for debate.

MR. PENNER: Right, then | will call for the question
on the motion that was introduced by the Minister of
Finance yesterday that the House do now move into
Committee of Supply.

MR. SPEAKER: On the adjourned motion of the Min-
ister of Finance, it was moved that the House will atits
next sitting, resolve itself into a Committee to con-
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sider the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.
The Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain.

MR. A. BRIAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): Thank
you, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Speaker, | want to take this
opportunity todealwith anumberofitemsthat| think
are of considerable importance to the people of
Manitoba, and they are of considerable importanceto
this House as well.

| start first of all, Mr. Speaker, with the manner in
which the Minister of Finance has drawn together and
presented his Estimates,bothtothisHouseandtothe
public, becauseitis in my knowledge unprecedented
that he should have presented them — the Honour-
able Minister should have presented them in the way
that they have been.

I begin, Sir, with the press release that the Honour-
able Minister has put out which indicated that there
would beal4.4percentincrease in spending. Hewas, |
might add, quite successful in that presentation of
spending because of course the Winnipeg Sun head-
lines this morning that expenditures or spending will
be up by 14.4 percent.

Mr. Speaker, the expenditures have never before
been presented in that way. The correct way, and lam
certain the way that his departmental staff presented
them to him, was that they would be presented as
print-over-print, which simply means the amount of
money that was initially presented to the Legislature
last year plus the amount passed in Supplementary
Supply. Thatis the only way to make a truly compara-
ble presentation.

What the Minister has done is try to compare the
total projected expenditures for 1981-82 with his initial
expenditures for 1982-83, and he has deliberately left
items out of the Estimates that were tabled before this
House last night. When he was asked today, “Where
was provision made for the $2million Special Grant to
Winnipeg 1?” he said, “No provision has been made.”
Yetthatannouncementwasmadein this House some
daysago by the Minister of Education.

They knew, Mr. Speaker, they knew that there
would be funds required for that grant and they were
not presented in the spending Estimates tabled in this
Houselastnight. Mr. Speaker,thatis the sort of behav-
iour on the part of the Minister of Finance that is
simply unacceptable to the members on this side of
the House and | think itshould be unacceptable to the
public as well.

Wealsoknow that the First Ministerduring the elec-
tion and other members of his party were promising
immediate assistance to the beef producers of this
province. There was not one nickel presented in the
Estimates tabled in this Houselast night, Mr. Speaker,
yetthe Minister stands up in the House today and says
there will be a plan. Mr. Speaker, if they know that
there will be money spent on a Beef Income Stabiliza-
tion Plan, then provision for that plan should be made
in the Estimates tabled in this House. Instead, the
public is mislead with thistype of press release which
indicates a 14.4 percent increase in spending, which
when put on a comparable basis to previous years,
simply on the figures alone brings it to 16.9 percent,
and if we begin to add in the items that these honour-
able members have promised and have not included
in their Estimates, then the figure begins to go much
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higher, Mr. Speaker. | think that we are entitled to an
explanation at the very least from the Minister of
Finance for that type of action.

We have seen how previous releases of information
have been done by that Minister in the short period of
time that they have been government. If this is an
indication of the consequence of moving the Informa-
tion Services Branch from the Department of
Government Services, where it operated in animpar-
tial way to the First Minister’'s Office, where it now
reports to his top political gun, if this is the type of
action that we're going to get, Mr. Speaker, then it's
unacceptable, and | tell you that the Estimates tabled
before us last night give me some concern.

Theygivemesomeconcernabout howthe Informa-
tion Services and other information disseminating
groups are going to be used in this government, Mr.
Speaker, because within these Estimates that were
tabled last night, | dare say that the single largest
increase falls within the Executive Council and that is
a 824 percent increase in the Advertising Audit office
within the First Minister’s office, it goes up from
$128,300t0 $1,057,300.00 Whatdo they do, Mr.Speaker?
What is listed under there says that it provides an
advertising media buying service for all government
departments and agencies. That's their priority, Mr.
Speaker, an 824 percent increase.

Mr. Speaker, | also wouldlike to place on the record
once again some of the facts concerning the eco-
nomic situation in this province when we assumed
government in 1977, and when the members opposite
assumed it some three or four months ago, because
despite factualexplanations that have been given, the
First Minister in his presentation to the House last
night continued to follow his revisionist type of
approach to providing information on the state of the
economy. Mr. Speaker, as long as thatsort of misun-
derstanding continues to persistamongthe members
opposite, then | will continue to place upon the record
the facts, and the members opposite should be free to
challenge those facts or to verify them.

When we assumed responsibility for governmentin
1977, we took over at a time when the economy was
only growing at 0.8 percent a year. When those hon-
ourable memberstookover, theeconomy of this prov-
ince was estimated by the Conference Board to be
growing at 3.3 percent. Mr. Speaker, | believe that that
is an increase of something like 400 percent, four
times higher when we took over than it was when they
took over.

The statements the First Minister has been making
simply don't wash with the facts. Unemployment was
5.9 percent when we assumed office. It's 6 percent
when they assumed office. Retail sales were 4.4 per-
cent when we took over — I1.5 percent during 198I. The
thingthatthe honourable members opposite continue
to try and impress upon the public is that the eco-
nomic capacity of the government is somehow terri-
bly constrained because of the way we left it.

Mr. Speaker, | want to assure them that the eco-
nomic capacity of the government, fiscal capacity, is
in better shape when they assumed power than it was
four years ago.

Letmereiterate thefacts once again, that the deficit
in 1977-78 represented on an annual basis 1.7 percent
of the expenditures of government. When the figures
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are in for 1981-82, it will show that the deficitis approx-
imately 10.9 percent of the expenditures of govern-
ment for that year. The deficit as a percentage of
revenues in 1977-78 was 13.3 percent; in 1981-82it will
be 12.2. The total direct and guaranteed debtin 1977-
78 represented 42 percent of the gross provincial pro-
duct and I'll give you one updated figure, Mr. Speaker;
| thank the Minister of Finance for providing me with
the informationyesterdayafternoon. Itisbased on the
most current projection of the gross provincial pro-
duct for the province. The total debt for 1981-82 will
comein, inthe range of 35 percent of the gross pro-
vincial product, as opposed to 42 percent in 1977-78.
In fact, the fiscal capacity of the government is
stronger today than it was four years ago. Those are
the facts, Mr. Speaker, | will continue to put them on
the record so long as we continue to hear revision of
statements made about the state of the fiscal capacity
of the province.

Mr. Speaker, | also want to make reference to the
general approach that this government seems to be
taking to the management of the economy or to the
extent that they are able to influence the economy;
that is, that they generally appear to be treating the
symptoms, rather than to be doing their part to treat
the causes. | take, as an example of that, the state-
ments that are made in the Throne Speech where the
government refers to their continued call for a lower-
ing of interestrates and that they will attempt to offset
the most serious effects of inflation. Well, that's fine,
Mr. Speaker. All of us would like to see lower interest
rates; none of us like to see the higher interest rates
that we have today.

We also don't want to see people suffering the
effects of inflation, but it surely is incumbent upon a
provincial government to lay out a strategy for how
they see those things actually being accomplished.
Because to simply call for a lowering of interest rates
is simply to posture withoutbeing able to lay out at the
same time some of the other events that they see
taking place in order that they may give the people
some confidence that they know what they aretalking
about; that if indeed they are proposing to take short-
term pain for long-term gain, then at least they should
laythatoutsothat wehavesomeknowledgethatthey
know what they are talking about. We haven't seen
that, Mr. Speaker, all we see is a simple call for lower
interest rates and some effort to offset inflation.

At the same time they want to flail out at President
Reagan in the United States for the policies that he
follows. Well, Mr. Speaker, they may not agree with
the policies of President Reagan, and that of courseis
everyone's prerogative; | don’t entirely agree with all
his policies either, but he does lay out a plan. He does
tell the people where he expects to go. Thereis a body
of knowledge that leads him to that conclusion and
they arehavingsome success in controlling inflation
because inflation today is approximately half in the
United States of what it is in Canada.

| want to know from the government some time in
the course of debate during this Legislature, Mr.
Speaker, what they think is going to happenin Can-
adaif their policies are followed with respect to infla-
tion, because there are very knowledgeable people
whosay thatif their policy is followed, it will lead to 20
percentinflation. | don'tthink that they wanttosee 20
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percent inflation; | expect that then they would be
calling for a reduction in inflation. | think we have
reason to expect answers to those kinds of questions
and so far we haven't had them.

Mr. Speaker, the members opposite talk about the
necessity foreconomic development; we all acknowl-
edgethenecessity of economic development. It'show
we see economic development being carried out
where we differand | mustsaythatin looking through
the Estimates lastnight, there doesn'tseemtobevery
much there that is going to do anything to enhance
the economy of the province. There doesn’'t even
seem to be much effort and it simply reinforces the
factthatin the Throne Speech there were only one or
two paragraphs where reference was made to the pri-
vate sector. We see now that in the spending Esti-
mates for the Department of Economic Development,
forinstance, thateven though thereisafigure of some
8 percent increase for the Department of Economic
Development that really, Mr. Speaker, if you look at
that and see that $2 million of that is for the Horse
Racing Commission that the Minister of Economic
Developmentis goingtobringin Estimatesthatin fact
are 1 percent lower than they were last year.

Now, Mr. Speaker, what kind of message is that
goingto give the privatesectorin Manitoba? Does this
governmentwantthe private sectortohelp in generat-
ing economic activity in this province or not? The
amount of money that’s made available under the
Small Enterprise Development Program, forinstance,
is reduced. In fact, the entire Estimates of Economic
Developmentaredownbysome 1 percent. Whatother
action is there, Mr. Speaker, in these Estimates that
would indicate something that's going to generate
economic activity?

The Throne Speech talked about investing in
resources, well, we know that refersatleastin part to
their intention to invest in ManOil and Manitoba Min-
eral Resources. We wouldn't expect to see that fund-
ing in these Estimates; we expect to see that in the
Capital, but the way that they managed some of the
other resources, | find somewhat alarming, Mr.
Speaker.

Yesterday, the day before, we saw the Minister of
Natural Resources stand up in this House and make
just a very strong plea for the better management of
our natural resources and the better management of
water, and | turned with great anticipation to the Esti-
mates to see how that kind of promise was goingto be
carried out, Mr. Speaker. What do | find when I lookin
the Estimates? The overall funding for water resour-
cesis up 5.6 percent, Mr. Speaker, what are they going
to do with that? He read, | believe in glowing terms,
from the Conservation Districts Annual Report and |
agree they are excellent. What is there for conserva-
tion districts? Zero percent increase, Mr. Speaker.

They talk in glowing terms, Mr. Speaker, about the
need foreconomic development in the north; they talk
about concluding a Northlands Agreement. What do
we see in these Estimates, Mr. Speaker? We see a
reduced amount of money for Northlands. How are
they going to deliver on their promises of economic
development to the people of Northern Manitoba
when they put less money in the Estimates than they
had before?

There are in fact some other very interesting things
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in the Estimates as well. The Throne Speech made
specific reference to Highways, to maintaining the
highway systemin the province. Actually, Mr. Speaker,
when you look at the amount of money that's in there
for Acquisition and Construction in Highways, even
though it shows a 16 or 18 percent increase. In fact, if
one adds in the additional funding that was provided
to Highways, it turns out thatitis about a five-percent
increase which of course under today's conditions of
rising costs will not even maintain the level of activity
that was undertaken during the past year.

What kind of commitment is it that is given in the
Throne Speech that is then followed up with this type
ofspending? Does it mean, Mr. Speaker, that the Min-
ister of Finance knows full well that he is going to
cometothisHouseagainwithfurthersumsofmoney?
He already knew, he admitted today that he knew
there was a $2 million grant to be made to the City of
Winnipeg Division No. 1. It was not included in his
Estimates. Never before,to my knowledge, has a Min-
ister of Finance ever come to this House to table Esti-
mates that left out an item that he knew was going to
be required that had actually been announced in this
House.

The Minister of Agriculture has promised a Beef
Income Stabilization Plan to the people; they have
been promising it immediately and on an emergency
basis for months now. They know that the funds are
going to be made available; they are not in the Esti-
mates. | hope that the First Minister will acknowledge
what has been happening here and will see that the
books of this province begin tobe keptonce again ina
responsible sort of fashion. —(Interjection) —

At least, Mr. Speaker, my colleagues behind me
mention the general salary increase amount. | don’t
argue with the manner of presentation of that item; |
simply pointoutthatifthegeneral salaryincrease was
to be placed in the Estimates on the same basis that it
was last year, it would be necessary to add an addi-
tional $20 million which would bring the spending
Estimates to an increase print over print which is the
only way they've been presented before, which is the
only way his staff would recommend, 17.7 percentand
that falls far short of meeting the promises that they
have made.

Mr. Speaker,thesemembers opposite arein a fiscal
no man's land because they have brought spending
Estimates in last night that are already more than the
people of Manitoba can afford, yetthey fall farshortof
meeting and fulfilling the promises that the members
opposite have made.

Last night, Mr. Speaker, and on a number of pre-
vious occasions, the First Minister and others have
made referencetothe actions of the previous adminis-
tration somehow being responsible for the way in
which this provinceis treated under equalization and
established programs financing. Mr. Speaker, there
are two ways in my view toapproach thatissue. Oneis
that the First Minister is simply putting up a smoke
screen; thatinfacthas nothappened atalland | fully
expect that is the case from my knowledge of my
exposure to First Ministers’ Conferences and to
Finance Ministers’ Conferences because | know that
otherprovincesweretreated the same. | know that the
First Minister of New Brunswick has stood up and
spoken to First Ministers’ Conferences and indeed
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travelled across the country and he said, | co-operated
with that central government on bilingualism; | co-
operated with them on DREE; | co-operated with them
on the Constitution and look atthe way they treat me,
exactly the same way that they were treating Manit-
oba. | expect that's the case, Mr. Speaker, but if it's
not, if that's the kind of —(Interjection)— yes, the
member reminds me of the word we're looking for —
capriciousness, that is demonstrated by our Federal
Government; then this First Minister and his govern-
ment should be standing up and defending the rights
of provinces and saying that this is not the way that
Canada was intended to operate, that the central
government would somehow punish individual prov-
inces because they happenedtotake stands that they
believed were right and that were right in the eyes of
many Canadians. Surely thatis not the way that Can-
ada was intended to operate unless, of course, we
believe the First Minister of this country when he said
indeed that co-operative federalism is dead.

| hope that the First Minister has some success in
his approaches to the Federal Government, but |
ratherthink that he may find that the best approach for
him is to make sure that he looks after the interests of
Manitobans and not the interests of Pierre Trudeau.
Letme justrecountfortheinformation of the members
opposite — perhaps they will find it useful — the
sequence of eventsandthechange in attitude that we
experienced in terms of negotiating with the Federal
Government over our four years.

When we came into power in October of 1977, we
were negotiating a number of agreements with the
Federal Government, a tourism agreement and an
industrial development agreement and | remember
that the Federal Minister came here, Mr. Lessard. We
met with him personally, wesatdown, we talked about
the approach that they wanted to take and the
approach that we wanted to take. We compromised,
we agreed and we signed agreements, and it was
possible to negotiate with that Federal Government.
Then of course the election of ‘79 came and we dealt
for a short period of time with the Conservative
government and, of course, that was a great period of
openness in dealing with the Federal Government, but
unfortunately it was short-lived and we went back to
having a Liberal Government from February of 1980.
Mr. Speaker, in February of 1980, the attitude of the
Federal Government changed; it was completely dif-
ferentthan it was prior tothe May, 1979 election. It was
as though the Federal Government had made up their
mind thatthey were going to centralize control within
thiscountry, that they weregoingtotake away author-
ity from the provinces; they were going to reduce
fundingtotheprovincesanditwasimpossibletohave
meaningful discussion and negotiation with the Fed-
eral Government. | tell the members opposite that is
what was happening despite the best efforts that we
could put forward. It was impossible for me to get the
Minister for DREE tospeak to me or to meet with me.

I recall one occasion | learned he was coming to
Manitoba. We phoned his office and said, would it be
possible to meet with you, sir, for 15 minutes in the
airport on the way through? Do you know what the
first question was, Mr. Speaker? How did you find out |
was coming to Manitoba? That is what we were up
against and, Mr. Speaker, that’'s what the members
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opposite are up against. | expect that the Minister of
Financerealizes that, because |l think he's been in the
front line of dealing with them to this point and |
expect that his patience is wearing just a little thin.

When | see, Mr. Speaker, that in the spending Esti-
mates that there is a reduced amount of money put
forward for the Northlands Agreement, then | rather
begin to expect that some of the other members over
there know thatthey're going to have trouble negotiat-
inga Northlands Agreement. Because last year, when
we presented the Estimates, we were confident enough
thatthere would be an agreementthatwe putall of the
money for that agreement in the Estimates and we
proceeded to spend, as faras | know, all of the money
that the province had available. We committed addi-
tional money indeed to pick up some that the Federal
Government did not. The Estimates before us indi-
cate, Mr. Speaker, that’s not the way the members
opposite are proceeding; in fact, they're budgeting
less money for Northern Development than was bud-
geted last year. They are going to have trouble on
delivering their promises.

Mr. Speaker, one last comment that | would like to
make — could you indicate how much time | have?
Oh, thank you. One other item that concerns me, Mr.
Speaker, is mention that the Minister of Finance made
last night in page 14 of his presentation, and that is
where he begins to raise the possibility that they're
goingto go back to separating operating from capital.
They are going to try and present the figures on the
deficit to show itto be smaller thanitreally is; | know
the political hay that the members opposite tried to
make on this over the years. | listened to the First
Minister after his election on CBC radio, on an inter-
view at noon one day, say that the previous Conserva-
tive government broughtthisin, in an effortto embar-
rass the previous NDP government. Well, Mr. Speaker,
the record will show that the Provincial Auditor
recommends that it be done this way. | believe nine
out of ten provinces in Canada do it this way and that
they combine operating and capital as being the bot-
tom line because the government has to raise those
funds. When you try and separate them out, you end
up with all kinds of strange things happening, with
paper clips going into capital.

When | took over | recall very clearly it was one of
the things | had the most difficulty comprehendingin
thedepartmentisthatl rememberin Water Resources
there were two pots of money, one was capital and
onewasoperating, andforthelife of me, Mr. Speaker,
| couldn’tdifferentiate the difference between operat-
ing and capital. Finally the staff said, well, really there
isn't any difference, you just move money back and
forth, from one to the other, depending on whether
youhavealittleroom to operate and you can putsome
capital into operating. If you don’'thaveroomto oper-
ate, then you take operating and put it into capital.
That, Mr. Speaker, is no way to keep the books of the
province.

| am especially concerned because | have seen two
or three examples of how this Minister of Finance has
presentedinformation to the people of Manitoba and
to this House within the short period of time that he
has been Minister, when | see how the Information
Services hasbeen used to mislead the people of Mani-
toba as to the spending plans of the province. Mr.

258

Speaker, that is wrong, it is wrong that should be
done. | hope that the Minister will begin to take
recommendations from his very capable staff and
present things in the same consistent fashion that
they have been presented over the past four years.

| hope that when Mr. Broadbent’s Executive Assist-
ant is reviewing the information system of the prov-
ince that he will approach it from a very objective way
and will not attempt in any way to slant the system so
as to favourably present the NDP government poli-
cies. | hope that he will look at it in an objective way,
and | hope the fact that there is an 824 percent
increase in the Advertising Audit Office doesn’'t indi-
cate that, in fact, we are very rapidly seeing a propa-
ganda service being developed among the members
opposite, Mr. Speaker. The jury is still out; there still is
opportunity for the honourable members opposite to
begin to present information in a straightforward,
objective fashion consistent with the past. | hope that
we will begin to see that very soon, Mr. Speaker.
Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, on speaking ofthe Esti-
mates of the Government of Manitoba, the NDP party,
I would like to start off by reading back to the people of
Manitoba and putting on the record some of the
statements thatweremade by the First Minister of this
province — he wasn'tthe First Minister at that particu-
lar time, as well as the now Minister.of Agriculture —
someof the statements that have been made by himin
regard to the election pledges, the promises were
made to the beefindustry of the Province of Manitoba.
We can look back over the last two years that they
were in Opposition and some of the questions and
someofthe pressure thatwas put on our government
to get involved and to support the hog industry. A
support program which was worked out with the hog
producers, a program which | think, Mr. Speaker, will
in the long run be the basis for a major stabilization
program throughout Canada if the Minister wants to
proceed and look at it in an objective way. | believe
that the introduction of such a program with the hog
producers and the Producers Marketing Board being
involved in the establishing of that program was one
which, | think, is certainly, again as | say, has the
makings of a very positive and very firm program to
give that industry in the Province of Manitoba a sup-
port that is required during a downturn in market
conditions.

| know, the Minister who makes comments that we
didn’'t have proper funding in place, that we had to do
certain things — well, I'll just make a briefcommenton
that, Mr. Speaker, becausewein factduringlastyear’'s
Estimates, because the agriculture industry was in a
business of market fluctuations, that we saw the
industry recovering somewhat. Funds were put in
place that were estimated to be needed; there had to
be further funds made available through a warrant.
However, the Manitoba Agricultural Credit Corpora-
tion had the capacity and the capability to provide a
grant, notagrant, butaloan fund guarantee tothe hog
industry.Ithad the capacity todoit, we put additional
funds in it, Mr. Speaker, and of course — yet, Mr.
Speaker, the Minister did not as a responsible person
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discuss with the Manitoba Credit Corporation, then of
course | don't believe that we should be taking any
criticism for that kind of approach.

However, Mr. Speaker, letusdealwiththe realissue
today, because the real issue today is what the First
Minister of this province promised to the beef produc-
ers, not of any constituency other than his own,
reported publicly in the Press by one of, of course, the
favourite reporters of some of the members on this
side, and maybe I'm one of them, in a report in the
Winnipeg Free Press, Thursday, November 5th. That
was a meeting with several beef producers in the Sel-
kirk area. One of those particularindividuals wasone,
or there was one of about twenty beef producers meet-
inginhishome, Mr. Bodnaruk'shome, to lay out some
of the complaints to Mr. Pawley, who is now the First
Minister of the Province. As well, at that meeting the
newly elected member for the Constituency of Gimli,
Mr. Speaker, was as well at that particular meeting.

Here's one of the comments that | would like to
make or to put on the record that was made by that
new member for Gimli. The candidate who is now the
member said, “Countless beef producers in the Inter-
lake have had to take up driving of school buses,
part-time jobs, while their wives take jobs in hospitals
or restaurants.” You know, really laying out the diffi-
culties that the beef industry was having.

Mr. Speaker, the commentsthatcamefromthe First
Minister — he wasn't then but he is now — the First
Minister at this particulartime atthat meetingsaid: he
gave the farmers his assurance that an NDP Govern-
ment would come to their aid quickly with an Income
Assurance Program; and note this — “similar to Sas-
katchewan's program,” Mr. Speaker, and that aid
would be coming very quickly. Well, Mr. Speaker, that
was on the 5th of November, they were elected on the
I7th. We are now sitting on the |10th of March, and we
still have had the Minister answer me today, and the
answer that he gave was: he would hope that the
member would be patient, he would hope that he
wouldn't have to hurryinto anything, thatthey would
be patient.

Mr. Speaker, I'm here speaking on behalf ofthebeef
producers that his First Minister promised to them on
the 5th of November of last year. Mr. Speaker, he
immediately says that's when | set up my committee.
Yes, Mr. Speaker, | set up a committee to tell our
government what the beef producers feltthey needed
as a program, and yes, Mr. Speaker, what did the
Minister of Agriculture do with that committee? He
fired them, Mr. Speaker. He neglected toevenlistento
what they had to say. You know why, Mr. Speaker?
Because they weren't totally all affiliated with the
National Farmers' Union.

Mr. Speaker, let us proceed on a little further. What
did the Minister of Agriculture say approximately on
the 8th of January? He's reported again in the Bran-
don Sun as having said — he's asked the question
that, “When will the program be in place?” and this is
the 8th of January, Mr. Speaker. “It will be in the next
monthtosix weeks." That, Mr. Speaker, was the Minis-
ter of Agriculture speaking, the Honourable Member
for the Interlake. That was about the 8th of January,
Mr. Speaker, reported in the Pressas havinghim made
that commitment in a month to six weeks.

Yet we saw the Minister of Finance introduce the
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Estimates into this House last night and he didn't put
one nickelin it for the beef industry inthe Province of
Manitoba after being elected. I'm sure a lot of the
members — the Member for Dauphin — let him go
back to Dauphin and have a press conference this
weekend and tell his beef producers how much
money they're going to get from that great — let's
remember this — that great government that he's a
part of. Lethim have a press conference andgotothe
public in Dauphin. Let the Member for Gimli go and
face his constituency with a promise that has been
broken by the Minister of Agriculture and the Premier
of this province, Mr. Speaker. Nothing but broken
promises.

Let us proceed on a little further, Mr. Speaker,
because remember the promise that the First Minister
made was that “It would be a program like Saskatche-
wan.” Well, like Saskatchewan, Mr. Speaker, let us
startto putsome numberstogether. —(Interjection) —
Well, Mr. Speaker, if he can't take the heat, then he'll
havetogetoutofthekitchen. Mr. Speaker, the Minis-
ter of Agriculture said to put in a program like the
otherprovinces. The Minister of Agriculturesaidinan
article — Mr. Speaker, | have an article here that says
the Minister of Agriculture — oh, yeah, here we are,
again on the 8th of January in the Winnipeg Free
Press, the Minister of Agriculture for the Province of
Manitoba who is leaving the kitchen said, “Certainly
the industry needs help.”

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order.

MR. SPEAKER: The Minister of Health on a point of
order.

MR.DESJARDINS: Attherequestof amemberofthe
loyal Opposition yesterday, you ruled that we shouldn't
bring notice that people are either leaving or are
absent from the House, and | would hope that espe-
cially if it's a request of theirs, that they will also play
the game straight.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pem-
bina on the same point.

MR.ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, | would like youto rule
as to whether this is a kitchen.

MR. SPEAKER: |didn't hear the honourable member's
remark. | wonder if you can repeat it, please.

MR. DOWNEY: On the point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur
onthe same point of order.

MR. DOWNEY: Well, Mr. Speaker, | apologize to the
member if in any wayitwastakenthathewasleaving
orbeing a part of this Chamber. | did usethe expres-
sion, “if he can't stand the heat in the kitchen, then he
should leave the kitchen,” Mr. Speaker.

MR.ENNS: No, | think you loused itup. “If you can't
stand the heat, leave the kitchen.”

MR.DOWNEY: Wellhowever, Mr. Speaker. However,
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the member is still in the Chamber and if he takes it
that | am referring -— | will refrain from making a
comment on whether a member is absent or not, Mr.
Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: | believe that the matter has been
dealt with. The Honourable Member for Arthur should
proceed.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, | was going to start to
put some numbers together for the Minister of Agri-
culture, which he has been quoted in the Press as
given to the public of Manitoba and that’s in the Win-
nipeg Free Press article on January the 8th where the
Minister indicated — he said, “Certainly the industry
needs help. No question of that.” he said. “Manitoba
would need to spend about $35million.” — $35 million
which we didn’t see in the Estimates, Mr. Speaker,
would have to spend about $35 million if it wanted to
set up a support program like the one in Alberta.

Mr. Speaker, the government of the Province of
Manitoba today was elected ona promise tointroduce
aprogram forthe livestock producers in this province
—(Interjection)— “Immediately,” Mr. Speaker, again
referringto the First Minister's comments on November
the 5th. What have we seen, Mr. Speaker?

We see a false promise again being given by the
Minister of Agriculture. He does not, and | put this on
the record, | believe he does not intend to bring one
cent forward for the beef industry in this province,
because if werefer to the Minister of Finance's com-
ments in today’s Free Press, the Minister of Agricul-
turehasn’teventakenaproposedprogramto Cabinet
yet.

A quote again from the Minister of Finance said,
“The Minister of Agriculture is preparing a program
forbeefproducers. When thatis approved by Cabinet,
funding will be provided in Supplementary Estimates.”

Mr. Speaker, let me tell you that the Premier who
was told by beef producers in his own constituency,
by his own member from Gimli how many people had
to leave their operations to go and work — the wives
had towork and the farmers had to drive schoolbuses
— they still cannot move to implement a program
which they pledged they would do immediately. Mr.
Speaker, let them go back and | again challenge the
Member for Dauphin and the Member for Gimli and
the Minister himself to go back to his own consti-
tuency and hold a public meeting and tell them where
it's at because, Mr. Speaker, it's nothing more than a
hoax; it's nothing more than a bunch of baloney that
they've been giving the people of Manitoba, particu-
larly the beef producers, because there was prooflast
night there wasn’ta nickel put in the Estimates for the
beefproducers. If they'd live up to their promise, Mr.
Speaker, as the First Minister said, a program like
Saskatchewan, then there would be $35 million in a
one time payment and then they would work on a
longer term program.

Mr. Speaker, | believe that it's encumbent upon the
Minister of Agriculture to come forward with a clear
and plain explanation of why he is unable to put a
program in place. First of all, he hasn’'t even screwed
up his courage to take it to his colleagues in Cabinet.
Mr. Speaker, he hasn't screwed up his courage to take
it to his colleagues in Cabinet, and the Minister of
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Finance told us last night that he hadn’t. He said that
the Minister hadn’t been to Cabinet yet; it has to go.

Mr. Speaker, | challenge the Minister of Agriculture
to come clean with the farm community of Manitoba.
If heis a credible person; if he wants to live up to the
reputation that the farm people expect of their Minis-
ter of Agriculture, Mr. Speaker, | believe that he
should make a statementtoday. Why didn'the make a
statementtoday, but he saidinthe House, well, there’s
a vehicle to do that; | hope the member is patient.

Mr. Speaker, let's just go to some more numbers
that we have. The Cattle Producers Associationin the
Province of Manitoba, the President of which made
somecomments on February the 5thandthesearethe
kinds of numbers that our livestock producers — the
numbers of dollars thatthey'relosing, Mr. Speaker, on
every animal that is going to market. It is estimated
that forevery 1,000 pound steer that is going tomarket
that they're losing $100 per head. Again, the Member
for Dauphin maybe should take a look at some of
these numbers because he has —(Interjection)— Mr.
Speaker, let him look back at the debates and the
proceedings of this House and seeif he can find how
many times his members, who are now the govern-
ment, sat there and questioned me as the Minister of
Agriculture on a Beef Income Assurance Program.
The only questions that they had, Mr. Speaker, and
they’ll eat these words, were “How much money have
you got back from the beef producers of the Province
of Manitoba on the money they owe us, on the $40
millionthat we gave them, how much.money have you
got back.” )

Those members, Mr. Speaker, their colleagues who
arenow the Ministers —(Interjection)— “Take themto
court; take the beef producers to court. We want that
money back, Mr. Speaker.” You know, how soon it all
changes, Mr. Speaker, how soon it all changes. We
have the Minister of Agriculture, who is now sitting
there fumblingthe beef, | mean fumblingthe ball. Mr.
Speaker, I'm very serious because | think that the
reputation of the First Minister, first of all — last night
it was all very nice motherhood talk about the farm
community being the backbone of Manitoba, you
know, and we know that; that'snice and we believein
that as well. We've got members on this side of the
House, Mr. Speaker, who are a part of it. It's a very
integral part of their whole livelihood.

Mr. Speaker, what is happening with the New
Democratic Party whoare in governmentnow? They're
trying to say what happened over the last four years?
I'mreminding the Member for Dauphin who asked me,
and maybe some of the other members who are inter-
ested, particularly the ones from Gimli, that when they
were in Opposition and their members are now Minis-
ters, their only concern about the beef producers was
to pay the money back to the Government of Manit-
oba. Don't help them, but get that money back;
money, by the way, Mr. Speaker, which was needed
for that beef industry, but that wasn't their concern.
They tried to make us look bad politically, but, Mr.
Speaker, it backfired and let the Member for Dauphin
goto Dauphinandholda press conference this wee-
kend when he’'s home and tell his beef producers how
much money were in the Estimates and the kind of
program that they can expect from their particular
government.
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Mr. Speaker, there is going to be aday of reckoning
forthat member and forthose members, the Member
for Gimli who lives in the Interlake, my colleague, |
hope would be prepared to make some comments as
wellI’'m sure, representing the Interlake and | say truly
representing the Interlake like the Minister of Agricul-
ture is, should have a feel, should know what's going
on. He knowshowmuch money those producers have
lost. Again, go back to that number.

Mr. Speaker, each produceris losing approximately
$100 per animal, approximately 20,000 animals mar-
ketedin the month of January — part of the reason for
the drop was because of Saskatchewanmoving cattle
into Manitoba, not totally the whole reason, but par-
tially — and that put a loss to the farm community of
several millions of dollars on a monthly basis and that
is still going on, and the First Minister who promised a
program like Saskatchewan which guaranteed, and |
want him to remember this, it guaranteed 87 cents a
pound, the cost of production. Nice stuff when you're
in an election campaign. It sounds good for the people
who want to vote for you.

The Member for Gimli was at the meeting; he was
there. It's reported; it's a direct quote from the First
Minister and they haven’t got the intestinal fortitude to
stand up in this House; he hasn't got the intestinal
fortitude totake it to his Cabinet to this point, tosay |
need $35 million, that’s what it's going to cost the
people of Manitoba; he hasn't got enough intestinal
fortitude to goto the Minister of Finance andsayputin
your Estimates $35 million for the beef industry in
Manitoba because they need it, they'relosing millions
of dollars amonth. It's alot of money, Mr. Speaker, but
it's a commitment that they have to live up to.

Mr. Speaker, you know we hear all these rumblings
from the backbench and we hear all these concerns
about the welfare in the Province of Manitoba. The
Member for Brandon Eastis very proud that he put in
place a welfare program and increased it by 16.5 per-
cent. It was great reading, great stuff, but you know
the real people that make it go in this province need
some assistance as well anditisn't welfare; it's a stabil-
ization program and it's a short-term, Mr. Speaker,
program that will give them some help through ashort
period of time; not a drag on society forever, but give
them some hope that there is somebody in society
that cares.

Mr. Speaker, there’s only two ways that a producer
gets money; they either have to pay for it over the
counter when they go to buy their beef steak or they
have to do it through their tax dollars. Mr. Speaker, |
guess the way it is today, we have a Minister of Agri-
culture who sits amongst a bunch of ministers who
says, we're getting a pretty gooddeal on ourbeef; why
should we give you approval to go ahead and pay any
money through the taxes to support that industry?

Mr. Speaker, | have no other alternative but to sug-
gest thatis what's happening, butlet'sjustgooverthe
whole process again. | want it to be very clear.

On November the 5th, the First Minister — the man
who's now the First Minister of the province —
pledged a program to the beef producers of Manitoba
immediately, aprogramlike Saskatchewan. His Minis-
ter of Agriculture some several weeks ago said, that to
help the beef industry like the other provinces they’d
need $35 million. Mr. Speaker, he again said it would
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only take a month to six weeks. That time has now
lapsed, Mr. Speaker. And remember this, | think it's
very important to remember this, that the beef pro-
ducers you just can't turn them on and off, it takes a
long time to build up a herd of cattle; it's a life-time
investment and, Mr. Speaker, it doesn't take many
minutes to put them on the market and lose that
money.

What is the immediate response you get from a
Socialist or those people who believe in supply man-
agement. You know I'm not against supply manage-
ment; | was toted as being against supply manage-
ment when | first was elected, but the producers of
Manitoba found out that wasn’t the case. But you work
on the principle of supply management, Mr. Speaker.
The principle of supply management is you reduce
the supply of acommodity toincrease the price. Well,
Mr. Speaker, how would that work today, because
that's the problem. People aren’'t consuming it at the
price that it's at, so if you try to reduce the supply, all
youdoisreduce farmers. Youdon'tincrease the price
to people or consumers that aren’t already prepared
to buy it at the price that it's at. Mr. Speaker, you just
eliminate farmers by removing those people that are
producing. So supply management just won’t work. It
is astabilization program where, in fact, the taxpayers
through aprogram of tax money hastobe put in place
for periods of extreme lows. You know, it wasn't the
New Democratic Party who invented or discovered
that kind of support.

Let’s look at what happened and how the Manitoba
Crop Insurance Corporation was developed. Mr.
Speaker, that is a program of support for the grain
producers of this province; they are subsidized by the
taxpayers, so don't let them stand up and say, you
know, why are we doing everything for the beef and
hog producers. The taxpayers of the Province of
Manitoba subsidize the premiums on crop insurance;
they subsidize the administration costs on crop insu-
rance, so there is a support program put in place for
the grain producers, and it was put in, yes, Mr.
Speaker, itwas putin by a Conservative Government.
The gentleman who was the Premier of the Day is now
asenator,SenatorRoblin. Hesaw the need to support
Manitoba’s backbone industry. What are we hearing
on the other side? We're hearing that great mother-
hood statement, but it's pretty hollow, it's pretty hol-
low; there isn’t any meat on the bones, because they
proved it last night.

In fact, | would say last night what we saw was one
of the biggest fraudulent acts that a government ever
put before the people of Manitoba. That piece of
paper, all those Estimates, Mr. Speaker, weren't com-
plete. They aren't telling the story for the taxpayers of
Manitoba, Mr. Speaker. They aren’'ttelling the story at
all.

In concluding my remarks, Mr. Speaker, | would
challenge those members, particularly from Gimli, the
Interlake, the Member for Dauphin, totellit asitis, to
saythereisn’'tany money forthe beef producersofthe
Province of Manitoba; thatyou, as a beef producer, if
you voted for the New Democratic party, thank you
very much for your vote, you have no hope of getting
any program becauseall our Ministerof Agricultureis
standingup andsayingisthis: |wishthatthehonour-
able member would give me some time, be patient. Be
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patient when every cattle producer in the province is
losing $100 a head everyone he sells. How can he be
patient? And the Minister of Community Services
immediately increases the welfare by 16.5 percent.
Mr. Speaker, theirpriorities are a little off. She's a little
heavy onthe oneside and | have to think it'sto theleft.

Mr. Speaker, | want to again say that the comments
that were made by the Minister of Finance in the Press
last night, that he believes the Minister has a program
some place out there, the fact that it hasn’t gone to
Cabinet yet, | would make a speculative judgment, if
the Member for Dauphin wants an answer to his beef
producers, is that you know under the normal pro-
cess, and we've heard the Premier of Manitoba say,
well Caucus have to be a pretty major part of any
decision. Does it go to Cabinet and then to Caucus or
does it go to Caucus and then to Cabinet? Or, Mr.
Speaker, does it do it thisway — has the Member for
Gimli forgotten that he was at that he was at that
meeting on November 5th, where the First Minister
promised a program like Saskatchewan. Is the Member
for Dauphinsoglary eyed whenhesawalltheselights
in here and he really hasn’t got down to the basics of
representing the farmers in the Dauphin constituency?
Has he really forgotten what he came to town for?

Well, Mr. Speaker, | again challenge himtogohome
and tellit asitis to the beef producers in the Dauphin
constituency. You know, there is one individual that |
have to just remind that he is now a member of the
Treasury Bench as well, and that is the Member for
Ste. Rose. Ste. Rose is a pretty nice town, a nice
constituency —(Interjection)— great cattle country,
and who would ask the questions in the Opposition
days? What is the Minister doing about a feed freight
assistance program? Whatareyoudoingabout Crown
land pasture for my cattle producers. He was a great
concerned member of the Opposition. He said he was
a great constituency man. Let him go home as the
Minister of Municipal Affairs, because he's telling us
about all these — 1 don’t know whether they're consti-
tuency offices he has set up throughout his consti-
tuency or political offices,butl canbetyouthatit's the
taxpayer that's paying for them one way or another
—lethim go home to those offices and let him have a
meeting of those beef producers in his community
who are losing $100 a head; let him stand up and tell
themsome of the details, becauseheisn’'tpreparedto
tell us the details, he hasn’t seen them in Cabinet yet
and | don’t suppose he’s seen them in Caucus yet.

Mr. Speaker, this is quite an interesting thing we
have seen. |, Mr. Speaker, am not going to let the First
Minister or the Minister of Agriculture rest one minute
in this House until they've introduced a program that
is meaningful to the beef industry of this province. |
will close on that, Mr. Speaker —(Interjection)— Well
themember opposite said, “what did | do?" Thelands-
lide from Thompson says, “What did | do?” What did |
do? Mr. Speaker, | was about ready — we had a com-
mittee, Mr. Speaker, put together to make
recommendations.

Mr. Speaker, | will close on that and | thank you for
the opportunity to debate.

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question? The
Honourable Member for Lakeside.
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MR. ENNS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. No, we're not
ready for the question, Mr. Speaker. | believe the kind
ofratherastonishing andratherfrightening display of
fiscalintegrity thatwenowareonly startingto fathom
thewholedepth of and the picture of, itcallsupon us
to at the first moment, in fact it's in our rules, Mr.
Speaker, that when the Opposition feels that there is
somethingto be concerned about or something that is
being done that is not in accordance with past tradi-
tion, not in accordance with the accepted procedure
in this House, that the Opposition take their earliest
and the first opportunity to bring it to your attention,
Sir.

Mr. Speaker, | rise, and not because I'm going to
repeat all what my colleague, the Member for Arthur
has said so well, but | want to underline the very real
concernas expressed so capably by my deskmate, the
Member for Turtle Mountain.

Mr. Speaker, to have this demonstration of the way
this government obviouslyis goingto handleits fiscal
reporting is a frightening thing, Mr. Speaker, that it
should come soearlyin their life, soearlyin their life.

Let me put it on the record. It is a fact that | am a
representativein the Interlake, | am a producer myself,
and | have many cattle producers of immediate inter-
est in my constituency, many of whom during the
election campaign, as we campaigned like, nose-to-
nose, cheek-to-cheek with the Honourable, now the
Minister of Agriculture, just north of me; why couldn’t
you fellows, why don’t you promise that instant solu-
tion, thathelp tothe beef producers, thatthe Honour-
able Member for St. George is promising? That the
NDP are promising? | said, “Well, we happen to have
had the experience and the responsibility of govern-
ment for four years.” You cannot make instant prom-
ises no matter how attractive they are on the election
hustings, because unless we know where the dollars
are coming from, unless we know our capacity to
respond to a real problem, and unless we have those
answers, wewerenotprepared. We suffered for it. We
were not prepared to make that kind of an election
platform speech that so many members have referred
to, and indeed, Mr. Speaker, that are forever imprinted
in the minds of the voters throughout Manitoba and so
wellrecorded for posterity. We will have the pleasure
of course of reminding the honourable members
opposite of that.

Mr. Speaker, it is not as though honourable
members, particularly those, and the Honcurable Min-
ister of Agriculture, the First Minister was in this
House for the four years, was exposed to the kind of
fiscal reporting that they were accustomed to from
this government just past. Mr. Speaker, we had diffi-
cult times in those four years. We faced floods,
droughts, unprecedented forced fire preventioncosts,
and those were all the kind of costs that governments
cannot accurately predict.

I’'m notsuggesting that we always in the year of their
occurrence, intheyearofflood, were ableto putthose
costs into our fiscal reporting, into our spending
Estimates, in their total, in their complete figures in
the first instance. But | ask you, check the books,
check the past Estimates and you will find substantial
sums, $15 million, $20 million, $30 million put in there
as areservefor the knowledge that we knew we would
have to come up with those dollars, and they were



Wednesday, 10 March, 1982

reported by our Minister of Finance. We put unusual
higher forest fire prevention costs into our budgets at
the time that the spending Estimates wereintroduced,
because we knew that we were facing those kind of
costs. Not conclusive, we couldn't, the final costs
would come in the following year. We did, because we
had signed a two-year agreement with the Civil Ser-
vice, we put the full cost of the Civil Service into our
spending Estimates. I'm not suggesting thatthe hon-
ourable members opposite can do that. They have
reverted back. Exceptthat in thatcase, procedure that
has been done in the past, not knowing what the costs
will be for the Civil Service rise in salaries, they put in a
nominal figure, Mr. Speaker.

But, Mr. Speaker, | think perhaps the most shocking
thing happened just this afternoon on this question,
when as a result of a question from this side of the
House, to the Minister of Education, a question was
asked, well surely, you know that $2.I million or $2.2
million dollars to Winnipeg School Division 1 was in
this 14.4 percent increase, or in the lengthy explana-
tion in the speech made by the Minister of Finance.
Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Education quite rightly
got all her credits from the educators and the school
trustees for the assistance and the grants that she
made on that occasion. She makesavery presentable,
you know, person in representing theseincreasesata
formal press conference. The figures were not, they
were not maybes, or we hope to add some extra
monies to Winnipeg School Division; they were pre-
cise, they were precise to the last cent, to the last
dollar.

Now, Mr. Speaker, forthose kind of figures notto be
included intolast night's presentation by the Minister
of Finance is just unexplainable, Mr. Speaker; unless
of course, Mr. Speaker, you understand the devious
andtherealconcern that our members oppositehave.

They know, Mr. Speaker, that intuitively people do
have a concern about governments that simply have
gone wild with our spending. No matter how attractive
itisto any specialinterestgroup to get extra funds, to
the school departments, the school divisions, to the
farm community, to the health services and agencies,
butcollectively people, Manitobans, get nervous when
they feel all of a sudden that, particularly at this time of
our economy, 1982 there appears to be a run away
spending on the part of a government. Knowing that,
Mr. Speaker, and | give them full marks, they knew
that, so they sat down and spent many hours, and
knowing the finance officialsthatthey work with, they
worked towards that headline, Mr. Speaker. You know
that was what they wantedtodo, they wantedto pres-
ent a reasonable figure, you know, percentage of
increased costs, in that headline, and they were pre-
pared, | suggest, to do what the Honourable Member
for Turtle Mountain said, is to display unusual and a
rather frightening lack of fiscal integrity in reporting
the actual spending Estimates as they will be.

Mr. Speaker, | don't want to prolong my contribu-
tion on this matter, but | want to indicate to honour-
able members opposite that it's a slippery slope that
you've decided to get onto so early in your life, and |
can'treally understand why you would feel compelled
to do that, Mr. Speaker. The consequences of thiskind
of reporting will transcend all other spending esti-
mates, all other budget estimates, all other financial

arrangements that this government enters into,
because of the method that they have chosen to pres-
ent their Estimates on this their first occassion.

Mr. Speaker, there had been in the past some very
serious arguments, differences of opinions, astohow
costs, or how figures, or how dollars are shown or
handled in this House. We have had great arguments
as to what constitutes capital account, what consti-
tutes current accounts, and those are legitimate
arguments that sometimes flow back and forth in the
House, but thedollarswerealways up there, they were

~always available for us to be seen. We may argue
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about howtheywerereported. | canremember whena
substantial change in a fiscal reporting was under-
taken early on in the life of the administration in 1977-
78. We had considerable difficulty, individual Minis-
ters had difficulty in sorting out what was capital, what
was current, in the reconciliation of the different fig-
ures; that was some difficulty, but the argument was
not that $5 million wasn't shown here, or $5 million
was missingthere,theargumentwashow it was being
shown.

Mr. Speaker,whatwe're talkingaboutnowis, it's not
there. It's just not there, and whatis doubly insulting,
Mr. Speaker — and that's after Ministers have gone
outandreaped all kinds of political credits for dollars,
some actually promised, some committed, some spent,
and somejusthoped forasisthe case of the beef plan.

Mr. Speaker, let me conclude just on the beef plan,
because | have a greatinterestin that. I'm not charg-
ing the Honourable Minister of Agriculture that he
necessarily come up with a program as rich as Sas-
katchewan’s or Alberta’s. | recognize, Mr. Speaker,
the fiscal capability of our province, but, Mr. Speaker,
they made a promise, and they could have just as
easily picked out a figure that he could have ham-
mered through with his Cabinet, through his Treasury
Board, just as they picked a figure out of the air for
interest relief. They said in their subsequent releases
and in their statements, they've acknowledged it, you
know $22million, or $23 millionisn’t going to solve all
the interest relief problems in this province, but
obviously sitting down, even before they were
government, they said we will dedicate ourselves up
to $22 million for interest relief, and that’s what they
said they would do and that’s whatthey'renow carry-
ing on.

Well, Mr. Speaker, why could the same not have
been done on the cattle plan. We've got eight or nine
cattle plans functioning across this country unfortu-
nately, instead of one national one. It doesn't take a
great Houdini to figure out — new plans don’t have to
be devised. They were involved in a massive plan for
five years, notthat long ago, some of the same actors,
some of the same actors. Sothey could have come up
very easily, Mr. Speaker, if they wanted to, if they
wanted a report with some fiscal integrity, a figure,
$20-$25 million, to come up with an income support
plan for beef producers in this province. Mr. Speaker,
they chose not to. Mr. Speaker, not so much because
in my judgment | still have some faith in them, unlike
my colleague, the Member for Arthur, | believe that
they are going to help the beef producers but, Mr.
Speaker, thatdid notfitin with their overall strategy of
making sure that they got this kind of a headline.

Thatwaswhatthey were afterand they said, look it,
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we will help you out, Billie, later on. Don't worry, we
won't leave you in the lurch, we won't tell you how
much, but the main thing is pair this down. Theyeven
allow it because school board pressure was on the
Minister of Education, go out and tell them what a
great Minister you are and address some of theimbal-
ances, as she described them, in the previous pro-
gram that was announced by our Minister of Educa-
tion a few years ago, a year ago. But because the
pressure is on, they said, fine, go out there, promise
Winnipeg No. 1 an extra $2 million in special assist-
ance, but don't send any memorandum down to the
Finance Department right now because that is going
bother with this headline. That would push this head-
line up to 17 percent to 18 percent up to 19 percent. |
don’t know what that figure finally will be.

Mr. Speaker, when one innocent question, out of
the blue, discovers $2 million, | hate to think of what
we can do in the next few days by asking a few more
questions as to what others costs that have been
committed, that have been identified, are not included.

| rather suspect that when we get through with the
Honourable Member of Minister of Health, the Member
of St. Boniface, and we start talking about Misericor-
dia and we start talking about additional floors on
Concordia and when we do a few other things like
that, we will find some “lulues”; we will find some
dandies.

Well, Mr. Speaker, the Oppositionhaseveryright to
be exercised at this particular time and to delay get-
tinginto the spending Estimates. Frankly, Mr. Speaker,
—(Interjection)— No, we are delayed. | am prepared; |
would like to go into those spending Estimates and |
look forward to being first up with the Department of
Natural Resources, but | would like to know that those
printed spending Estimates are more or less what the
government is going to spend. They are pretty well
what they are going to spend.

| appreciate there will be Supplementary Supply; |
appreciate there will be unscheduled or unknown
costs that will accrue. We have all the mechanism of
dealingwith that. The Minister of Finance comes into
the Chamber and presents Supplementary Supply at
the appropriate time but, Mr. Speaker, for them to do
thissoearlyinthelife of theirgovernmentandtodoit
in such a deliberate fashion tells us something about
the character of this government and tells us about
something about the integrity of this government.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader.

MR. PENNER: Yes, Mr. Speaker, addressing the
motion —(Interjection)— well, that's what I'm doing.
Right? Mr. Speaker, | would not have ordinarily have
risen to speak on the motion because we are anxious,
and | amsurethat the people of Manitoba are anxious,
that this House addressitselfto the business at hand;
that is, to get away from the kind of rhetoric, raving,
roaring and ranting that we have heard in the last
hour-and-a-half and to begin the detailed examina-
tion of the Estimates.

Thereis the prime opportunity for the Opposition to
take the time that it wants to examine our proposals
for spending, to ask all of the questions which it wants,
but there they will by the very nature of the exercise,
Mr. Speaker, be required to be specific, to look very
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carefully and to get away from this kind of demago-
guery which has taken the time of the House unneces-
sarily and . . .

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain on a point of order.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, | believe that demago-
guery is considered to be an unparliamentary
expression.

MR.SPEAKER: |amnotsure whetherthewordwould
addtothelevelofdebatein the House. | wonderifthe
Honourable Attorney-General would like to consider
the remark.

MR.PENNER: Mr. Speaker, | am sorry, | didn't catch
your ruling.

MR. SPEAKER: | am suggesting to the Honourable
Attorney-General that he reconsider the remark. It
would notseemto add to the level of decorum in this
House touse such a word.

MR.PENNER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Honour-
able Member for Lakeside said that the absence of
some items in the Estimates were to him inexplicable.
| warit to just put something in context, that is, that at
the time when, on the mandate of the people of Mani-
toba which we received in such substantial numbers
and with such a substantial vote, we took office, there
was, Mr. Speaker, waiting on the desks of each and
every one of us, the Estimate books that had been
prepared by the members opposite, those that occu-
pied the Treasury Bench. They were sitting on our
desks and we were faced with a monumental task.
One, wastoexamine these Estimate books which had
beenpreparedundertheirguidelines; secondly, toget
them ready through the process of ministerial review
in a time to be tabled in the House, but to do that, as
the members opposite know, in such a way that we
could meet the House as quickly as possible and to
present to the House our election promises in the
forms of legislation because that was a promise we
made to the people of Manitoba, Sir, and that was a
promise we intended to fulfill.

What did we find, what did we find? In going
through the Estimates, in orderto getthem ready for
print, and the members opposite who occupied front
benches know the number of days it takes to get
Estimates into print. | want this to be known because |,
asthepersonchairingtheTreasuryBoard, satthrough
the exercise. Even to get them into the stage where
they were, where we tabled them, we had to cut out
$155 million which they had left us in those books to
bring them in the shape that we brought them in. $155
million, $155 million of fat, $155 million of excess,
including substantial numbers of extra hiring that
they proposed to do. —(Interjection)— That's true,
that is true and | am stating that for the record. | want
that to be known. They're there accusing us of all
kinds of fiscal irresponsibility — $155 million cut out
in order to bring in responsible Estimates. —(Inter-
jection)— From their Estimates. Now, we knew, Sir,
that the Estimates as prepared by the then govern-
ment, by the Ministers who occupied the Treasury
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Benches prior to November 17th, reflected their pro-
gram thrust.

We wanted to operate responsibly; we didn't think
that wecould delay the meeting of the House, that we
could take the time to analyse every particular pro-
gram. We knew that there would be things which we
would want to introduce, that of necessity we would
wantto be carefully articulated before we introduced
them. It would have been,inourview, irresponsible to
simply put in a line before we knew with respect to a
particular program, whether it would be a combina-
tion of grants and loans or loans alone, we were not
going to play fast and loose with the spending Esti-
mates for the Province of Manitoba by guesswork. We
knew, and we will accept the political responsibility
for it, that we would have to bring in Interim Supply
and the members opposite, who are now criticizing
us, my goodness they are past masters of special
warrants and Interim Supply. We can learn nothing
from them on Interim Supply and Supplementary. We
can learn nothing from them, they are past masters at
it, but in saying that, | don't want to appear to be too
critical. Itisknown that every government, as it devel-
ops its program, as it meets needs that develop that
cannot be fully understood or fully grasped atthe time
that you prepare the Estimates, must at some time or
another bring in Interim Supply and special warrants
if the House is not in Session. That is knowing, we
make no apologies for that.

We make no apologiesforthefactthatonanalyzing
the situation with respect to public schools that cer-
tain additions were needed that could not have been
anticipated fully when we had to let the Estimates go
to print. | wanttocongratulate the Minister for Educa-
tion for having the political courage to say to Caucus
and to Executive Counsel and then this House, that
this was needed and that it is being announced as a
program, and we'll ask for the money. It may not be in
the print, but we are not hidingat all the fact that we
will need that money and we will ask for it and we will
ask forit in the normal processes of this House.

So, too, with our election promise with respect to
assistance to the beef industry. That's a complex
question. We want to examine the alternatives. We
were not, no pun intended, about to be stampeded
into some kind of a rough shot program made up of
bits and pieces. No! When we said, Mr. Speaker, that
we believed in the consultative process, we meant it,
and wewilldemonstrate as we are demonstrating with
respect totheBeefSupport Program that we intend to
consult, not with the former Minister of Agriculture
who has not demonstrated that he has an acute
understanding of thisproblem in terms of whathe has
done in the past, we will consult with thebeefproduc-
ers. The Minister of Agriculture is consulting with the
beefproducers and he will come forward with the best
possible program that will meet, to the extent we can,
the needs of the beef producers, the cattle producers
and still demonstrate the measure of fiscal
responsibility.

| want to say in concluding these remarks, which |
feltl must makeinresponsetothe kinds of remarks we
heard from the two previous speakers, that the House
should understand, and I'm sure that the public will
understand, thatwecameinatatimewhenthe former
government had already in essence through its
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department and through itsguidelines, because those
Estimates were prepared on their guidelines, had pre-
pared the Estimate Books and my goodness gracious
how fat they were in terms of the amount of money.

I repeat again, and I'll close with these remarks; we
had to cut out, and | want this to be known and that's
why I'm emphasizing it, $155 million, and now we wil!
presentthe Estimates. Weareanxious, | hopeyouare,
members opposite, | hope the members opposite are,
Sir, to get into Committee of Supply and to begin to
look at the detailed Estimates item by item, and there
will be their opportunity, not this kind of flag waving
which is occupying the time of the House
unnecessarily.

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

MR.MCKENZIE: Mr.Speaker, | hopelcanassurethe
Honourable Attorney-General that if I'm flag waving
today, it'sfor the beef industry and trying to save it in
this province, and | hope that he and his Caucusand
the TreasuryBenchwillbear witness to what is taking
place in the debate this afternoon and why we are
concerned.

Mr. Speaker, | certainly recognize that it is quite
possible there was some $155 million in the Estimates
that were before the Treasury Bench when they took
office, and | suspect that they went through those
Estimates — they weren't the final Estimates by any
way, shape or form — and they revised them to the
form that they brought them before this House. The
oneconcernthat| haveisthatthereisnothinginthere
forthe beefindustry, and that was an election promise
of the First Minister of this province, promised in Sel-
kirk and within weeks, within weeks, promised to the
industry. If the House will bear with me, | am most
concerned today to see this government starting off
like that, making pledges and promises to the people
of this province and not living up to them.

I'm pleased in many ways, Mr. Speaker, wehaveone
member in this House who was at that Selkirk meet-
ing, the Honourable Member for Gimli was a witness
to what was said at that meeting, it's all quoted, and
I'm sure, Mr. Speaker, he's going torise to his place
and try and defend his Minister and his government as
to why they are not coming to the rescue of the beef
industry as they had promised.

Mr. Speaker, maybe | am a little remiss today in not
risingearlier on this matter because | suspect some of
the finest beef cattle in all of Canada is in Roblin-
Russell constituency. | dare say there is no jurisdic-
tion in all Western Canada that's got a beef stock
comparable to the people, the farmers that live . . .

So, it is my duty and my responsibility to rise on
their behalf today and express some concern and
anxiety, especially when the Minister tabled the Esti-
mates in this Chamber last night, there was nothing
there for that industry.

Then, of course, came the headline today, Mr.
Speaker, in today's paper. The phone has been ring-
ing all day by the beef producers in my constituency
wondering what is going on? How long does the
industry have to be studied? How long do they have to
realizethatthereisa problem outthere, and aserious
problem? | think the former Minister of Agriculture
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spelled it out pretty quickly this afternoon.

Itis a serious problem and I'm sure the Member for
Gimli knows how serious it is. He pointed out in the
article there that there were people out doing other
meaningful jobs to try and save their cattle herds on
thefarm. That'show seriousitis. | thinkit'stimewell
spentin this Chamber this afternoon, Mr.Speaker, for
us to discuss that and hopefully get some answers
from this government.

| was shocked when | was sitting in my place today,
Mr. Speaker, and got the answer that | got from the
Minister of Agriculturein this province who absolutely
refused to give the farmers or me any assurances
whatsoever that he has a plan. Infact, | doubtif has got
it even through Caucus yet, because reading this arti-
cle in the paper, itsaysthatit hasn’'t been to Cabinet.
So, how much longer is it going to take? When you
readback andseewhatwassaidin Selkirk by the First
Minister of this province on November 5th, when he
said, and | quote it from the First Minister, “Pawley
gave farmers his assurance that an NDP Government
would cometo theiraid quickly withanincome assur-
ance program similar to Saskatchewan’s.” He wenton
to say, “l don’t mean by dragging into months and
years,” he said.

Now, Mr. Speaker, what do we expect from a First
Minister of a province who stands up and makes a
statement like that on November 5th, | believe it was,
in Selkirk and now isreneging onit, and his Minister of
Agriculture is reneging on it? There are no funds in
the Estimates and we have got no assurances today
from anybody over there that there is any money
forthcoming at all. Why doesn’t somebody stand up
andgive ustheassurancesthatweareaskingfor? The
Attorney-General rose in his place and said, “There
was $155 million worth of fat in the Estimates,” but he
has never gave us one word of assurance that there is
a plan there, thatit's going to be in six weeks, three
weeks, orisitgoingtobethere atall. | am left with the
impression that there is no beef plan, there is no beef
plan. Why can’t we give a deadline? The monies are
not there.

Mr. Speaker, what concerns me most of all, is you
see the First Minister now is hedging, he’s hedging
and saying he didn’t mean to say the things that he
said; in fact he said here to the beef producers that
he's being forced, he’'s now being forced, into some-
thing at the provincial level. Did he say that on
November 5th when you were in his company, my
honcurable friend for Gimli, did he say to you then
that he was being forced? Not a word about being
forced. He's going on, Mr. Speaker, he was careful to
sayhereatanewsconference — an article out of the
Winnipeg Sun — that Manitoba couldn’t afford a mas-
sive subsidization plan. Did he say that in Selkirk on
November the 5th, Mr. Speaker? He did not say thatin
Selkirk; he never said a word about that. Didhegoon
and say, “We cannot under any way, shape or form
support and subsidizebeefproducers in the same way
as Alberta, Saskatchewan and Ontario can.” Did he
say that in Selkirk? Did he say that when the Honour-
able Member for Gimli was present in the room?

Mr. Speaker, | don't think he did; | don’t think he's
told half the truth at all and that's why I'm concerned
on behalf of the people in my constituency, and that’s
why I’'m concerned on behalf of the beef producers of
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this province because the First Minister is misleading
people in this House; he's misleading the beef pro-
ducers and wecan't get any answers. We can't get any
answers at all. They said weeks, the weeks are long
gone, Mr. Speaker, and | am most concerned by the
lack of information, the lack of integrity of this
government and their lack of interest in thebeef pro-
ducers in this province.

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Memberfor Emerson.

MR.DRIEDGER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | also want
to rise and speak in support of the comments of my
colleagues of a few minutes ago. | found it very inter-
esting when the Attorney-General got up and indi-
cated that we were delaying the activities of the House
by not going into Estimates. Somebody indicated
there — | believe it was the Honourable Minister of
Health said that we have a right to debate it.

We don’t only: ‘;ave a rigl:t, we have an obligation,
because what happened here yesterday when the
Estimates were tabled, and I'm concerned when the
Attorney-Generalsays, wehavea majority; the people
of Manitobagave usa majority. Todo what? Whatever
you like? To deceive the Manitoba public. That's the
impression he was leaving and as | indicated in my
speech to the Throne that there is a deception going
on and the people across there, the government, they
are deceiving the people of Manitoba. They did it in
the Throne Speech. There was an anticipation that
there would be monies coming for certain programs.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please.
The Honourable Member for Springfield on a point
of order.

MR. ANDY ANSTETT (Springfield): Mr. Speaker, |
hesitate to do this, but the word “deception” has been
used throughout the last 10 days, and | would refer
you to the same citation which was cited earlier with
regardto the use of the word “demagoguery” and ask
the member to refrain fromusing those kinds of words
which impute certain things to this side of the House.

MR. SPEAKER: | thank the honourable member for
those comments andtrustthatthe Honourable Member
for Emerson will bear them in mind as other members
will, 'm sure.

MR. DRIEDGER: Mr. Speaker, if the word “decep-
tion" is not to be used in the House, | will then retract
thatand I'll use the word “hoodwinked.” | was taught
athomethataspadeisaspadeandyoucallaspadea
spade. How do you get around the fact that if people
are being mislead, if the government is misleading
people, how do you properly word that?

A MEMBER: Hoodwinked.

MR. DRIEDGER: We'll use that word then. I've been
veryconcerned . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, order please. Order
please. | am sure that the use of the word “misleading”
when levelled againstthe governmentisas much out
of order as the word “deception” is. Would the hon-
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ourable member like to reconsider his choice of
words?

MR. DRIEDGER: —(Interjection)— True. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker. I'm getting limited to how | can describe
my feelings as to what is happening, but I'd like to
make some further reference to the Attorney-General
who made a big deal out of this $I155 million, the part
that they cut off and this type of thing and that they
couldn't change things that we had initiated. Well, it
didn’'ttake them very long to change the Agricultural
Crown Lands sales policy. Boom! You know, they
fired boards. It didn’t take them very long to change
various boards, no problem with it at all. Theyare the
government.

Now, all of asudden, it seems to me they're trying to
push the ball back to us. Ifthatis how the government
feels, Mr. Speaker, we are glad to take over and we'll
implementabeefprograminavery shortorderand we
hadn't promised; we were working on it at that time.
Theboardthatthe Minister of Agriculture atthattime
had set up was fired three weeks after they got into
government. Maybe some of the members in the
House do notrealize that Manitoba is the only prov-
ince that does not have a Beef Income Assurance
Program of some kind and these people were raising
flack here and saying, what's the big deal? Give us
time.

The Minister of Agriculture has left — | will retract
that. The Minister of Agriculture isignoring the pleas
and the people are wondering why we'redebating this
issue here today. The past Minister of Finance, the
Member for Turtle Mountain, indicated what is hap-
pening with the tabling of the Estimates, the hiding of
the monies. The concernthatlhavehere as | indicated
before in the Throne Speech that the government is
not relating all the facts. They're putting out blinders;
they're putting out bait in a sense and people believe
in this kind of thing. The same thing is going to be
happening, | assume, with some of the other pro-
grams that have been enunciated in the Throne
Speech; the Main Street Program, the Interest Rebate
Program whichis supposedtobe helping some of the
farmers that are in dire straits. Twelve out of a thou-
sand have qualified; that is help? The people of Mani-
tobaare beginningtorealizewhat kind of government
we have.

I don’'t know why there is such concern about help-
ing the beef industry. When you consider the Province
of Ontario, they're helping the auto industry; Chrysler
has been helped. The major industries up there, they
are being supplemented by the government. Our
major industry here is agriculture and this govern-
ment here has no compassion for the rural area.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The time for Private

Members’ Hour having arrived, unless it is the wish of

the House by leave to move into some other item of

business, there being no further business before the

House, the House is accordingly adjourned and will

stand adjourned until tomorrow afternoonat2:00p.m.
The Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain.

MR. RANSOM: On a point of order, Sir, . . . Private
Members’ business to be conducted that it isn't auto-
matic that we would proceed with the business before
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the House.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader on a
point of order.

MR. PENNER: | would be prepared to accept that
submission and this side of the House would in any
event grantleave to continue the debate until 5:30 if
that’s what the members opposite wish to do.

MR. SPEAKER: | understand that our rules take
precedence over traditional practice; however, if the
House does giveleave to continue then by unanimous
consent, we may continue.

The HonourableMemberfor Emerson mayproceed.

MR.DRIEDGER: Mr. Speaker, | just have a few more
comments. | am concerned about the role that the
Manitoba Agricultural Credit Corporation has been
playing. | understand that the farm community is in
deep trouble. | think everybody agrees with that and
the present Minister of Agriculture has changed the
role of M.A.C.C. There's no more monies being bor-
rowed for many of the people that are in dire trouble,
and | want to just illustrate our concern that we had
withthebeefindustry and theagricultural community
in the past.

The previous Minister of Agriculture through his
four years dealtwith the Beef Income Assurance Pro-
gram atthat time, the beef assistance program, which
wasafive-yeartypeofyokethatwas hung aroundthe
farmer's neck atthattime. We finally gotthat cleaned
up and in conjunction with that we werefaced with, as
was mentioned by the Member for Lakeside, we dealt
with floods one year, various programs had to be
initiated for the farm community. The next year, we
dealt with draught, we had various programs to assist
the beef industry, the agriculture community in that
area, the feed assistance program.

The question has been raised, time and time again
now, sincewegotintothe House,basedonthe prom-
ises that were made by the First Minister and the
Minister of Agriculturetohelpand now we expect and
we demand that you act on these things.

One more item, Mr. Speaker before | conclude my
remarks. | wouldlike to also indicate to the Minister of
Agriculture, as | did in my Throne Speech as well, that
heislivingunderthe umbrella of supply management.
TheFederal Minister has indicated that he is prepared
to initiate that kind of a program, a uniform program
across the Dominion of Canada, and what does our
Minister of Agriculture do? He refuses todiscussiit, he
refuses to make a statement, he makes no statements
for the people of Manitoba, and hides behind it and
says, “Give me time."”

As indicated by previous speakers, there is no pro-
vision for money there. If the government wants the
people of Manitoba to believe that they want to insti-
gateaprogram, then give us some facts, give us dead-
lines, give us amounts of monies. The fact that they
arenotin the Estimates is whatis creating concern on
this side and as the Member for Roblin indicated peo-
ple are phoning, all the beef farmers are phoning.
They arefinally receivingthe messagethatthereisno
money available tothem after the promises that were
made. We will keep bringing this issue up until the



Wednesday, 10 March, 1982

government of the day is going to act on it.
Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: TheHonourable Member for Tuxedo.

MR.FILMON: Mr. Speaker, in speakingtothe motion,
| just have a few remarks that | would like to make in
additiontothosethathavealready been madeandthe
points that have already been well taken by members
on this side.

The fact of the matter is that the Estimates that are
before us, that were presented last evening, give us a
very straightforward indication of what this govern-
ment'sreal priorities are. If you examine the Estimates
that were tabled last eveningand compare themtothe
statements that were made, both during the previous
election campaign, and more recently in the Throne
Speech, you find that indeed those things that they
say they believein, or thatthey put forward in greatest
priority, they don't really carry through with the kind
of fiscal support that is needed to carry them out.

| speak in particular of a few items that came for-
ward both in the Question Period and in the Throne
Speech, dealing firstly with the area of training, the
area of need in this province for providing skilled
people, people skilled in technologies, in trades, and
in areas of endeavour thatarein great demand in the
employment community in Manitoba. The Throne
Speech makes a number of direct references to it, Mr.
Speaker.

Firstly, | quote, “Manitoba’s Community Colleges
will provide increased training opportunities in occu-
pationsin whichthereareshortages of skilled workers.
Priorities will continue tobe directed towards increas-
ing apprenticeship training, particularly within trades
experiencing critical shortages of labour.”

There is another reference further on that says,
“Efforts will continue to be directed to increasing the
accessibility of trainingand employment. These efforts
will help Manitoba to keep the human resources that
are critical in a modern economy.”

Further along, there is reference to, “The govern-
ment will participate in programs to train core area
residents for long term employment in identified jobs
in both the public and private sectors.”

Mr. Speaker, what has happened in the Estimates,
that have been laid before us, is that the government
has shown whatits true priorities are, its true com-
mitmentsaretotrainingandimproving the opportuni-
ties forskilled peopleinthisprovince by givinga 3 per
centincreaseto community colleges for their budget.

Well, Mr. Speaker, we know that that will not even
cover the cost of the salaries, since the major portion
of the budgets in the community colleges are salary
based, thatwill notcoverthe normal increasein salar-
ies that are being projected this yearoverlastyear. Mr.
Speaker, that must mean therefore that this govern-
ment is prepared to cut programs to redirectits prior-
ity efforts away from those areas that they can provide
skilled people with opportunities for employment in
this province.

We see, Mr. Speaker, that their priorities are indeed
not what they said they were during the election cam-
paign, not what they said they were during the recent
Throne Speech.

Further to that Mr. Speaker, there were some very,
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very strong comments madein the Throne Speechon
Community Services and Corrections and | quote
again, “Significant provisions will be made in the
expenditure budget to reflect the needs for additional
child care, care for special needs children, and to
recognize theinflationary pressureson publicly funded
daycare centres.”

Mr. Speaker, we have to compare just exactly how
these departments that are going to carry out these
so-called expanded programs fared in comparison to
the average increases that were allotted in the esti-
mates. The average increases, print-over-print, des-
pite what the Minister of Finance said they were in
making some other type of funny comparison, print-
over-printthe average increase was 16.9percent. The
Department of Community Services and Corrections
is getting 11.6 percent, that to carry out so-called
increased programs that they have in mind, despite
the factthatthey have already indicated that they have
given a 16.5 percent increase on social allowances.
How are they going to doit, Mr. Speaker? The fact of
the matter is, they are not going to it and it is not a
priority, and that's what the Estimates have now
shown us.

Further, to that, Mr. Speaker, we have some strong
statements in the Throne Speech on what they are
going to do with respect to Northern Affairs. | quote,
“Northern Manitoba is a source of rich mineral
resources, but many northern communities suffer
from the loss of economic activity and very high
unemployment. My Ministers want to make sure that
northern concerns are heard and that northern devel-
opment is encouraged. My Ministers are hopeful that
trie continued consultation and negotiations in the
Northlands Agreement will lead to economic devel-
opment for Northern Manitoba. There will be a con-
certed effort to insure that Northern Manitobans are
able totake fulladvantageof the opportunity to partic-
ipate in the development of northern projects. As well,
my government will place an increased emphasis on
the development of strong, local government in
northern affairs communities.”

Stirring words, a 5 percent decrease in funding this
year over last year in Northern Affairs. Where are there
priorities? Where are they going tocome through with
the funding to carry through the promises, the com-
mitments they have made in the Throne Speech?
They are not there. They are obviously elsewhere.
They are elsewhere in some hidden agenda that they
have of priorities for this province, that they are not
comingout with. I suggestto you, Mr. Speaker, thatall
that glitters is not gold, and all that they have prom-
ised, they will not keep.

More so then that, Mr. Speaker, it is becoming evi-
dent just how little they know about true accountabil-
ity, about true fiscal responsibility. The Attorney-
General got up and lectured us as a first time Minister
on just how tough it was to go through the Estimate’s
process and what a horrible time they had in prepar-
ing $150 million. He madeitlook as though all of those
things that were months away from completion when
we left office, at least a month away from coming to
final completion, all of those so-called asking budgets
that were put forward by the departments were com-
mitments that we had made.

Notso, Mr.Speaker, let me tell you he has obviously
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had nobusiness experience, no experience in dealing
with budgets inthe past, he haslived in that airy-fairy
world of theory so long that he doesn’t even know how
to deal with true budget procedures, the realities of
dealing with what people want and what the govern-
ment can afford to give them.

The fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, that | support
the position of Ministers or even senior bureaucratsin
departments coming forward with needed programs
and saying these are very important to us. And
everyone of us, if we believed that what we did was
worth while as Ministers, would come forward with
that kind of commitment, with that kind of enthusiasm
for the job that we had at hand. But the fact of the
matter is that when we all came together and dealt
with those asking budgets, the reality of it was thatwe
had to come forward with a figure that we were pre-
pared to live with for the forthcoming year, that we felt
thatthe province and the people of this province could
afford to live with for this coming year.

It is up to the government, up to the Cabinet, to set
the guidelines and the limits and decide what its prior-
ities are and what the limits of the expenditures are
and then cut the suit to fit the cloth. That's exactly
what that side —(Interjection)— cut the cloth to fit the
suit. Thank you forthe correction. Obviously I'm not a
tailor, perhaps some of the others in the crowd are. In
any case, that’s why you're in governmentistomake
thosedecisions, to make those priority decisions. The
difficulty | haveis understanding what your priorities
are from the Main Estimates of Expenditure that
you've put before us.

The Attorney-General says thatthey are very big on
the consultative process, butit obviously works from
the kind of things that we've had, those little patch-
work additions that came in, the $2 million for the City
of Winnipeg School Division No. 1 and all of those
other little things that haven’t been included in these
Estimates. Obviously, their idea of the consultative
process is that the person who talks to them last
before they walk in to make their statements gets
theirs included, without any real fiscal responsibility,
without any overall plan and comparative priority and
that's his idea of the consultative process.

Well, | suggesttoyouthattherealfiscal responsibil-
ity isn't just a patchwork make-do response to those
special interest groups that they have |.0O.U.’s out to as
a result of their election promises and campaign. It's
more than that; it's the truetests of the fiscal responsi-
bility of this government and | suggest that they don't
really understand that.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage
la Prairie.

MR. LLOYD HYDE (Portage ia Prairie): Thank you,
Mr. Speaker, it won't take me that long to say a few
words in support of the Beef Productién Stabilization
Programin Manitoba, thatis the lack of it | should say.

Mr. Speaker, | come from an area which is not one of
the largest beef producing areas of the province but
whatcattlewe doproduceinthatareais good cattle as
well.

Mr. Speaker, | want to ask first of all, how long does
the First Minister expect any business person or any
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businessman in the Province of Manitoba to continue
to function while they're losing money?

The predicted deficit for 1982, Mr. Speaker, has
been predicted as $46 million. Now, Mr. Speaker, as |
have pointed outwhen | spoketothe Throne Speech, |
spoke that, “How long can a person hang on with
losing money the waywe’redoing?” These cattle pro-
ducers in the province here today certainly are up
againstitandit would appear that they're just being
overlooked by the present government.

During the past few months while we were prepar-
ing for the election, the Premier travelled across this
province and said what great things he was going to
do for all aspects of the economy and forthe Province
of Manitoba. What has he done? Today he has done
very very little. Promises that he cannot fulfill and will
not fulfill, Mr. Speaker. . . . Yes, what about the
licence plates? My goodness, yes. The money that he
spent on that he could have very well looked after
many other programs. Mr. Speaker, he won that elec-
tion on promises that he cannot fulfill.

Oneofthepromisesthathe made was that he would
helpthebeef producersofManitoba.Now,ithasbeen
pointed out probably this afternoon, that he made
promises while he was speaking in Selkirk and it's
true. It's right in the news release where the Premier
did make the statement in Selkirk on the night of the
fifth. So, Mr. Speaker, his promises mean nothing —
nothing.

The First Minister also stated time and time again,
he would aidthe family farm, whichis, he has admit-
ted, the backbone to the agricultural economy of the
province.

Now, Mr. Speaker, | did notwantto miss the oppor-
tunity just to say a few words in support of this here
much needed program. The Minister of Agriculture
today statedin Question Period that help was coming.
That's not good enough. He had his opportunity last
night — the Minister of Finance had the opportunity to
make that announcement that there was afixed figure
coming for the producers of Manitoba, but he didn’t
have it; he wouldn’t make it known that there wasn't
definite support for the beef producers of Manitoba.

Mr. Speaker, it's evident that the majority of the
people in the Oppositionarenotacquainted withthe
plight of the farmer and | don’t believe they're inter-
ested in the farmer. It is obvious up to date that they
haven’'t been showing any interesttowards the benefit
of the farmer. | would suggest that if they want to be
re-elected in another four years down the road they
betterstartand be looking and taking some consider-
ation towards the family farm, the beef producer, the
farmer in general, because after ail, when we as
farmers stop producing those people will be mighty
mighty hungry.

It is known, Mr. Speaker, where the producer of
cattle todayislosingas muchas $100 per head by the
time that animal is either purchased or raised on his
farm, fed to the point where it is in condition to meet
the market. Unless the producer gets assistance very
shortly, Mr. Speaker, thereis going to be very very few
cattle producers left and available to help the econ-
omy of this province.

Mr. Speaker, last night | was disappointed when the
First Minister and his Minister of Finance did not make
mention at all of monies available for this program and
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it was very noticeable to me and will be very noticea-
ble, Mr. Speaker, to the people of Portage la Prairie,
thattherewas no mention in thatspeechlastevening
formoniestobuildthepoolforthecitizensofPortage
la Prairie and the residents of the Manitoba School for
Retardates in Portage la Prairie. Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Minnedosa.

MR. BLAKE: Mr. Speaker, | wouldn’t want to let this
opportunity pass without saying a word or two on
behalfofthebeef producersin my particulararea, but
firstly, | would like to say a word in relation to the
remarks made by the Attorney-General. | don’t blame
him for getting up when they've been sallying forth
from this side, one upon the other. | don’t blame him
forgetting up totry and defend a rather defenseless
position of his Finance Minister, but | want to remind
him seeingashe’'sanewcomertothis Chamber, when
he talked about delaying the business of the House
and holding up the affairs of the House, that if he'd just
go back a few years and there are still a few over on
that side of his kind that will well remember what
happened when they were on this side. So | just advise
them to keep that in mind when we’re accused of
obstructing the business of the House or anything of
that nature.

Mr. Speaker, | too cannot help but on many occa-
sions — | know they're going to be very very frequent
in this House — to hearken back to the well delivered
and excellent material in the speech that the seconder
tothe Speech from the Throne made, the Honourable
Member for Burrows, about honesty in government
and obviously he's going to have to go and —
(Interjection)—andresponsible governmentand being
responsive to the needs of the people. | think he's
going to have to take some of the members, Mr.
Speaker, on that side into his confidence and really
explaintothem again what he meantin that speech. |
know he spoke with feeling and spoke from the heart
when he delivered that message in seconding that
Speech from the Throne. But he’s going to have to
take those gentlemen on the front bench aside and
give them a little more direction because they were
not listenirig, Mr. Speaker, when they prepared those
Estimates and brought in the spending Estimates like
they did last night with — I'm looking for the right
wordsothatyou won’trule me out of order, but | have
very very much difficulty in finding one that’s not
going tobe unparliamentary — buttothesaythe least,
there were things in that Budget that should have
been in those Estimates that were not there. We
understand that money is going to have to come from
somewhere now. Today we find out that there are
several millions of dollars that are going to be spent
and we are just very very concerned, Mr. Speaker, of
how much more we'regoingtoturnupin the next few
days, in the next few weeks with some more of our
questioning, how much we're going to find that hasn’t
been included in that Budget.

We hear so much of the promised assistance to the
beef producers. | hope that the remarks I'm going to
makedoesn’tjeopardize in any way any plans thatthe
Minister of Health might have for my constituency
because they’re not really directed at him but, Mr.

Speaker, I don’'t know how much money they're going
to come up with in Supplementary Estimates for the
beef subsidy program. But | don’t want to go through
and repeat all of the promises that were made by
various members on thatside of the House and espe-
cially the First Minister because he does have beef
producers in his area. | have a lot of good beef pro-
ducers in my area that are phoning continually and
saying, where does the program stand? How far is it
along? Is the Minister having meetings? What hap-
pened to the committee and all of the work in the
meetings thatwere held by the former Minister? Was
that notpassed on? Was the continuity not there? Was
the information not available that he could have come
up with a program within a couple or three weeks or a
month after being elected such as he promised in the
electioncampaign?Many of theothermembers prom-
isedit. I'm sure the Member for Dauphin promised his
beef producers help immediately if this government
should be elected.

Mr. Speaker, those people are now becoming very
impatient because it's going to be market time very
very soon, and those fellows are not going to be able
to market those cattle and takeanotherloss of $75 to
$100 an animal and withstand another season of feed-

_ing animals at such and such a loss. The Member for
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Gimli, as was mentioned many times, was with the
Premier when that promise was madethat fast action
would be taken, not as rich as he would like maybe,
but fast action would be taken. | urge the Member for
Gimlitogetup and getintothedebate and tell us what
hashappened tothat promisethe First Minister made,
so he can justify it to his constituents — this lack of
action that is so apparent to us today, Mr. Speaker.

| don’t know how our economy can survive much
longer, Mr. Speaker. | think all the speakers on that
side and certainly on this side have acknowledged
how important agriculture is to the economy of this
country and this particular province. It doesn’t take
very very long for the disaster in the rural areas, a
drought, bad crops or a disaster such as hit the beef
producers of this province to be felt in the City of
Winnipeg. It doesn’t take very very long for that to
filter down through our particular economy to affect
every merchant and every citizen in the City of
Winnipeg.

So there’s no question that the effects of agriculture
on our economy are very very predominant. But you
know, Mr. Speaker,of allthe promises thatwere made
during the election and won't be kept, there's a great
many, it's justgoing tobeimpossible for them to keep
them and they might as well ‘fess up to some of them
now and admit that they were a little rich because
there’'s no question about that. Our beef producers
canrestassured that there is going to be pressure on
them, Mr. Speaker; there’llbe pressureon the Minister
of Agriculture; there’ll be pressure on the First Minis-
ter day by day until this program is in place and a
satisfactory one is in place for the beef producers of
this province.

Mr. Speaker, when | talked about election promises
| can’t help but think back to a number of years ago, a
headlinethatappeared — I justdon’t haveit here, but|
know some of our members have it — that was made
by a former Premier of this province who has now
solved his personal war on poverty and is lavishing
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down eastinaregal role. He once said and was quoted
in very large headlines, “The name of the game is
being re-elected, even if it means bending your prin-
ciples alittle.” Thereis nodoubt, Mr. Speaker, that his
message wastakentoheartby the members opposite
because they have certainly gone a long long way to
bending some of the principles of the people over
there. As | say, when | refer to the remarks from the
Member for Burrows, he spoke with feelingon honesty
and responsibility in government and he is going to
have to have another chat with the front bench over
there because we haven't seen much of a display of it
to date, Mr. Speaker. | hope that we're going to have
some good, solid, convincing answers from the Minis-
terof Finance when he gets back in and speaks on the
Estimatesand onthe further debates that occurin this
House. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Stur-
geon Creek.

MR. J. FRANK JOHNSTON (Sturgeon Creek): We've
got all kinds of cattle raisers in Sturgeon Creek. Mr.
Speaker, | just wanttorefertothe Estimatesthat were
presented last night and certainly the excuse pres-
ented by the Attorney-General.

Mr. Speaker, many yearsago when | was Chairman
of the St. James Police Commission and Mr. Maltby
wasthe Chief then, whois now the Ombudsman of the
Province of Manitoba, | approved the expenditure of
funds tohire the present Attorney-Generaltodo some
lecturing to the Police Department of the City of St.
James, and had | known now then what | know now |
might not have made that approval.

Mr. Speaker, | can say to you that the Minister has
got up and said that there we were out there, or the
Minister of Education was out there, who had boldly
come and said to the Cabinet that we have to do this
and we have got our Estimates done and so she went
out and announced it, because we all know that the
printing had to be done.

Mr. Speaker, it takes approximately, and | tell the
honourable members on the other side, ten days to
two weeksto print the Estimates in this province, and
thereweremany occasions where therewerechanges
made when | was on the Treasury Bench and in
Cabinet, changes maderight up to that time and they
were still put in the Estimates that were presented to
this House. It's nearly amonth ago that the Minister of
Education was making the promises to the education
people in this province regarding the funds she was
going to put in and that $2 million was part of it. Mr.
Speaker, that is not a very good excuse, and for the
Minister to get up and say to us, you know, that here
we were with $155 million of cutting that we had to do.

Mr. Speaker, in 1977, when | took over the Manitoba
Housing and Renewal Corporation, therewasa request
for $110 million worth of public housing and the
amount of money available from the Federal Govern-
ment was $42 million. We did some cutting, Mr.
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, | can tell you that the amount,
the first draft of budgets, that is gone through all the
time. | commend the honourable gentleman for taking
alook at the budgets that werethere before them and
analyzing them as to what they wanted to have in or
what they wanted to have out. So, Mr. Speaker, the
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excuse that's been given to us today is wrong.

The Attorney-General is showing his little bit of
temper about the fact that we are speaking today; he
will havetolearnthatinthis House, Sir, —andyouare
well aware of it, Mr. Speaker, because you were in
Government and youwere in Oppositionthesame as |
was — that the Opposition has the privilege of speak-
ing in this House on more occasions than he will
probably realize that we have and the members of this
side will take the opportunity to present their con-
cerns on the basis of the constituents and the people
that elected them. As a matter of fact, this is one time
when the people in the back row over there could have
gotteninto thedebate, but probably have beentold to
“Coolitfellows, coolitfellows. | haven'tgotthatin my
plans.” — From your House Leader.

So, Mr. Speaker, let the House Leader be very sure
and let him be reminded that there were times when
the Interim Supply washeld up when we were govern-
ment to the point where it became very crucial. As a
matter of fact, we held it up one time when we were in
Opposition and the government of the day, which was
the NDP Party, walked down the hall and passed an
Order-in-Council for the money —(Interjection)—
illegally, correct.

So there will be times, and | say to the Attorney-
General, Mr. Speaker, that histemper and his fact that
he isgoing to have hisway completely in this House is
not going to happen.

Mr. Speaker, | will say sincerely about the Esti-
mates, | will say this: all the Estimates; we have a set
that are not accurate, we know that; you know it too;
you know the salaries aren'taccurate; one of the main
expenses of running this government, they're not
accurate. —(Interjection)— Well, you're going to pay
out more than $10 million in salaries.

Mr. Speaker, the other thingthat| wantedtobring to
the attentionand my colleague did today, the Member
for Turtle Mountain, is the exaggeration and the litera-
ture and the talks, since they've been government,
about whatis going to happenin Economic Develop-
ment; and when the Minister of Finance went to the
trouble of pointingout 8 percentincrease, Mr. Speaker,
theincrease is $2 millionapproximately, and it'sgoing
to the Racing Commission. You know what that is?
That's to pay out the money for purses to the Racing
Commission, and you pay thatout afteryou've takenit
in. In other words, you pay out less than you take in.
Yourincrease in Economic Developmentis the purse
support that is done for the Racing Commission and
totheracing industry, and the reason why it's higher
thisyearis you've got standard bredracing going on
at the Downsthat were never there before.

So, Mr. Speaker, the Economic Development
Departmentonthe operationsideis down.Now,if this
government feels, and the Minister, who has every
right to present their Estimates and the Cabinet and
Treasury Board, feel that that's the way they want to
go, Mr. Speaker, they have every right to do so and
theyhaveevery reasontoexpecttobecriticizedforit,
| can tell you that. But, Mr. Speaker, let's not present
something to the people that is not factual, because
these figures don't show the actual circumstances as
they are in this House.

So, Mr. Speaker, as | say, there are, as you know, Sir,
the Opposition in this government, in this democratic
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system, has the privileges that we have which makes
oursystemas good asitis and weintendtousethem,
Mr. Speaker, regardless of the little tantrums of the
Attorney-General.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Swan
River.

MR. D. M. (Doug) GOURLAY (Swan River): Thank
you, Mr. Speaker.

| think for people on this side of the House, and
particularly those members that represent a rural
area, we had to be very disappointed last night when
the Main Estimates of Expenditure were tabled and
there wasn'toneredcentinthere for aBeef Stabiliza-
tion Program.

Now, the members opposite say, what have you
done in the last four years? Well, I'd just like to take
you back for maybe more than fouryears. In 1975and
1976 the government of the day was the same as the
present government and they introduced a Beef
Income Assurance Plan, and it was needed at that
time; the beef farmerswere in a very depressed state
and the Beef Income Program was broughtin and it
was a legal nightmare, | might add. There was about
75 percent of the beef producers in this province
signed up in thatprogramduring 1975 and 1976. Then
therewasanelectionin 1977 andthe beef priceswere
pretty good for the next couple of years. In fact, they
were sogoodthatthe peoplethathad signed upinthis
program were obligated to pay money back to the
government, but because of the loopholes in the pro-
gram and the mess that had been created in that pro-
gram it was impossible for the government of the day
to administer that program effectively in the way that
had been originally set up by the then NDP
government.

Now, | believe late in 1978 the beef prices again
became quite depressed, and until 1981 the situation
was becoming serious again. Our Minister of Agricul-
ture atthat time appointed a body tolook atthe whole
beefprogram to seethebestway to handle it, in view
of the fact that the federal people were not about to
introduce anationalstabilizationprogramwhich would
have been the best method to handle this type of
program. But at least, the Minister of Agriculture of
the day, the present Member for Arthur, had estab-
lished this committee to look in and bringrecommen-
dations to the government so that we could look at a
program that could be effectively handled and paid for
by the people of this province.

| might say that during the election campaign last
year there was a long hard cry, especially from the
NDP members, that there should be a beef stabliliza-
tion program broughtin, and | might say that the NDP
candidate from my area, who is a very competent
individual and one that | have a lot of respect for,
campaigned hard and long on this programto bringin
a stablilization program. As a matter of fact, they
brought in the Minister of Agriculture from Saskatch-
ewantoa meeting in the Swan Valley area, toexpound
theadvantages andthegoodaspectsofthe Saskatch-
ewan stabilization program. The present Premier at a
meeting — | believe it was quoted in either Selkirk or
Gimli —indicated that he would bringin thisprogram
similar to Saskatchewan in a matter of months after
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being elected.

Obviously, the members opposite had some kind of
game plan in mind, because they went out and prom-
ised the farmers of this province thatthey would bring
in a Beef Stabilization Program equal to Saskatche-
wan's. They must have had some idea of how much
this program was going to cost Manitobans and —
When was the election? Three and one-half months
ago, and here the Estimates were tabled last night,
there isn't one red cent in there for the beef income
program.

I think that thisis really a matterofprinciple that we
are debating here right now and this is supposed to
represent the Main Expenditures of this province for
1982. You can't tell me that the members opposite
didn’t have some idea of what a Beef Stabilization
Program was going to cost the taxpayers of the Pro-
vince, sothatitcould havebeenbroughtin with these
Estimates.

| would have to say that the people of Manitoba,
particularly the beef producers, are particularly dis-
appointedin that the Minister of Agriculture today has
further announced that it will be some weeks before
any possible Beef Stabilization Program can be
announced. Certainly this will be too late for a lot of
beef producers in the Province of Manitoba and par-
ticularly in the Swan Valley area.

Now | know that | mentioned that the NDP when
they were campaigning for the election, they hollered
loud and long that there would be a Beef Stabilization
Program brought in immediately. The candidate in my
area, he campaigned on many platforms and he said
that the people in the southeast part of the consti-
tuency of Swan River were particularly hard pressed,
and | know that | speak for him to that he will be
disappointed that there is no money listed in these
Estimatesto come to the rescue of the beef producers,
notonly in the Swan Valley area but in the Province of
Manitoba.

So, Mr. Speaker, | didn't want to miss the opportu-
nity to bring these comments and put them on record
at this time.

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MR. SPEAKER: Before recognizing the honourable
member, | wonder if | might direct the attention of the
Honourable Members to my gallery on my left, where
we have 46 people from Towner County in North
Dakota. They are members of the North Dakota
Farmers Union under their Co-Ordinator, Mr. Terry
Jacobson. On behalf of all the members, | am pleased
to welcome you this afternoon.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (Cont’d)
MR.SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Niakwa.

MR.KOVNATS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | would just
like to take this opportunity just to spend a couple of
minutes, and | am notgoingto take thatlong, if | could
havethe attention of the honourable members, justso
thattheycouldlistentowhatacity member has tosay
concerning the Beef Stabilization Program.

Ihave heardalloftheremarks beingmade concern-
ing the rural members, but the city members support
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the farmers who are raising the cattle also. It is not just
a rural problem, itis a urban problem also.

I just got to come up with a few points and then we
will carry on with the business of the House. | haveno
intention of prolonging the business of the House.

I do qualify to speak on the Beef Stabilization Pro-
gram, because | don't know about some of the rest of
you, | worked at Canada Packers, | worked on the beef
kill, and | have been very close to this industry, and |
know some of the problems.

I would just want to say that the farmerin Manitoba,
who is raising cattle today needs help now. You are
going to give him that help almost right away, so why
notdoitnow? Youarenotgoingtoget the creditforit,
we are, because we forced you into it.

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. Order please. Order
please. Would the members give the honourable
member the courtesy of their attention. The honour-
able member will recall, | am sure, that he should
direct his remarks to the Chair and not directly to
other members.

MR. KOVNATS: Thank you,
Speaker, | beg your pardon.

I would just like to get back to what | was speaking
about, Mr. Speaker, that it hasto be done now. You
can't wait any longer. They have picked up the song
“Manana.” Do you remember the song “Manana, it's
good enough forme.” Thatwastheirsong, butitisnot
good enough for me, Mr. Speaker. Manana is tomor-
row. Again, they need help now.

I would just like to make reference — | saw the
Honourable Member for St. Johns, and he is doing a
wonderful jobin helpingtoraise food and clothing for
the poor, unfortunate people over in Poland, and he
doesn’'tcare who gets the credit. He wants to see that
the help has to come now. With that type of an atti-
tude, | don't know why itdoesn’'t permeate throughout
the whole of that group on that side, Mr. Speaker, and
myremarksareto you, Sir,thatthey should be doing it
now.

I was outin Menisino over the weekend, and thereis
afarmer out there who raises cattle, and he lost one
cowoverthe weekend. | know how it hurt him to lose
that one cow. Itis soimportant that we do something
tobring this cattle businessup tothepointwhere they
can make a living and live with the dignity that is
required to be a cattle rancher here in the province.
Let us give those cattle ranchers the dignity that they
need, the support that they need, and let's do it now,
Mr. Speaker. Thank you.

Mr. Chairman. Mr.

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the question? The
question before the House is on the proposed motion
of the Honourable Minister of Finance that the House
will, at its next sitting, resolveitself into a Committee
to consider of the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

QUESTION put, MOTION carried.
MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable House Leader.
MR.PENNER: Yes, onthe adjourned proposed motion

of Mr. Schroeder, | would ask that the question be
called on that motion.
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MR. SPEAKER: On the adjourned debate on the pro-
posed motion of the Honourable Minister of Finance
thatthe House will, atits next sitting, resolve itselfinto
a Committee to consider of Ways and Means for rais-
ing of the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

The Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain.

MR. RANSOM: Stand, Mr. Speaker,buton a point of
order | would ask that the — or perhaps did youreadit,
Sir, as saying “at its next sitting?”

MR. SPEAKER: | believe | did so, but if not that was
my intent. Is it the will of the House to let that matter
stand? (Agreed)

There being nothing further before the House, the
House is accordingly adjourned, and will stand
adjourned until 2:00 p.m. tommorrow afternoon
(Thursday)





