LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Thursday, 1 April, 1982

Time — 8:00 p.m.

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY
SUPPLY — FITNESS, RECREATION
AND SPORT

MR. CHAIRMAN, Harry M. Harapiak (The Pas): This
Committee will come to order. We are on Fitness,
Recreation and Sport. 1.(a)(1) to 2.(a)(2) wereallread
and passed.

2.(b)(1) — the Member for La Verendrye.

MR. ROBERT (Bob) BANMAN (La Verendrye): |
believe maybe Grant Assistanceisthe areawherethe
grants are provided to the district recreation commit-
tees that are formed and the Member for Dauphin is
going to — maybe I'm going to preempt him with a
question, but there has been a lot of pressure from
differentgroupsovertheyears,toincrease that grant.
One of the problems that we had, of course, was the
fact that there were many new districts being formed
and even though there were no more funds provided
on an annual basis to the ones that had already
formed, that program has actually expanded quite
rapidly over the last number of years and, of course,
has | think been one of the programs whereby a lot of
the municipalities as well as the school divisions in
therural areasthat couldn’tgetalongvery well before
have sort of buried the hatchet as to say and worked
together not only in arecreation program, butalso in
developing some of the facilities. | think it streng-
thened some of the areas in which maybe some small,
petty, small-town differences or municipal differen-
ces have been bridged by the introduction of arecrea-
tion district.

I'm wondering if the Minister has had achance atall
to look at the levels of funding that the recreation
districts receive and | guess the biggest pressure
comes from the recreation workers who are tied into a
certain salary which the recreation commission of
that particular area, | would say, is tied in fairly closely
with what the kind of assistance the government'’s
support is and without getting into a situation which |
talked about before and the Minister alluded to that
you getinvolved in the operational expenditures of a
distinct division. It might be time to have a look at the
basic grant level and see if there's any adjustments
that can be made appreciating that this item, | think,
will probably growinthenextcoupleofyears because
there’ll be a few more commissions that come
onstream from time to time.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Minister.

HON. LAURENT DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): Yes,
the member is absolutely right. The grant having been
increased, now, | think if we have a choice with the
economic situation that we have now is increased at
the expense of new ones that might come in and |
think that the important thing is to try to treat every-
body fairly and we have an increase of $49,000 and
that will help with five of the grants. Thereisno doubt
that, as soon as we can, we would like to look at the
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grantsto seeifthere could be anincrease, butthere’s
no way that this will be done this year with the situa-
tion the way it is.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Dauphin.

MR. JOHN PLOHMAN (Dauphin): Mr. Chairman, |
just wanted to follow up on that just briefly. | believe
the grant is largely to pay for a recreation director in
these commissions. Allofthe grants areforthat pur-
pose. | wonder how long the grant, forexample, inthe
Dauphin-Ochre recreation district has been at
$8,000.00.

MR. DESJARDINS: Since 1977, the first year it was
incorporated in.

MR. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, now obviously in the
five years then, of course, the $8,000 doesn’t go near
asfarasitdidfive years ago to pay for the salaries. As
we all know, they’re increasing quite dramatically,
and having been a member of the Dauphin-Ochre
recreation district last year, | recall that we did send a
letter to the then Minister asking him to look at this
and see whetherthere could besome consideration. |
would just draw that to the Minister’s attention to
emphasize again what the former Minister has just
said about those grants.

MR. DESJARDINS: I'd like to remind the member
that he’s on our side, now that he's on the government
side. The same answer would go to the same ques-
tion, | guess, that this is something that will have to be
looked at. | don’t think that program was never meant
to pay everything; it was something to help different
communities. They can get together with other com-
munities and other municipalities to set up a recrea-
tional director which is something new, something a
few years back they didn’'t have it all. There was no
help from the — I'm not debating that. I'm sure that
both members are absolutely right that $8,000 today
won’'tgo asfarasafewyears ago, but we have tolook
attheotherprioritiesthat we have.lfwecangobacka
little further than that, if we go back abouteightyears
ago, there was nothing at all. | think this department
had about $20,000 or $30,000 to spend in all. So
there’'s been an awful lot ofimprovementdone. That's
not the only help they get; we have specialists that
work for the department that are available to help
them, to consult with them and assist them, but as |
say | have no defence.|I'm notgoing to try to justify, to
say that $8,000 would go as far this year as it went a
few years ago. But as | say, we choose to try and get
more of the people that have not received anything at
all, and once we've got most of the people in, | guess
we’ll have to start looking toseeif we can increase the
grant.

MR. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, just to bring to the
Minister’'s attention on whose side | am, | was just
trying to point out in a gentle manner that we didn’t
receive any increases last year when we made the
request, nor the year before.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for La Verendrye.

MR. BANMAN: Thank you. | wonder if the Minister
could advise us briefly —laskedhim a question in the
Legislature the other day with regard to the demand
billing for recreation facilities. The program | think is
lottery funded, but it deals with recreation facilities
and at that time, he mentioned that he was having a
look atit. | know there are a number of people that are
wondering what's going to happen. Has he finished
his review on it? Will he continue the program or
where are we headed with that one?

MR.DESJARDINS: | wonder if we could wait for that.
This is just strictly the grants on Recreational Director
and what should be under Recreational Resources
Development (3), if you don’t mind.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for EImwood.

MR. RUSSELL DOERN (Elmwood): | just wanted to
ask the Minister whether here, or again under (d) —
wanted to discuss grants to community clubs for var-
ious purposes including keeping the buildings open.

MR. DESJARDINS: That will be, if there’s anything,
under Recreational Resource Development. This is
strictly the Recreational Director Program.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Assiniboia.

MR. RURIC (Ric) NORDMAN (Assiniboia): Mr.
Chairman, I'm just on that $304,000, is that an equal
amount to each one of the recreational directors?

MR. DESJARDINS: There's a formula on that
depending on the population.

MR. NORDMAN: | see. So there's . . .

MR.CHAIRMAN: | would like to caution the members
once again it won't be recorded in Hansard if we just
keep exchanging conversation here.

The Member for Assiniboia.

MR.NORDMAN: So, you'relooking at approximately
40 districts?

MR. DESJARDINS: No, notthat many. Approximately
30.

MR. NORDMAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Roblin-Russell.

MR. J. WALLY McKENZIE (Roblin-Russell): Thank
you, Mr. Chairman. I'm wondering the Recreational
Director at Rossberg has been in contact with me in
the last two days; they're all set to go with a lot of
programs there. Under Sports Recreation ‘82, is that
the same item as the — they want permission to go
ahead with putting the floor in the rink.

MR. DESJARDINS: Those are capital facility grants
and those are lottery funds. We'll come to that a bit
later. This is strictly to help with the Recreational
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Director in the community.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 2.(b)(i) Salaries—pass?
The Member for Niakwa.

MR. ABE KOVNATS (Niakwa): | just have a question
of the Minister. | would justlike to ask some questions
onsome financial assistance to teamsthatare repres-
enting the province. Under what item would that be?

MR. DESJARDINS: Why don’t we wait for Sport
Development for that.

MR. KOVNATS: I'm prepared to wait as long as |
know. It's under (f)? Fair enough. Thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 2.(b)(1) Salaries—pass; 2.(b)(2)
Other Expenditures—pass; 2.(b)(3) Grant Assistance—
pass; 2.(c)(i) Salaries.

MR. DESJARDINS: Just a minute. | think that |
should give you a word of explanation here. This is
something that hasn’t been worked out with the Fed-
eral Government as yet for Northern Affairs, but we
have the assurance from Cabinet that we will keep on
with this program because that would place a lot of
people out of work and Cabinet has agreed that we
will guarantee to fund the program if nobody else
does.

MR. BANMAN: Could the Minister give us any infor-
mation as to the projected amount that would be
expended in that particular area?

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, 364,000.
MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Springfield.

MR. ANDY ANSTETT (Springfield): Mr.Chairman, is
the full amount going to be recoverable from North-
ern Affairs again this year?

MR. DESJARDINS: We certainly hope so.

MR. ANSTETT: Mr. Chairman, if it is not, does that
mean that there will have to be additional monies
voted under thisitem? I’'m not clear that if the money'’s
not currently provided in Northern Affairs and there is
no agreement —(Interjection)— the Member for La
Verendrye suggests it's in the Enabling Vote. | would
like that clarified.

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, it is with the Department of
Finance in the Enabling Vote. All the money has been
voted for and then if they can recover from the North-
ern Affairs so much the better.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 2.(c)—pass; there’'s no amounts
within it so just pass. 2.(d) Recreation Resources
Development.

MR. DESJARDINS: Excuse me, there is no amount
but | want to make sure the amount is $364,000, the
total amount.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 2.(d)(1) Salaries.
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The Member for La Verendrye.

MR. BANMAN: Well, | pose the same question that |
asked earlier, Mr. Chairman, of the Minister with
regards to the demand billing. Has he got any infor-
mation with regards to that program?

MR. DESJARDINS: | guess my answer would be the
same — | can’'t elaborate too much more — the same
that | gave in the House. This is a program that was
provided to help different facilities to counteract the
high rates, and that was a program also to assist
people to try and get them to save on energy and that
hasn’t been the case at all. In that case its been a
failure because they figured it was the way it was set
up, so we're reviewing the program. We will have a
program; the program will be somewhat different.
We’'re going ahead with this program, | think for this
year, the way it is now, but the different facilities will
be informed that we're changing that, and we are
trying to develop a program that would help them,
assistthem and give themsomeincentive to cutdown
on this energy thing instead of just saying that we’ll
pick up the extra cost.

MR. BANMAN: | appreciatethatand | think one of the
problems that we had is when the demand billing
system was intrcduced by Manitoba Hydro, it caught
a lot of people off guard and did create some fairly
large anomalies. | noticed in the last number of years
that what was happening now is that because the
demand billing rate is lower, some of the facilities in
effect were benefiting from the demand billing rate,
even though at some time they thought it had hurt
them. But what happened really is that we had the
hydro rates increase at a rate of 150 percent in a
matter of three-and-a-half years, and people were
really caught and thought that the demand milling
was to blame forit. | think that now with the rate freeze
on, the people have been able to sort of plan better
and have been able to cut back on power consump-
tion by doing things such as using the heat that the
compressors generate to heat maybe part of their
clubhouse. We'veseen some pretty innovative things.

| would encourage the Minister to use people such
as Bill McGregor and hisdepartment who do an excel-
lent job of going out and talking to people; helping
them with their facilities and | think that is probably
the way to go. Many of the rural, recreation facilities
are being built by recreation commissions, who very
often are not experienced in either renovating or
building new facilities, and can very often use the help
of somebody who is knowledgeable in that field. |
think that type of assistance provided by the depart-
ment is valuable in reducing operating costs, reduc-
ing energy costs and many of the other related costs
that can go, because if you build a facility that's more
functional than it would be under normal circumstan-
ces, that's something that will in the long run save the
taxpayersin that particular municipality some money.
So, I'd encourage him to follow up aggressively on
that part of the program.

| guess the other question is, the Minister menti-
oned briefly in reply to questions in the Legislature
the other day that he will be announcing a facilities
program, | understand for about a million dollars. |

guess one of the concerns thatl would have is — urge
the Minister to announce it as soon as possible
because a lot of the municipalities have or are in the
final stages of striking their budgets and are wonder-
ingwhat is going to be available. So, | would urge him
togoaheadandindicatetothe people exactly whatis
happening. Has he got a time frame? Will he be
announcing very shortly the program and what is
going to happen?

MR. DESJARDINS: | would like to thank the member
for his advice. We are very fortunate indeed to have
somebody like Mr. McGregor, and in fact, he's the one
that is the key man in this program, working for this
group todo exactly what has beensuggested. | might
say that last year there was close to $97,000 voted for
that and this year I'm asking for 149. So, it's not a
question that we're cutting the program but we're
going to look at the program.

As farasthe capital program under lottery, the only
difference has been that we've cut down from 2 mil-
lion in one year to 2 million, it'll be announced a
two-year program but it'll be 2 million only for this
until we catch up and try to make more money under
the lottery revenue. We're working on this now and |
don’tthinkit'll be very much longer when we'll accept
applications.

MR. BANMAN: Is the Minister comtemplating that
the criteria will be very much the same as the last
program?

MR.DESJARDINS: | think alot would depend on the
applicationsthat we have. |fyou havetoo many appli-
cations you might have tocutdown a bitbut we'renot
contemplating having to do that at this time.

MR. McKENZIE: That pretty well, Mr. Chairman,
answers the question | was raising. The Rossburn
recreation director and the municipalities are keenly
interested in getting started on their proposals: floor
intherink; upgrade the baseball diamond; showers at
Wellman Lake, and then putting a tractor shed out at
the Angusvillerink because they're putting in artificial
ice there. and they've been phoning me and wonder-
ing when the Minister could give them the green light
so they could start their projects. So, | guesswhen the
Minister said it'll likely be this month sometime, they
should get the green light to either go or stop.

MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, Mr. Chairman, | believe it’s
safe to say that we’ll have everything in place this
month.

MR.DOERN: Mr. Chairman, | want to ask the Minister
about a problem which may be a municipal problem,
but | think he should be concerned about it as well.
That's the fact — andI’'mgoingtouse Winnipeg and
Elmwood as an example — alocal community club in
my area is Kelvin on Henderson Highway, and they
have I'm sure, grants that come, certainly from the city
and possibly from the province for recreation pur-
poses, particularly adirector, and | suppose they may
have other operating grants, but their particular prob-
lem is in keeping the facility open. They have, like
most other community clubs or many othercommun-
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ity clubs, avolunteer problem. They don’t haveashor-
tage of teams; they struggle with coaches and so on,
but they seem to be able to managethatside ofitand
then they have a full-time — not necessarily full-time
— but they have a person who works there.

The problem is this, they have the physical facility.
They have the club; they have their rinks, their
change-rooms, their lockers and soon, butthey don’t
have peoplé to keep the club open. So you getinto the
ridiculous situation of the clubs being closed during
the week from Monday to Friday after 4:00. I'm think-
ing now especially of the wintertime for skating and
hockey, young children can't access that club until
6:00 at night. | know a long time ago in Winnipeg it
seemed like all the clubs were open after 4:00 in par-
ticular. Now, | don’t know what the pattern is but |
know in my own area, at least one or two of the clubs
out of four or five are closed from 4:00 to 6:00 or from
3:30 to 6:00 which is ridiculous. They are often also
closed on Sundays, so it’s fine if you have an organ-
ized team sport, but there’s the problem — does the
province have any input in this and can the Minister
suggest a solution?

MR. DESJARDINS: Thankyou, Mr. Chairman. This is
a problem, butwe have enough of ourown that we're
notgoingto acceptthe problemsthataretherespon-
sibilities of the municipalities and the City of Win-
nipeg. It seems that my honourable friend is describ-
ing a lack of interest in that community, and I'm
surprised if that’s the same community that we heard
beforedinner that was so active in sportsand so on. It
seems to me they could get some volunteers to show
enough interest in the youngsters, and | think that if
you're going to have a successful community club,
you need a lot of volunteers. Usually it is the parents
who I've seen who work very hard in raising funds and
in spending many hours. | don’'t know; | can accept
that there's a problem, but | can't see what this
department of the province could do anything to
change that at all if the interest is not there.

Our main thrust in thisdepartmentisto help people
help themselves, not to impose certain things and try
to do everything for people. | remember when | was a
youngster, we used to have to clean theiceand every-
thing and | think we probably got more out of it than
having everything done for yourselves. So if there's
no interest in the community, we're not about to step
in evenis we had the finances and we certainly haven't
got them.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, as the saying goes,
when | wasa youngster we used torolland scrape and
water the tennis courts, but you don’t see anybody
doing that nowadays. You also see community clubs
which are always threatened with closure because of
alack of volunteer participation. That hasn’t been true
in my end of town, but it's certainly been true in other
parts of the city and maybe other parts of the
province.

But my question is this, are there grants that the
province gives for Recreation Directors and also for
people to assist so that the clubs can be kept open?
Because, you know, it makes little sense to have the
physical structure there, the teams there and so on
and yet, maybe for somebody to put in a couple of
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hours a day, they can't seem to get somebody there
fortwo, three hours aday, five, six days a week. | mean
we're not talking about a great deal of money; I'm
talking about a situation whereforaportionoftheday
they apparently are unable to get somebody who will
on a consistent basis keep the club open. I'm just
saying, does the province provide funding for this
purpose or is this strictly in the hands of the munici-
pality in the local area?

MR. DESJARDINS: No, the province have no pro-
grams, no grants, for operating costs whatsoever in
this field, and | would have to say that it would be a
very low priority with us at this time.

MR. DOERN: Does the province provide grants to
individual community clubs, or is this again, this is
done to the municipality and then parcelled out for
the capital or operating?

MR. DESJARDINS: The capital has in the past
assisted in some, depending on their request of the
City of Winnipeg. They could qualify, could apply,
depending on what the guidelines will be for a capital
project, but that's something completely different.
That's certainly not capital project; it wouldn't be
stretched to allow any operating costs at all. It would
have to be for actual construction, or renovation, or
improvement of facilities.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Springfield.

MR. ANSTETT: Mr. Chairman, | wasn’'t sure if |
understood the Minister's answer to the question
fromthe Member for La Verendrye regarding the lot-
teries grant monies this year. There was something
about a two-year program, but with the first year, this
year, havingin it approximately the sameamount of
moneyaswasintheprogram lastyear, isthatcorrect?

MR. DESJARDINS: The program has changed;there’s
been millions of dollars spent in that program. It has
probably been one of the most successful programs
that we've had and it has enabled many municipali-
ties, many projects, to see the light in different areas
of the province. Now, in the last few years, the
department had earmarked $2 million a year for this
program. This year, because of lack of funds in that
particular fund that we had, it's pretty well depleted.
We can only put in a million dollars instead of $2
million; in other words, we're announcing a $2 million
program but for two years, so it'll be cut in half
actually.

MR. ANSTETT: Does this mean, Mr. Chairman,
through you to the Minister, that it is likely the maxi-
mum amount available will drop again? It had been
25,000, then it dropped to 20. Does this mean it will
likely drop again?

MR. DESJARDINS: | don'tremember when it was 25.
MR. ANSTETT: Three years ago.

MR. DESJARDINS: Oh, last year?
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MR. ANSTETT: The last two years . . .

MR.DESJARDINS: Itstarted at 20, 25. Well, these are
some of the things that we're trying to determine for
this year depending on the application and so on and
that’ll be announced as soon as we'’re ready to go.
That's a possibility. | want to say that we had agreed
that we'll be very flexible, but this is lottery funds.
Lottery funds are not something that we're voting, it's
something if the money is there, fine; if not, we cut
down. You have to have certain programs that will be
able to —if the money is there, you're going to have a
larger program; if not, you're going to have to cut
downonthe program. Wehaveno otherway of doing
that; we have no choicein that atall. It is not a ques-
tion of voting more money in the Estimate. It's not
shown in the page that you have in front of you.

MR. ANSTETT: Mr. Chairman, my concern only was
some idea as to what the maximum amount might be
for the larger municipalities, the ones that are entitled
to the full amount on the per capita formula. The last
two years it's been 20; prior to that it was 25.

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, | wouldn’t hazard
aguess at this time because this is what we’re working
on. It depends a lot on what we feel is needed and we
will, as soon as possible, set up the guidelines forthe
programs.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Virden.

MR. HARRY GRAHAM (Virden): Thank you, Mr.
Chairman. | wasn’t too sure if | understood the Minis-
ter correctly when he was talking about the demand
billing and the program that has beenin effect and he
indicated there was going to be some change in it.
Could the Minister tell me once more what it was he
was planning?

MR. DESJARDINS: It's been a grant, like the former
Minister said, that it was something that had to be
donefastand these grants always have to be reviewed.
It hasn’t done what was expected of it. It's helped the
facilities but the way it was done, it practically
encouraged them to spend more money and there-
fore the doors of arenas were left open — a lot of
things like that. So, we certainly can’t go along with
that. It's not finalized yet; we're thinking of spending
$149,000.00. We want to make through this, Mr.
McGregor, mostly there’ll be an assessment to see
what is needed to have an expertopinion. There’llbea
workshop; it'll be an education for these people, how
to conserve and save energy, and then there will be a
grant to help them to do certain things, either fix the
windows or the doors and so on to conserve energy.
It'll be a program that will give them some assistance,
but again, help them to help themselves and give them
an incentive to shoot at to try to conserve energy
instead of the more they spend, the more money
they’ll make and somebody else is picking up the
shot.

MR.GRAHAM: Mr. Chairman, | find it somewhat hard
to believe that the communities would leave the doors
open and things of that nature where energy was

wasted, because 95 percent of the total cost they bear
themselves. The grant is a very small portion of the
total Hydro cost. | think that if the Minister has had a
study done of that, | would appreciate seeing it.

MR. DESJARDINS: | would suggestthatyou speakto
your colleague to your right. | think that when this
work, when this Mr. McGregor — | didn’t go and look
at all these facilities, | can assure you of that. I'm going
by recommendation of the government that | think
that the former Minister is aware of some ofthe prob-
lems. | don’t see why our people would make these
kind of statements if they weren't true at all. | choose
to believe that there is something to that and | think it
is a good program. | think it is high time that we
reassess this program and give a little more incentive
and educate the people to try to help themselves in
conserving energy.

MR. GRAHAM: Mr. Chairman, to carry on a little
further, | believe there has been some rather extensive
questioning in the Chamber with respect to the pro-
posed policy of the government with respect to hydro
rates. | can assure the Minister that all of these recrea-
tional commissions are very concerned about hydro
rates because it is the major portion of their budget. If
thereisareviewofhydroratescomingup, | would ask
the Honourable Minister to keep that in the back of his
mind that these recreational commissions do have a
problem and if there is any significant increase in
hydro rates there, it could be a considerable problem.
So, | would suggest to the Honourable Minister that
perhaps he might do some lobbying in Cabinet and if
thereis an unfreezing of hydro rates, maybe he could
prevail on his colleagues to keep a freeze on recrea-
tional facilities.

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, | don't intend to
be drawn into an argument on Hydro at this time; this
is not my responsibility. | think that the honourable
member should realize what we aretryingtodo, and|
think he should encourage us in trying to tell the
people of Manitoba that it's important to conserve
energy, to give them grants to help facilitate these
things of taking care of the windows or doors or some
facilities. Mr. McGregor was mentioned; | think that
we all agree, those that know him, those that have
heard about him that we are very fortunate to have a
man such as he inthe department. We're going to use
him as much as we can. | don't apologize for this
program; it was a program that was, | believe, started
under the former government. | buy it 100 percent; |
think it's much more important with the limited funds
that we have that we educate the people to take care
of these facilities instead of having a program that will
encourage poor management and we're not about to
continue in doing that.

MR. GRAHAM: Well, Mr. Chairman, | hopethe Minis-
teris not misconstruing what I'm attempting to say to
him. | am asking him, urging him to act on behalf of
the various recreational commissions if there is a
review of hydro rates. | hope that he understands the
position they're in and the effect that a hydro rate
could have in the future and all I'm doing is asking the
Minister if he would consider it with his Cabinet col-
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leagues if they do attempt to review the Hydro rates?

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, | understood per-
fectly the member is trying to draw me into a debate
that | don’t intend to go in at this time. The member
knows that I'm a member of the Treasury Board and
knows that I'll have a part — that I'll be consulted like
all the others before we make that decision. Of
course, the concern that | have in representing my
department and another concern that | have, | think
he can rest assured that | will voice my opinion.

MR. GRAHAM: Well, | thank the Honourable Minister.
MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Kirkfield Park.

MRS. GERRIE HAMMOND (Kirkfield Park): Yes, Mr.
Chairman, | appreciate the energy conservation part
and | think that's a good idea.

I'm just wondering if they will be considering when
they'redoingthe grantsifthey’ll be apportioned pos-
sibly to the type of the building, and I'm thinking
particularly of a building that we have in my area that
was builtin atime when energy was no objectandit’s
a particularly hard type of building to heat. | imagine
thatitwould take alot ofextra funds to try and getthat
particular building into any kind of shape that would
really be an energy saver and | just wonder when
they’relookingatthisifthey might be considering the
building?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Minister.

MR. DESJARDINS: | think thatis a very good point. |
can’t announce any program at this time but | can
assurethe memberthat| personally will be quite con-
cerned with this and if need be, once these people
have done everything that they could, we could have a
program later on, something like our Capital Program
or enlarge that Capital Program to enable people to
make somechangesto their buildingifit's worthit; if
the buildings are in good shape to do exactly that. |
think in this day and age we have to be conscious
aboutsavingenergy anditbecomesvery, very impor-
tant, soit’'s a point that we will take into consideration
and consider very seriously.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Recreation Resources Development
(d)(1) Salaries—pass; (d)(2) Other Expenditures—
pass; (d)(3) Grant Assistance—pass; 2.(e) Fitness
Development, 2(e)(1) Salaries — the Member for La
Verendrye.

MR. BANMAN: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

| believe last year the Federal Government
announced that they would be doing a Fitness Test-
ing Program right across Canada and I'm wondering
if the Minister has had any results from that to tell us
how Manitobans stack up against the rest of Canada.
In other words, is the average Manitoban just as fit as
the average Swede?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Minister.

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, | understand that
we're certainly at the national average, that's in Can-
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ada. Now, where we fit compared to the Swedes, |
guess may we'll have to ask the Duke of Edinburgh,
whotoldus afewyearsagothat we were way behind. |
think in all seriousness that there has been a big
improvement in the last few years. | personally never
thought that I'd see as many people so conscious
aboutfitness. We're taking this program very seriously.
We're working with senior citizen people and also this
is an area that we want to take resources from the
Department of Health; it's easy in this case, | don't
have to argue with any other Minister and | can tell
you that we want our Home Ec Department and our
dieticians to work in this department to set up pro-
grams because we feel like fitness and diets, proper
eating habits go together. We'reenlisting the help, the
assistance of the Department of Education to work
also in this area to try and do away with junk food in
these areas as much as possible to educate the public.

MR. BANMAN: | wonder if the Minister could tell us,
will areport be made by the Federal Government with
regards to the national sort of testing program, will
that be made public or will it be provided on a confi-
dential basis to the respective Ministers of the provin-
ces, orwhat is anticipated to happen with the data that
they have collected from right across Canada?

MR. DESJARDINS: | must be very honest with the
member, this is news to me, | didn’t even know there
was such a thing. Off the top of my head, if there's a
report | don’t see why we wouldn’t make it public. I'm
anxiousto seeiit, | didn’t know that this was the case
and I'm sure that we will make it public.

MR.BANMAN: Well, maybe the Minister could check
into it and if there is anything that his department is
receiving and could pass along to the Members of the
Legislature, I'd appreciate having a report or hearing
what the results of the survey were, because | know
that the department did co-operate with them in a
number of areas and | think that some of the Ministers
right across Canada were anxious to expand it some-
what. | don’t know if that exactly happened in Mani-
toba but | would be anxious to see what the results
were.

MR. DESJARDINS: | would like to thank the member
for that; to bring it to my attention and we’re taking
note of that. l understand that the educated guessisit
could be by the end of this fiscal year sometime;
apparently it's not quite ready. As soon as we have it,
we will certainly give the information to the public and
to the members.

MR. BANMAN: The other thing, of course, is the
thingthat the Minister touched oninhisroleasMinis-
ter of Health, fitness development becomes a very
important part of — in the car business we call it
preventive maintenance . . .

MR. DESJARDINS: In the funeral business we call it
staying alive.

MR. BANMAN: | havetosaytoyouthatitis, | believe,
an important part of our overall health program in
trying to reduce some of the costs within the system
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and that | would encourage the Minister to work
together with the Federal Government on programs
such as Participaction and others to try to heighten
the publics awareness of what a little bit of exercise,
what a little bit of watching your proper foods can do
togoaheadand make you a healthier individual. So, |
would encourage the Minister to continue to pursue
that course, knowing full well that it'll probably
benefit him on the other side and maybe he’ll have to
ask for less money for Health next year.

MR. DESJARDINS: I'd be very pleased to accept the
suggestion of the honourable member.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 2.(e) Fitness Development, (1)
Salaries—pass; 2.(e)(2) Other Expenditures—pass;
2.(f) Sport Development (1) — the Member for La
Verendrye.

MR. BANMAN: A number of questions here, Mr.
Chairman. First of all, there was a meeting of Minis-
ters, | think, just during the election which | didn’t
attend; | think the Deputy attendedit,and at a meeting
just, | believe, six months prior to that therewasgoing
to be areal attempt made to sort of setdown adelinea-
tion of authority if you want to call it. In other words,
what the Provincial Government would more or less
beresponsible forin the area of games as well as elite
athlete development, and what the Provincial Gov-
ernment would be responsible for, in other words, the
national-provincial split.

| don’t really think that there have been many large
problems with regard to that, except that when one
deals with something like the Canada Games, it
becomes a fairly costly thing and | know the Federal
Governmentis constantly reviewing theirroleinit.I'm
wondering ifthe Ministerhashadachancetodiscuss
any of this with his federal counterpart, in other
words, the assistance to athletes, the Elite Athlete
Program that the Federal Government carries on ver-
sus the program such as we have here, the ManPlan
Program, andifthere’s been any meeting of the minds
or any rules or regulations established as to who's
goingto do what, and who's going to be looking after
the different athletes that are, in this day and age,
trying toexcelin the particular sport they are engaged
in.

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, I'm quite
concerned at this point because again | think the
Federal Governmentis trying to push more and more
of their responsibility to the provinces. Unfortunately,
I haven’t had a chance to speak to the federal Minister
and | suggest that we should have a meeting fairly
soon, but| cangivethe members of this Committee an
example.

The Western Canada Games that we've had for a
number of years now, the ‘83 Games were supposed
to be held in Calgary and of course the Province of
Alberta are quite anxious to haveakind ofadry run or
a dress rehearsal for their bigger games and they're
anxious to have these games. So far, apparently, the
Federal Governmentissaying thatthey will nolonger
pay for transportation of the athletes. Now, I've
informed the Province of Alberta that it wouldn't be
fair not to advise them at this time and if this is the
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case, there’'s no way that Manitoba will be able to go.
We haven't got the funds in this situation, the econ-
omybeingthewayitis, and with the limited funds that
we have it certainly wouldn’t be a priority that we
would send. Although we think itis very important, we
think it is a responsibility of the Federal Government.
They justannounced that they had gamesinthe north
and they paid for transportation. | think this is an
example of the west having a bad deal again. We
haven't got the competition that they have in the East
and so on, and the western Ministers together are
uniting to try to have Mr. Regan change his mind on
that.

MR. BANMAN: Well, I'd urge the Minister to hang
tough onthat one because as he mentioned one ofthe
biggest problems we have with the large province that
we have, and the sparse population relative to a lot of
other areas such as in eastern Canada, one of the
problems that the athletes do have is to try and find
competition at their particular level, and one of the
areas where you can do thatis at this form of games.
The Western Canada Games which | had the privilege
of attending several years ago, was one which | think
did definitely lend to the development of sport in the
province. So, I'd encourage him to hang tough on this
one and, hopefully, the Federal Government will see
fit to come up with some of the funds for travel
assistance.

Another question with regards to Sport Develop-
ment, and | guess we could have asked it under
regional section, butis the Winter Gameswhich we've
just had. | guess some people will have other opin-
ions, butfrom what | can gather having beeninvolved
in the setting up of the games as well as now observ-
ing how they were carried out, they seemto have been
a fairly good success. One of the benefits of the
games was that it didn’t require massive amounts of
money and, from what | could see, alot of local people
gotinvolved. | know justonthelocal playdownsin the
eastern region we had a lot of activity, a lot of volun-
teersinvolved, and they seem to have come off fairly
well.

I'm wonderingifthe Minister, who has been travel-
ling to Flin Flon and outtoBoissevainand | think afew
other places, could just give us his brief overview of
what he thinks the future of these games hold and this
type of a format. | know that some of the people in
Winnipeg weren't happy because these were rural
games, but | stress again thatone of the problems that
we have is that the rural people very often feel, not
only the sports organizations, the different sports
governing bodies that are out there, they feel that
maybe they're being neglected somewhat and don't
receive the service that the people in the City of Win-
nipeg do. | know some of the facilities we have out in
the rural areas aren’t what we have in the city, but |
think this is one way of going ahead and producing a
good competitive spirit out there and | believe the
rural people were appreciative.

I'd be interested in hearing what the Minister's
assessment ofitis and whether or not he thinks thisis
the type of thing that we should be trying for, maybe a
summers games in a year or so.

MR.DESJARDINS: Mr.Chairman, | think the member
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knows of my interest for these games. | think when
they were first started, we had dreams of bringing in
the Manitoba Games. We started in the toughest
region in the north and it was a very good success,
then we had the Manitoba Games.

I'm very pleased with the games that are just fin-
ished. | think that in all respects it’'s been a real suc-
cess. | have no criticism at all, but | must admit that,
although-| have an open mind on that, I'm going to
look very seriously at the possibilty of bringing back
the Manitoba Games. | think there’'s advantages there
also. When | say Manitoba Games, thatis all Manitoba.

| would like to enlarge them, for instance, to have
instead of just an Olympics for the seniors to have the
seniors participateinthesegames, one ortwosports,
to mix with the younger crowd, to have some of their
volunteers, some of their organizers, some of the ath-
letes. As | said last year, | feel that the community is
very important. | would like to see the handicapped
participate with that. No, maybe that dream is some-
thing that might never happen, but we're certainly
going to work in that area.

| think that we can bring the City of Winnipeg in
there providing there are certainrules. Let me remind
the members that Winnipeg did not win the last Mani-
toba Games. The people figured, oh well, there won't
be acompetition, Winnipeg will wineverything. | think
that could be taken care of in the kinds of sports and
the rules that we have. | don’t think that anybody
participating, forinstance, in level A hockey will every
be permitted to play in that. | was in Selkirk just a
couple of weeks ago where they had the oldtimers
playing hockey. | don’tthink that they can ice a better
team of oldtimers and people over 35 in Winnipeg
than they could in some of these areas. | think it's
good to be competitive.

| think there is something lacking when you bring
these athletes just to go in a region and they are
participating — as | said I'm not complaining — but |
think there’s some benefit under a truly Manitoba
Games, also. It was great in Selkirk where they have
the hockey, and then we travelled to Gimli where they
had track and field. But the fever, the spirit of the thing
when you bring all these athletes together, | think it's
worth that. | think where you develop these kinds of
leaders also and officials and volunteers. | think that's
important also and then, of course, it goes without
saying that the legacy that you leave for the facilities
such as we did in Neepawa a few years ago are
remembered. | met many people in these games that
became leaders in these Manitoba Games that are
now the leaders and in charge of these regional dis-
tricts and they speak very fondly of the Manitoba
Games that we had in Neepawa. They had facilities on
a smaller scale, of course, than the Manitoba Games
in Brandon had. It goes without saying that larger
centers would never be chosen. I'm talking about
Winnipeg and Brandon and areas like that for the
Manitoba Games; it will always be a rural center.

| have an open mind on that, but if | have any bias,
thebiaswould be to favour a truly Manitoba Games to
try and incorporate as many people in our society as
possible and bring them all together for a good time,
good competition and sportsmanship.

MR. BANMAN: | know what the Minister's talking
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about. The problem, of course, we have in Manitobais
that we only have two large centers and it becomes
very, very difficult for any rural area to host the size of
atotal games concept, and | guess one of the benefits
of doing it the way it was done now was that it gave a
lot of smaller communities the chance to bid on a
particular game. | appreciate that you don’t have the
village setup and you don't have all the athletes min-
gling from all the different sports and itdoesn’t leave
the atmosphere, but | guess given the logistics prob-
lems that we have within this province, it's one way of
maybe letting everybody have a crack atit who would
normally not have that opportunity. | just ask him to
keep that in mind when he’s looking at the whole
thing.

MR. DESJARDINS: As | stated, | think these games
have been quite a huge success. I'm not knocking
them, butifthere’'s any way ofimprovement|say we’ll
go with an open mind. It is not more difficult for a
smaller center to hold the Manitoba Games than
Brandon to have the Brier, for instance. It gets the
best our of people when you have to hustle to get
rooms. | think it's terrific some of the things Brandon
didin the Canada Games, the Brier, the Figure Skat-
ing Championship; they proved that they could do it
andit'savery, very small place to hold such athing as
the Brier, and | think that many of the centers of
Manitoba could hold a Manitoba Games, such as
Neepawa did, Dauphin. | don’t think it's that difficult.
You havetoexertyourself abit; you haveto countona
lot of volunteers and it becomes a big thing for that
town that they're not ready to forget too soon.

Asfaras getting more peopletogetachance,don’t
forget that we would have all regional games leading
to the Manitoba Games, so many centers would be
involved, But as | say again, we're starting with an
open mind. We're getting reports from this game and
we look at it very, very seriously, but | thought I'd be
honest with the members and say that if | have any
bias right now it's towards the Manitoba Games as |
say, with the handicapped, senior citizens people. We
don’t have to look at any other model; if we can start
our own model here, we're happy.

MR. KOVNATS: Just a few remarks and | don't
imagine we’'ll be going too much longer on this
department. First of all, I'd like to say that I'm very
disappointed of the lack of members attending the
interrogation of the Minister, particularly the members
of the government side. | think that it would be
encumbent that this department is of some impor-
tance, moreso than what it appears just from a look
around. Atonetime, there was more staff than elected
representatives listening to the Estimates.

After having said that, —(Interjection)— | realize,
but | think that we are too. It's incumbent that we be
here. First of all, | come from a very unique area and
represent a very unique area, which is part of St.
Boniface and St. Vital. There are five particular
members from that area, people that represent St.
Boniface, Riel, St. Vital, Niakwa and Radisson. We all
have the same problem. Our area develops some of
the finest athletes ever tocome outof the Province of
Manitoba andit does present us with a problem inas-
much as they do represent the Province of Manitoba
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on occasions. They travel to other provinces and to
other countries to represent the province. Over the
last few years, and I'm not going to condemn this
government because the one previous and the one
previous to that neverdid fund it to the extent that |
would have hoped that they would be funded. At least
give them some assistance when they're going on
their trips representing the province; in small things;
inlarge things; in money; in paraphernalia; selling the
province; representing the province, and telling the
people what type of great province we have.

| was wondering whether the Honourable Minister
can advise if there’s any program to help fund not just
my area, | was speaking with a little bit of tongue in
cheek there, but all the areas in the Province of Mani-
toba. Is there any extra funds, any grants, that are
given to these athletes so thatit would assistthem and
itwouldn’t provide them with a hardship when they in
fact are representing our province in national and
international competition?

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, thereis nothing |
would like better than to be able to tell the honourable
member yes, that we're working on a program to do
just that, but | would be misleading him something
awful. Thereis only so much money. We start dealing
with the sports bodies themselves.

Firstof all, wehavea very costly Sports Administra-
tion Centre that helps all these clubs indirectly, but
through their sports. There’s also different programs
that will give certain money to the sports themselves,
the sports association, and they determine how to do
it.

Let me say this to my honourable friend, that there's
about 64 recognized groups; | think there’s 64 sports.
The hockey alone has 53 provincial championships.
That's hockey alone, plus all the other little groups
who come to see you and me that want assistance and
you'd love to be able to doit, and you just can’t do it
because it would be impossible. You can’t do those
kinds of things. The same people that are saying that
the taxes are too high, that we have to be careful and
especially being an NDP government, we'd take an
awful chance of we did that because we’'d be throwing
money away, so this is not something that you're
about to get. I'm sorry, butthere’s many clubs that are
very successful.

| have a couple of grandsons that are playing
hockey and I've gone around and seen the way they
work. Your old buddy, Harold Loster and the old
Vince Leah team, they bring the Colts away. They
have a tea at Eaton’s; they've had that for years; they
have raffles; they have everything. I'm sure you've
poured tea there many times and, unfortunately,
there’s not much we can do on that. You can just
imagine 53 championships and you're not talking
only about champions; you're talking about any club
thathasaninvitationtogoto Grand Forks or Brandon
or maybe to Europe, and they're going to be the
ambassador, and we know that's all true, but just
imagine how much you would have to spend to help
these people. It's completely impossible. —(Inter-
jection)— Yes, 53 and there’'s many more than that,
but my grandson is in Brandon right now and if he
wins, he has to go to Kelowna, B.C. and he was told
and his coach was told, no way are you going to get
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any help. I'm sorry.

MR. KOVNATS: Thank God your grandson doesn't
take after his grandfather in sports ability.

MR. DESJARDINS: He's a fantastic player, quite the
contrary, he's avery good player.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Niakwa.

MR. KOVNATS: We seem to have an awful problem.
You’'re going to be criticized for wasting and squand-
ering money anyway, so one more really wouldn't
matter.

MR. DESJARDINS: Ifyoujoin the party after the way
you've been seen to spend money on school and so
on, | might consider it.

MR. KOVNATS: Well, you know, nowyou’'ve brought
up another point. —(Interjection)— | wasn't the one
who broughtitup, butl wasgoingtotake the oppor-
tunity of asking the Honourable Minister of Education
acouple of questions. Butit's not her departmentand
I'll carry on just with Fitness and Sports and Recrea-
tion tomorrow.

But the problem | have — you mention that there are
so many hockey teams in the province that, you know,
would it be fair to give to one and not to the other? |
think the thing that comes to mind is that over the last
couple of weeks I've been quite involved with some-
thing very very important, very important, and this
most important thing that I've been involved with has
been the parents of a girls’ ringette team. It's a cham-
pionship team and they're going to Halifax to repres-
ent the province. It's the Bonivital, and | think it's the
Belles or the Petites, I'm not sure. But unless the
members of this group have never seen a ringette
game, your missing one of the greatest exhibition of
sports that there's ever been my opportunity to wit-
ness myself, and it's just beautiful.

It provides these young ladies with an opportunity
to participate in sports; whereas these young ladies
have never had the opportunity to participate in
sports in previous years. We've always shunted the
females to the back of the bus and —(Interjection)—
pardon, you don’t want to sit at the back of the bus.
Well, we've shunted the female athletes to the back of
the bus, it's just an expression. I'm not going to use,
like gettinginto bed with somebody, becauseit’skind
of a vulgar expression and | realize that. The last time
that an expression similar to that was used it caused
an awful furore but I'm not going to get into that.

| think the problem is that the young ladies have
never had the opportunity in sports as the young men
havehadinhockey.Hereisachance for us to support
these young ladies in a sport that is going to catch on
and be something great in the province in the next
short time. It's just going by leaps and bounds. —
(Interjection)— Well, | think that we've discriminated
against these young ladies for too many years, and |
think it's time that we show that they are on an equal
basis and maybe even alittle bit more for them for the
nextlittle whileto show them that we understand their
position, and that they are going to be representing
the province and particularly this team that comes
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from our area, Mr. Minister, and some of them come
fromyour areatoo. | think that we should be looking
at them, because | think that if we support them par-
ticularly with some financial supportand I'm reaching
into my pocket and giving a little bit of my own, but |
think that the province should be able to. —(Inter-
jection)— Well, it'sjust alittle bit, that's all | can afford.

But | think that the province should consider giving
these young ladies some financial support, some little
paraphernalia, some buttons to take with them when
they represent the province. They're leaving very
soon, and as a matter of fact, there's a social this
coming week-end to try and raise money for them
because some of the parents just can’t afford to send
their kid. They're forced to send their kid because,
you know, it would be such a traumatic experience to
withdraw them from sending their child, even though
they can't afford it. But somehow they're coming up
withthe moneyand| think thatthe provinceshould be
able to come up on sort of short notice, because
nobody really told them that they would be represent-
ing the province. Sure they can say, no, we're not
going to represent the province. You know, we didn’t
know it was goingto cost this kind of money, we're not
going to go. But they've accepted the responsibility
and they are going to send their kids and they need
some help, Mr. Minister, let’s give them some help. |
implore you, Mr. Minister, would you kindly have a
look and see if there’'s any funds available to assist
them?

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, I've had a look a
long time ago; there’s nothing there. After we give the
Sports adirect grant of atleast $755,000 for different
things, there’s not much left. | think that thereis nota
department under the previous administration, and
the one before that, that has improved so much over
the last 8, 9, 10 years as this department. | remember
the only thing when Al Miller, the Deputy Minister,
when he started, was brought in because Deifenbaker
at the time had committed $5 million for all Canada. It
was a part under Welfare, of all things. It was a direc-
torate in recreation, so you'd be able to be in line to
have the hand out and get some of that money. Not
that long ago, there were a few thousand dollars, and
now it's millions of dollars and there's no way that we
can do everything.

| would think that a member of the right-wing Con-
servative Party would understand that, because that
money doesn’t grow on trees. | think somebody told
me that not too long ago. There's only so much that
we can do, and we would love to do it as much as my
honourable friend, but we deal with first of all the
administration centre, direct grant. We can giveyou a
list of some of the grants that we have. We give all the
championship certain pins. There has been a lot of
progress under the former administration. We were
just starting to have a policy on this question of pins
and medals, recognition when they come in. They
have a medal if they win a world class athletes, and
then the Canadian championship, or Manitoba
champion. We're progressinginthat area. We'vedone
an awful lot but thereis noway. | know that you and |
would like to maybe just do it for St. Boniface and
exclude the others, but | can’t do that. If we do it for
one, | say to my honourable friend, we have to do it for
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hundreds and thousands of teams because every
week-end there’s abunch of teams that are going out.

Theformer Attorney-General accompanied hisson
on a tournament last week and they're going all the
time, soitisimpossible. There are other priorities, we
will help and we will start dealing with the sports
group. Then there are certain areas that they have a
choice; allthe teams don't need the same thing. Some
of them want to hold provincial championships, and
dominion championships, some others need equip-
ment, other needs facilities, help in the facilities. If
you add all that is done for Sports and Recreation,
there’s been an awful lot of progess through this
department; through maybe Northern Affairs; through
the Department of Education because there’s a lot of
sports in there too; the University Grants Commis-
sion. There are millions and millions of dollars. | think
thatwe’'dliketodo more, my honourable friend knows
that, we come from the same background, but we
have to be responsible.

MR. KOVNATS: Well,Iwasjustgoingtotellyou what
happened. Actually | thought that when | had heard
the presentation from the Honourable Member for
Dauphin whereas he had spoken to the Honourable
Minister and the Minister looked like he was agreeing
and was going to provide some extra funds for the
Dauphin area. That's why | thought well, you know, if
he can get extra funds for Dauphin | would just, for
whatever purposes, | would love to see my little girls
get some extra funds. They are my little girls; I've had
the opportunity of associating with them in the last
short time and they're a wonderful bunch.

| think that I'm notgoingto try and push any more.
We don't really have the time to try and get these
funds from you at this time, Mr. Minister. They were
talking about building a covered arena, not with artifi-
cial ice, would that come under this — you know,
we'rejust about finished — may | just speek on thatfor
a minute also?

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr. Chairman, you're talking
about the Capital grant on . . . We've covered that,
but go ahead.

MR. KOVNATS: Well, | would wait until the Minister’s
Salary, if you prefer, but fair enough, 'm not going to
ask you any questions on it.I'mjustgoingto bring up
thatin my area, they are tryingto develop this ringette
and make it into a sport that's going to be something
for the future. You know, we're not trying to build
professionals, but we are trying to provide a facility
for them. Some of the people in the area had sug-
gested that we do have a covered stadium with some
seats and without artificial ice, but if you've got it
covered, you can start earlier and finish later and |
don’t think the capital cost is going to be that great. |
don’t want to get down into the details, but they
thoughtthatthey could do it by making arrangements
to get one of the nights atthe Convention Centre with
the lottery, you know, the gaming nights and they had
made application and they were refused. Is there any
chance that this group can make application, get a
permit to raise enough money and it's not for travel
and games; but to provide for a new covered arena?
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MR. DESJARDINS: You're talking about the city, the
city has received an awful lot of money from this
province for the arena. There was half-a-million dol-
larslastyear, half-a-million dollars this year, another
half-a-million and $700,000 | guess to come; there’s
been an awfullot of money. You leave some choice to
the city. Now the ringette’s share, the same concern
as my honourable friend; that was something rather
new for me the ringettes, | wasover to see a tourna-
ment — a good tournament — and both my wife and |
went over that Sunday for the closing exercise, we
werevery much impressed. | can say that there’s been
some discrimination, | agree with my honourable
friend that for a while there's been some discrimina-
tion and | make the commitment that the Province of
Manitoba —it's very little — but the Province of Mani-
toba will do everything possible to have their ringettes
included as a sports at the next Canada Winter
Games. This is one thing that we will push; we think
that they should have a chance. They're terrific ath-
letes. | was very, very surprised.

Now, on these other facilities, as | say there was a
grant of millions of dollars to the City of Winnipeg for
the Arena that they have now and there is also grants
that have helped to build other facilities and if we
open the grant — unfortunately the member wasn’t
here when we discussed the grant — but there is a
Capital Grant that was started ten years ago or so and
isgoingonandithasbeen avery successful program.
So as the money comes in — itis money from the
lottery — soifthereisalot of money there, there will
be more for the program; if not, there will be less.

MR. KOVNATS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The Hon-
ourable Minister mentioned that there was — about
this Sports Excellence Award, which is the gold, the
silver and the bronze — I've had the honour and the
privilege of representing the province in presenting
these awards to championships for the Province of
Manitoba. | would just like to go on record right now
that it's one of the greatest thrills, really, to present
these young champions with these Sports Excellence
Awards and | would hope that with this change in
government that | might still be considered to make
these presentations, particularly in my area. I'm not
looking to make them in other areas. | think that there
is some sort of unwritten rule that government
members only make these presentations, but | would
be morethen just a little pleased to make these pres-
entations on behalf of the New Democratic Govern-
ment. | wouldn’tslightthem, | would justdo it my own
little way as I've always done it not as a political point.

MR. DESJARDINS: It would be very tempting to use
you, but I'm afraid you willgiveus abad name the way
push that money around.

MR. KOVNATS: I've not done it in the past, but |
guess I'm getting to be a little bit of political animal
and | guess when | want something, | guessI’'m going
have to be a bit of a political animal. Is there any
advice now that the Honourable Minister can advise
this group, whetherin fact that the government will be
continuing with the Sports Excellence Award and
maybe even expanding on it?
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MR. DESJARDINS: Yes, | think it's something that
was really started going in your administration; we're
pleased with it and if we can improve it, we will.

MR. KOVNATS: Thank you. | think that I’'m prepared
to give the Honourable Minister credit for it, but cer-
tainly the former Minister of Fitness and Sport had a
lot to do with it too. —(Interjection)— I'm just agree-
ing with you. | tell you I've got to just say thank you to
your staff for the complete co-operation that I've had
with most of them in the past — when | say most of
them, some of them | don’t know, but the ones that |
do know have been most co-operative in supporting
amateur sports in the province.

Now, I'll just get down to one more point. In 1952 or
thereabouts, | had the privilege of playing on a cham-
pionship football team and | represented the City of
St. Boniface, the Norwood-St. Boniface Legionnaires
and we won a Dominion Championship and we were
represented with rings for the City of St. Boniface. |
was just so pleased and elated to have represented my
City, the one | was born and brought up in and you
know my whole background is of St. Boniface, and
they presented us with City of St. Bonifacerings. Well
they wererings and it was Mayor Ed Hansford, | guess
was the mayor at the time, and he made the presenta-
tion and it was rings with the crest of the City of St.
Boniface. | think that the Honourable Minister had a
great deal to do with the organizing of that particular
championship game in the City of Winnipeg. It was
the Peterborough Orphanswerebrought here and the
Honourable Minister at that time, | think was a coun-
cillorin St. Boniface and did an awful lot of work, and
I'veonly gotone question to ask the Honourable Min-
ister: I've lost the crest on the ring, where do | get it
replaced?

MR. DESJARDINS: | might even have one at home,
I'll look. If not, we'll ask Juba to give you one of
Winnipeg's.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Virden.

MR. GRAHAM: Thank youvery much, Mr. Chairman.

| would like to getback to the subject of the Winter
Games again, and through the Chairman to you, |
want to say that the Westman region is the area that |
probably know best in the province and to watch the
activities of the Winter Games in the past month, it
was very gratifying to see the small communities tak-
ing part. | think that there was much more participa-
tion this year than in previous years. | don’'t suppose
the book has been closed yet on the analysis of the
Winter Games and | would be interested in knowing
whether the decentralization did in fact have greater
participation throughout rural Manitoba and whether
or not it was more. costly or less costly. Would the
Minister have some information on that?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Minister.

MR. DESJARDINS: This is some information that
we'recompiling now. I don’tthink that you can make a
necessarily faircomparison, every chance that you've
had, you get better at it. | think that there has been
only two Manitoba games and more of these regional
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games and itisamuch moredifficultjob. I think that’s
part of the learning, part of something good that
comes out of these games.

As | said, I'm not knocking the games at all, but
we're looking at the situation of not taking anything
away from these people at all. | think they’'ll have the
same thing and maybe have something added a bit.
The cost, | can’'t make a comparison at this time; it
depends — you know you could change that all you
want,ifyou gotoNeepawa and you help them build a
track and then help them build a swimming pool and
so on, it's going to cost more money. There's no
doubt, it depends how rich the program is. So, you
can’'t make that kind of comparison.

| think there is much to say for both systems and |
said very candidly that | want to look at it with an open
mind and if | have any bias now it would be for a fully
Manitoba games with the senior citizens, the han-
dicap people and everybody involved.

MR. GRAHAM: Well, Mr. Chairman, | just want to
point out to the Minister that in rural Manitoba not all
the communities are the same size. Some communi-
ties would have great difficulty in handling any more
than 50 participants; another community might be
able to handle 100; another one might be able to
handle 200. So, with the flexibility of decentralization
it allowed the small communities to put in a bid for a
sport in which they were able to roughly judge how
many participants would be involved so that they
could adequately handle them. | thought it was a
terrific idea and the communities seemed to think so
too because there seemed to be much greater interest
created throughout, especially, the smaller areas of
the province so that the whole province seemed to be
involved in the program. | want to commend the Min-
ister for everything that was done in the past Winter
Games, because | thought it was an excellent pro-
gram that the communities seem to appreciate and
enjoy.

MR. DESJARDINS: The member is talking about
regional. There has been regional and then district
games. I'll give the member an example, Boissevain
isn’t any bigger than Virden, is it? They had eight of
the nine sports there and they did very well. | was
there for the opening; there were a lot of people there.
The ladies, the volunteer ladies auxiliary, served a
terrific meal. Everybody was very, very pleased. So, |
think that could be done. You're not taking anything
away;asmaller place would have theregion, and then
thedistrict,and thenthebigcity. You can’'tsay thatit's
a truly Manitoba Games if more than half the popula-
tion doesn’t participate. | owe it to that half of the
population to look at, to see the possibility of them
participating.

Butitwill not be at the level of the people thatget all
these advantages. It would be at a different level. If
you have senior citizens, it would be at that level; if
you have hockey players, old-time hockey over the
age of 35, that's it; if you have nobody that partici-
pated in the Manitoba games or anything higher, will
be able to participate. So | think that we could resolve
thatand | don’t think we take anything away. It's more
of agamble, but the people of Manitoba always come
through and | think that they would, and | think you'd
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be surprised in what these small centres could do.

MRS. HAMMOND: Mr. Chairman, to the Minister,
back to ringette for a minute; who decides who can
enter the Canada Winter Games? You were mention-
ing you were going to give support.

MR. DESJARDINS: There's an association with the
Federal Government and there’s people representing
the provinces in these areas and the ringettes were
very close to being accepted. | think it was at the last
minute it was turned down, and we we're doing a bit of
lobbying, and we certainly, in Manitoba, will be com-
mitted to support very strongly the ringettes for the
next games.

MRS. HAMMOND: | thank you for that because |
know that in St. James-Assiniboia we have strong
ringette groupsin every community club and we have
young women participating in a league also, and |
know that they are most anxious to participate in the
Winter Games.

MR. DESJARDINS: In all fairness though, | should
point out that ringette is not as popular all across
Canada as it is here. For instance, one or two of the
provinces, there are very few now, | think that we're
probably one of the provinces that is doing better and
that has to be a factorbecause the Canada Games is
just that, Canada Games, not just the provinces. But |
think that they seem to be picking up very, very fast
and we will push it because we are very proud of our
ringettes here in Manitoba.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We're on 2.(f)(1) Salaries.
The Member for La Verendrye.

MR. BANMAN: I'm just going toraise one more point
here and | know it's sort of a thorny one, and | don't
know if the Minister will want to discuss it at any great
length, but one of the things that has really received a
lot of attention again this year and | guess it does
every hockey season is violence in hockey. We've
managed among the younger peewees and bantams,
we've managed to implement rules which have made
that game a lot safer for those youngsters. We've
made them wear helmets; we've made them wear face
guards; we've done away in many of the leagues with
body checking, physical contact. As aresultthere are
alot less problems there. We had an incident again, |
guess, with the Jets, and one of their players the other
night got cut up pretty badly. The Minister has been
playing football and we all know the rules in football, if
you fight, you're out. It's as simple as that, and it's a
very, very physical sport also.

But, | guess the question one has to ask now is, at
what pointintimeisitincumbent upon people to start
asking the NHL, the Board of Governors, to start hav-
ing a look at this? | don’t think the answer is to take
measures and start charging these players when
these things happen, and yet | know the frustrations
that are involved when you see this type of thing
happening right in front of you when there doesn't
seem to be any rhyme or reason for doing it. I'm just
wondering if the time hasn’t arrived where some gen-
tle prodding from the sports Ministersacross Canada
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in talking with the NHL officials, with the Board of
Governors, whether or notitisn’ttime that somebody
has atalk to these people. It's not the toughies or the
goons that are attracting people, | don't think any
more, as they used to.

The Gretskys of this world, the Hawerchuks, these
are the people that most fans are going out to see
now. It's the art of the game and going from what my
young son watches and that, that's the type of thing
they're looking for. Maybe it's a problem that's been
with us so many years that we just talk about it every
year when a few of these incidents happen, but we're
going through some of that problem here in Manitoba
right now, and you sure hate to see ussteppingin with
a heavy hand when it should be the Board of Gover-
nors who really starts clamping down on people who,
justforwanton violence, areinvolved in brawls on the
ice.l guess |Ispeakas afanas well as a parent; you'd
sure like to see the calibre of hockey as | mentioned,
Hawerchuk and Gretsky and these people are bring-
ing to the games, rather than the goon squad hooliga-
nisms that we see sometimes. | wonder if the Minister
has given any thoughtto this, or what histhoughts are
onit?

MR. DESJARDINS: It's unfortunate that after the
afternoon and evening where we seem to agree on
most everything that | have to disagree with the
member because | think he’s overreacting. | think he's
exaggerating and | think if he thinks for aminute of all
of the hundreds and hundreds of games that the kids
are playing, and they're doing a damn good job, that
you hear a few and all of a sudden it becomes a big
thing. It's far from perfect; it never will be with that
kind of sport. But there has been big improvement. |
think the cages are doing an awful lot of good. | would
hope that, thisiswhere we would look at, | don’t know
ifweshould interfere in that, but | would like to seethe
kids every year keep the cage and eventually they
would end up feeling naked without that cage, and
eventually they would carry on in the NHL and that
would stop the fights, because who in his right mind is
going to punch a cage.

So, | think this is one of the things. | remember when
Toe Blake wanted to get rid of Jacques Plante
because it was sissy to wear a face guard and who in
hisright mind now would goin the net? He hasto be a
little punchy, I think, to go in the net, but anyway, who
inhisrightmind would play goal without a face mask?
So, | think thathas come a long way. But | think that
the problem —(Interjection)— the member says, well,
itsuptotheleague. Theleague doesn’'t give adamn
about the sports Minister, | cantellyouthat. Thereare
a lot of American teams; they don’t care about the
CAHA, the CAHA has a very much of a voice at this
time. | disagree, | think that when the goon stuff
started to go down, was after all the threats and every-
thing that was done, was when the Attorney-General
of Ontario afewyears back, decided that he would lay
a charge and since then it went down. It wasn’t the
Attorney-General thatwent out to seek that,itwasthe
police that recommended it and | think he was right.
It's unfortunate that you'd have to say that about one
of your own players, the Jets, but | think that you have
to show the example sometime and | agree with what
the Attorney-General did. | think he made it quite
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clear he wasn’t going to try to lay a charge, but you
don’tleaveabench and you don’t have acoach that's
going to send you — I'm not suggesting the Winnipeg
coach did that, but it happened later on for one of the
Colorado or L.A. where the coach sent somebody to
pick a fight. | think it's too bad. | think that the NHL
should clean up their act.

Notonly are you kicked out for the game in football,
but football that's not the important thing; it’s televi-
sion. The kids that want to make a career out of pro-
fessional hockey, they watch these people and they
think that’'s smart and they try to imitate them. Now, in
football if there was a fight, the camera would be on
the crowd and they’'d talk about the weather or some-
thing else, but here they fightand you look at the fight
and you get all anxious.

The problem, | think we must recognize and the
government can’'t do much about that, | think the
Hockey Association has done a good job. There's
hundreds of games every night now. There's so many
levels and age of kids playing and you hear about a
few of them and what do you hear mostly, the fans. |
think the real problems are with the parents and the
government can’t dictate to them. If need be, we'd
have to work with the Hockey Association and clear
the arena if need be. Some of these kids are on pins
and needles with their fathers and mothers yelling at
them; the language is awful. The insults, if you cheer
for a team you can’t have your neighbour cheer for
anotherteam, youinsult them and | think that's where
the problem is, when people lose their cool com-
pletely and start hitting a 14-year-old referee, that's
another thing. There’s so many games that you have
todip downin the 14 and 15-year-old to work with the
kids 10 years old and that's good to bring in. Those
kids are pretty good if they were only leftalone by the
parents.

MR. NORDMAN: Any of them watch the question
period, they would swear they were in ahockey game.

MR.DESJARDINS: Yes,thewaysomeofthe members
of the Opposition act, it's very bad. It reminds me of
that.

MR. NORDMAN: He says, which is the Opposition?

MR. CHAIRMAN: We're on 2.(f)(i) Salaries — the
Member for La Verendrye.

MR. BANMAN: | think thattheMinisterhadindicated
some of the problems and | appreciate some of the
comments he made. As | mentioned in my earlier
remarks, we have done alot | think in minor hockey to
try and straighten that out. As | mentioned, | think that
area doesn’t pose as large a problem as it used to,
because there are definitely less injuries.

The thing that really, of course, heightens this and
brings this to everybody’s attention are the few bad
things that happen and we've had one in Manitoba
here. It's unfortunate — and this is what I'm trying to
say — it's unfortunate that the League itself cannot
police those problems. | just say that knowing full well
that the Minister doesn’t have jurisdiction in that par-
ticular area, but it's a matter of concern and | raise it
here today for what it's worth and hopefully we’ll be
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able to see some of the League people smarten up in
the next few years and recognize that there's talent
out there if you let it go, it'll perform very well and
maybe draw larger crowds than the straight hooliga-
nism that we see very often.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We're on 2.(f)(i) Salaries — the
Member for Niakwa.

MR. KOVNATS: I don’timagine that we will be lasting
too much longer, butjust to carry onjustalittlebiton
what the former Minister of Fitness, Recreation and
Sports mentioned concerning each sport policing
themselves. | think thisis the greatest thing and | think
that youregulate each sport, not by having that many
rules but by havingenough rulestoregulatethe sport.
| guess my attitude when | was refereeing was to see
that bothteams played by the same rules and if you're
going to allow one person to sneak in behind and
smash a player in the face, then you have to allow the
other, but you're not going todoitso youstopitright
from the start. If you want scratching and kicking and
biting, putitinto the rules, but if it's not there then
you've gottoregulateitto the point where they're not
going to allow any of that stuff.

MR. DESJARDINS: That is only allowed in oil
wrestling.

MR. KOVNATS: Yes, and the Minister of Fitness,
Recreation and Sports when they have meetings
across Canada.

I've just got one thing that came to mind. | had
refereed a football game in Toronto many years ago
and the two quarterbacks were a fellow by the name of
Jonas and a fellow by the name of Wilkinson. They
were thetwo quarterbacks for the Toronto Argonauts
at that time. —(Interjection)— Yes, | was and |
remember duringthe game andthen yesterday on the
bus, one of the little boys on the bus was asking me
about when | was doing football and | mentioned
Jonas and he looked at me and he says, who’s Jonas.
How quick they forget.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We're on 2.(f)(1) Salaries—pass;
2.(f)(2)—pass; 2.(f)(3) Grant Assistance—pass.

Resolution No. 67, Resolved that there be granted
to Her Majesty a sum not exceeding $1,889,900 for
Fitness, Recreation and Sport for the fiscal year end-
ing the 31st day of March, 1983.

We go back to Minister's Salary — the Member for
La Verendrye.

MR.BANMAN: Mr. Chairman, | just want tosay inthe
final analysis that when | was Minister | did appre-
ciate, as the Minister does, the many volunteers that
participate in the field of amateur sport. Without the
volunteersin this field,itwould be virtually impossible
to do one-hundredth of what we do and there are
many people that give of themselves and their time, as
| mentioned earlier, very unselfishly.

| also want to thank the staff. The Minister com-
mented on the staff and the dedication of the staff. He
mentioned thatthey were loyal to me; | mustsay that
they wereloyal to me. The names that he mentioned it
was interesting to note, | think all of them have been
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with the department long before | got there. Some of
them worked for the Minister when he was there.

MR. DESJARDINS: They didn't all wear three-piece
suits in those days.

MR. BANMAN: | think | inherited all of them from the
previous administration when | took over. | think they
served them well at that time, they served me well and
| know the calibre of people that are involved there,
and | know they will serve this Minister well. Their
concern is the development of sport, recreation and
fitness in the province and | know they will carry on
their duty faithfully to this Minister and be a credit to
thepeopleof Manitobainthe fieldtheyareworkingin.

MR. DESJARDINS: | was going to say, thank you to
the members, but I'll cut it short. | know what hap-
pened to Al Mackling just this afternoon, so I'm not
going to tell you how wonderful you've been.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We have to pass the Minister’'s
Salary—pass.

MR. DESJARDINS: Thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Resolution No. 66, Resolved that
there be granted to Her Majesty a sum not exceeding
$663,700 for Fitness, Recreation and Sports for gen-
eral administration for the fiscal year ending the 31st
day of March, 1983—pass.

MR. CHAIRMAN: This brings Fitness, Recreation
and Sports to a close and I'm wondering if the com-
mittee wantstorise forthe evening or do we want start
another Estimate.

Committee rise

SUPPLY — NORTHERN AFFAIRS

MR. CHAIRMAN, Steve Ashton (Thompson): Com-
mittee come to order. The discussion is continuing
under 1.(a) Executive Salaries — the Member for Flin
Flon.

MR. STORIE: Thank you, Mr. Chairperson. | wel-
come this chance to conclude my remarks. | have a
number of other things that I'd like to put on the
record despite some people’s objections.

| believe | was just getting into the more particular
problemthat we're having — Am | getting heckled? —
the particular problems of the Flin Flon area and |
believe | had begun by saying there were concernson
three different fronts.

The first one, of course, is the quality of the air in
and around the Flin Flon area because of the sulphur
dioxide problem and the emissions coming from the
stack. To the uninitiated and those not familiar with
Flin Flon, | think it's fairly easy to assume that because
of the height of the stack and the popular conception
that because of the height of the stack, the air quality
has been dramatically improved and the assumption
as well that because of the height of the stack that
there are no problems with living in a community that
has a major source of sulphur dioxide as its base. That
simply isn’t true.



Thursday, 1 April, 1982

The building of the stack in 1975 did alleviate some
of the problem. However, on numerous days over the
lastseven years that I'velivedin Flin Flon, the problem
of breathing in sulphur dioxide fumes, | have found,
occurs quite regularly. Whenever there's a tempera-
ture inversion, the air surrounding the stack brings
the smoke down, the sulphur dioxide fumes down,
and creates a problem in whatever direction the wind
happens to be taking the fumes. | can assureyou that
it's no laughing matter particularly for those people
who first come to Flin Flon before your lungs adjust to
the factthat every oncein a while you're going to take
deep breath of sulphur dioxide. It's a frightening
experience for novices to Flin Flon air and to young
children and so forth, and it's a problem that we
encounter all the time.

I'm told that pre-1975, before the days of the stack,
that it was quite common for people to be walking
downtown and actually have to move indoors into a
store to get a breath of fresh air, literally because the
air was so befouled that you couldn’t make it from
store tostore without that manoeuvre. However, ithas
improved, but that's not to say that it doesn’t get so
bad on certain days that you have to remove yourself
to get a breath of fresh air. And itisaproblem. | guess
it's a problem that will continue to be a problem until
there is an ultimate solution to the problem of a mil-
lion tons a day of sulfur dioxide coming out the stack
and | recognize that's the cost. There's no simple
solution to that problem and any solution is going to
be a costly one.

However, the history of sulfur dioxide pollution in
Flin Flon goes back some 50 years, | gather aslong as
the smelter has been there, and it continues to this
day. Again, there is a history of Clean Environment
Commission orders and ordinances that havetried to
limit the amount of sulfur dioxide that goes into the
atmosphere, and tried to limit what they call fugitive
emissions from other parts of the plant, but by and
large the plant continues to operate with the excep-
tion of the stack. It continues to operate, emitting as
much pollutant as it ever did. There have been some
attempts by the company of late to correct some of
the problems that cause some of the ground level
pollution to occur, and | suppose those are having
some impact on the quality of air, but they are not of
major import as of yet. The quality of air in the down-
town area on certain days is still, to my way of think-
ing, hazardous to a person’s health.

| guess another problem in the same vein is that
while the Environmental Management Division does
monitor the air quality in Flin Flon, it does so on the
basis of two different levels; one is called the maxi-
mum allowable level of sulfur dioxide in the air, and
the other one is called the maximum desirable level.
Although the monitoring stations tell us that those
levels, particularly the maximum allowable level, is
not exceeded very often, it is exceeded on occasion,
and the maximum desirable level is exceeded more
frequently. My concernis, and | suppose the concern
of many of the people that live in the community is,
what exactly does the maximum allowable levelorthe
maximum desirable level mean? Is it attached to any
significant scientific evidence that would tell us that
this level or that level is dangerous to human health?

My beliefis —and | haveneverseenany evidence to
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the contrary — that in fact those levels are arbitrarily
set. There is no specific proof that would tell us that
this or that level is actually acceptable, so | think the
title, Maximum Acceptable Level, is misleading. |
don’'t know thatthereis an acceptable level. However,
that's been established and we go by that.

The other problem that occurs in Flin Flon is one of
jurisdiction. We have two standards actually in Flin
Flon.We have a maximum allowable and a maximum
desirable level that are setby Manitoba standardsand
ournextdoor neighbour, Saskatchewan, hasanother
set of maximum allowable and maximum desirable
levels and the irony is that those two levels are differ-
ent. In fact, the Saskatchewan level is exactly half of
what the Manitoba levels are. That leaves me to con-
clude that the setting of those levels is entirely arbi-
trary andinfact,thereis notanyacceptablelevel of air
pollution, of sulphur dioxide pollution, and that's a
concern.

Of course we want our air monitored and of course
we want it not to exceed the maximum desirable level,
but the question goes beyond that. Is the maximum
desirable level really a meaningful figure? I'm not
convinced thatitis. Soonthe one hand,wehavean air
problem. We are breathing air that is in some sense
polluted, perhaps not all the time but certainly occa-
sionally by the sulphur dioxide emissions of the
smelter operations in Flin Flon.

The second problem, of course, is with the quality
of water and that occurs because of the emissions of
sulphur dioxide and other heavy metal particles from
the operations in Flin Flon and there's a 1977 study
thatwas designed to examine the atmospheric fallout
inthe vicinity ofthesmelterin Flin Flon — as | saidit’s
a1977 study — and itoutlines the amount ofaccumu-
lated pollution if you will, that was deposited on lake
surfaces near Flin Flon in the year 1977 in a period of
85 days.

Now, just for the record, | would like toread in some
of the accumulations that occurred in that 85-day
period. In Cliff Lake, which is a lake where we get our
drinking water, there were 70 kilograms or iron, 2.6
kilograms of magnesium, 39kilograms of lead, 5 kilo-
grams of arsenic, 3.3 kilograms of cadmium, 103 kilo-
grams of copper, 1663 kilograms of zinc, 326 kilo-
grams of SO4 —(Interjection)— Well actually it ends
up tasking quite good with rye; that's the irony of it.
The point is that this is the accumulations of base
metals and other chemicals in an 85-day period. That
leaves one to worry about the long-range quality of
waterinFlinFlon.| don'twant to bean alarmist. | have
checked with the Water Standards Division of the
Environmental Branch and they assure me that the
water quality in Flin Flon is top notch, and that's prob-
ably why it goes with rye so well. But you still have to
worry in the long run about accumulations of that
level in our water system. And there are a list of
another dozen and more lakes in the area with
accumulations that are equally astounding.

Although our water quality is acceptable, | am told,
and our Phlevels are high, and we're told nottoworry,
| don't see how those kind of accumulations can not
cause onetoworry aboutthe long-range potential for
danger and the long-range potential for damage to
our presently top quality water system. So of course
that's a concern.
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Thereis another concern that no one, to my knowl-
edge, has examined very closely and | have spoken
again to Dr. Boehn, in the Environmental Manage-
ment Division, about this and there’s another pheno-
menon thatis called acid shock. What happensiis that
over the winter a certain amount of sulphur dioxide
accumulates in the snowfall and when runoff occurs,
of course you have a concentration of heavy metals
and sulphur dioxide, and heavy metal particals in the
runoff and what kind of effect does that have? And to
my knowledge, as | said, that there has been no sys-
tematic sampling done at spring runoff to see if there
is that kind of heavy concentration of heavy metals
and sulphur dioxide and whether the PH balance in
the water changes dramatically in spring runoff. So
that's something that I'm also concerned about and |
know one of my constituents has phoned me and
asked me about that very question, about whether
there is a buildup. There are no answers for that at
present.

| guess the other problem is ground pollution and
the buildup of heavy metal particulates on the ground
— | don’t know why these studies were all done in
1977 — pardon me, thisis a May, 1980 study that was
conducted by the Environmental Management Divi-
sion in which ittalked about some of the effects on the
local habitat and the local wildlife and the summary
suggested that at least in one species that was tested
that there are accumulations of several metals in the
tissues of small animals in the vicinity. So there is a
buildup in the area of heavy metals and through all
kinds of processes drinking water and eating food |
presume those are ingested and become part of the
life cycle of those animals. If it's shortening the life
cycle of those animals then we have to assume that it's
perhaps shortening our life cycle as well.

The whole issue of how to go about solving this
problem is one that | think governments of all levels
and industry is going to have to face. There are no
simple solutions, unfortunately. There are no solu-
tions that do notcostdollars unfortunately but never-
theless those are problems that we're going to have to
face and we're going to have to face squarely.

I don’tthinkitis prudent of usto continueto assume
that those problemsaregoingto go away by and of
themselves, | don’tthink that's factually correct and |
think it's unduly optimistic to assume that because
we're going to have to deal with them. | don’t think we
can continue to put them off. The peoplein my areal
suppose have been party to putting them off for the
last 50 years. The concernis thatif we put them off for
another 50 years thatit would be to our detriment and
| think everybody now believes that’s the case.

| think as well it has to be said that — and | said this
in the beginning — that given the present economic
situations that mining companies find themselves,
given the present situations that governments find
themselves vis-a-vis their financial resources, that it's
not realistic to say let's go and solve this problem
overnight. Clearly that isn’'t going to happen. It's
going to be a long-term process.

What we have to do now is we have to decide that we
have the desire to move forward on these issues; we
have to commit ourselves to assisting in whatever way
we can and I'm hoping that this department, the
Environmental Branch, will do that. I'm hoping that
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the companies involved, and in this case HBMS and
Inco will also be willing to co-operatein thesensethat
they develop, not long-term plans — if we're talking
about long-term plans we may be talking about 10
years —inwhich they seriously strivetocometo grips
with this problem.

In doing that, of course they are going to have to
develop some kind of procedure for some economic
planningto allow them todo that and | think that some
gentle persuasion on the part of both levels of gov-
ernment is needed here, because | think the inclina-
tion to do that will be furthered if the government
decides — and the people in the community I'm sure
will be behind the government — if they decide to use
some gentle persuasion and to use some discussion
and dialogue to make sure that process begins.

In concluding, — I notice the measure of reliefin the
Minister's face — | want to say that there are some
good things happening and | brought this topic up
simply to refresh the member’s understanding of the
problem and refresh the Minister's awareness of the
problem. | wanttosaythatthere areanumber ofgood
things happening which would create a certain amount
of enthusiasm in any environmentalist — and | hope
all of us are environmentalists — and No. 1, is the
Minister has indicated that there is going to be some
increase inthespendingofthe Environmental Branch
and a significant increase, and | think that's a good
sign. | think that shows concern and I'm sure it will be
expressed as concern as we continue to study and
monitor and work toward solving some of these
problems.

No. 2, the Minister has also indicated that there is
going to be some further monitoring of the ambient
air quality in Northern Manitoba. | think that should
bring some measure of satisfaction, some measure of
relief to the people in Flin Flon, to know that the
government is actively monitoring the situation and
improving the facilities for monitoring sulphur diox-
ide emissions and the scope of the problem that they
are creating.

No. 3, I think that sort of an issue that's tangential to
the whole problem, but one whichisimportant to the
solving of the jurisdictional problem which has
plaguedtheFlin Flonareaforthelast25years approx-
imately and that is the fact that the Flin Flon mining
areais governed in part at least, by The Hudson Bay
Mining and Smelting Act whichis a Federal Actand it
has in some ways inhibited the control of environmen-
tal problems and indeed created a lot of other ancil-
lary problems and | believe we're close to solving that
problem. | believe the Minister has indicated that
jurisdictional problem is being worked on between
the government in Saskatchewan and our govern-
ment and that’s a hopeful sign.

No. 4, as I've mentioned previously, the present
Minister has often and loudly stated his concern on
environmental issues and | think that bodes well for
the people of the province and the peoplein this area.

| think those are the points of good news and |
would thank the Minister for those indications and will
turn the floor over to someone else at this point.

HON. JAY COWAN (Churchill): | am tempted to give
one of my speeches, however, | will content myself
this evening with thanking the Member for Flin Flon
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for his timely comments. It is a matter that we have
discussed not only in this Chamber, but he and | have
discussed it on numerous other occasions.

| value hisinput especially now that he has a great
deal of time to make himself familiar with the details
and the specifics of the situation there from both a
personal and a technical perspective. For that reason
| appreciate him having taken the time to put on the
record some important statements and to provide a
gentle prod by way of his remarks and which he does
as well when the occasion arises during other discus-
sions to make certain that | don’t forget some of the
things which | had said.

| know there is support when it comes time to take
some necessary steps to ensure that we are proceed-
ing in the right direction in respect to dealing with a
very serious concern, one which we have addressed
atgreatlengthin the Chambers over the past number
ofdays,butonewhichisalwaystimely and one which
we should always pay attention to.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Fort Garry.

MR. L.R. (Bud) SHERMAN (Fort Garry): Thank you,
Mr. Chairman. The Honourable Member for Flin Flon
has putusallindanger of concluding the examination
of the Estimates of the Minister of Northern Affairs on
avery high note, on a very high road and | hesitate to
permit the exercise to be concluded on that level.
Therearetwoor three things that | think we would like
to put on the record clearly before we express judg-
mentonthe Minister’s Salary for a final time relative to
fiscal 1982-83.

First of all, I'd like to ask the Minister though if he
has given any consideration to questions | raised with
him earlier during consideration of the Environmental
Control functions of his department and the Envir-
onmental Management Branch.

Atthattimel said —and| think in afairly restrained
way —thatin my experience on the Treasury Benches
there had been great difficulty with the Environmental
Management Division in terms of identifying objec-
tives in the environmental and public health fields and
then subsequent to that, in terms of moving in any
cohesive and co-operative way to achievement of
those objectives.

| encountered personally some extreme difficulties
in terms of liaison between health and environment. |
believe that has been a standard condition for
governmentsin Manitobaever since environmentwas
taken out of the Department of Health and | would
venture to predict that unless the Minister makes
some fairly innovative and necessary changes, it will
continue to be the situation, Mr. Chairman.

Three or four examples that come to mind are the
difficulties that we had in getting together with respect
to environmental responsibilities in the inner city of
Winnipeg as against the former suburbs of Winnipeg;
the difficulties that we had in addressing the environ-
mental and pollution problems relative to the Red
River, particularly that portion of the Red that flows
through the City of Winnipeg; the extreme difficulties
that we had in getting ready and valid information
with respect to chemical pesticides and particularly
with respectto the pesticide Baygon atthe time of the
health emergency in encephalitis last summer and |
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could cite other examples, Mr. Chairman.

None of these difficulties flowed from obstinacy of
personnel or from shortcomings of personnel. | want
to make that fact clear. But they did stem and | would
venture to suggest will continue to stem from the
invisible but impenetrable iron curtain which seems
to exist between the Environmental Management
Branch and the public health side of the Health
Department and | think it is very very serious.

There was a time, of course, when Environmental
Management was part of the Health Department.
Thenintheearly years of the Schreyer administration
because the Minister of Energy and Mines of the day
— Mr. Greene, the former Member for Inkster — was
particularly interested in environment, environment
moved over to that department under that Minister.
Subsequent to that, we had a situation when the Lyon
government was in office where, because of an over-
structure of the Health Department heavily burdened
with Community Services and Corrections foragood
part of that time, it was not practical to attempt to
bring environment back into the Health Department.

But notwithstandingthe burden borne by the Health
Department at the time there was considerable dis-
cussion and consideration devoted by those of us in
the Department of Health to that very objective, to that
very goal. We intended, once we successfully recon-
stituted Health and Community Services and particu-
larly the Regional Field Delivery System in a way that
has now been accomplished, to start working very
intensively on reintegration of environment and health.

Now we have even a different situation. Not only is
Environment no longer in Health, it no longer is even
in either the Energy and Mines Department or the
Consumerand Corporate Affairs Department where it
rested forawhile. Now because the Minister of North-
ern Affairs is particularly interested in the Environ-
ment or certainly demonstrated to be so interested at
the time that he was in Opposition, and | would say
demonstrated it very capably, we've got Environment
over in Northern Affairs. | presume that if the First
Minister should decide some day to carry out a
Cabinet shuffle and make the Minister of Northern
Affairs the Minister of Education then Environment
would move overintothe Department of Education; if
the current Minister of Northern Affairs became the
Attorney-General, Environment would moveoverinto
the Department of the Attorney-General. This, Mr.
Chairman, is highly illogical,impractical and nonsen-
sical, to say the least.

For the past several years now Environment has
travelled around the spectrum of government depart-
ments like a circuit judge on tour. Where it should be
is in Health so that the Public Health officials of the
Health Department and the Environmental Manage-
ment official can come to grips together, cohesively
and co-operatively, with things that need to be done
in the public health-environmental sector and those
two disciplines are barely inseparable in 1982, Mr.
Chairman. There is very little difference between the
objectives and the challenges and the needs of Public
Health and the objectives and the challenges and the
needs of the Environment.

So, | raised that questionwiththe Ministerearlierin
examination of his Estimates. | didn’t like to go into it
in too much detail at that time because he had his



Thursday, 1 April, 1982

officials sitting in front of him and | didn't want my
remarks to be construed as any criticism of his Envir-
onmental Management officials, but now in the free
arena of debate between the Minister and ourselves,
unencumbered by any such considerations, | raise it
again and say that, up to this point in time, if the
Minister’sinterested in my own personal evaluation of
this situation, | wouldsay that duringthetime thatwe
were in government the relationships, in terms of
tangible achievement and interms of timely service to
the public of Manitoba, the relationships between En-
vironment and Public Health verged on the disas-
trous, they were a virtual disaster and as far as | can
see they're still a disaster today. | haven't seen any
evidencethat the Ministeris working on that difficulty
and on that challenge.

| know that no Ministerlikestoseeany partofhisor
her responsibilities hived off to another department.
There's a natural tendency to protect one’s depart-
mental and territorial responsibilities, that's human
nature. But | want to say to my friend the Minister of
Northern Affairs that one of the reasons why Health
and Community Services was splitwasbecauseof the
initiative that | personally took, loyally and strongly
supported by many of my senior officials, but because
of the initiative that | personally took with the First
Minister of the Day in requesting that the two seg-
ments be divided into separate departments because
no Minister, with responsibility over those two hugh
arms of public service, could properly serve his
respective departmental constituencies. He or she
could not serve those two vast areas in any kind of
meaningful way, the only way that service could be
performed was to divide the two. | pressed for that
division, and | want to say to the Minister of Northern
Affairs that it's not as painful as it may appear on the
surface. He may notliketo consider givingup any part
of his departmental empire but it would be in the best
interest of his services to Northern Affairs, and the
best interest of his services to Workplace Safety and
Health and other aspects of his area of responsibility
if he did so. It would certainly be in the best interest of
Health and the Environment if they were combined in
a way that enabled them to work together on the
mutual targets that they both face.

So, | want to ask the Minister again, at this point,
whether he is giving consideration to that and, if not,
what he is putting in place in the way of structure in
hisdepartmentand what hiscolleague, the Minister of
Health, is puttingin placein the way of structurein his
department to ensure that those two divisions of the
public service work together instead of against each
other?

MR. COWAN: | thank the honourable member for his
comments, all of which | can inform him are well
received and will play arole in our decision-making as
we attempt to determine how to best approach the
location of the Environmental Management Division
within government. | do not want to rule out any one
location over anotherlocationatthistime.l dowantto
suggest, as was suggested earlier and stated earlierin
the review of these Estimates, that we are looking at
the Environmental Management Division and the way
it corresponds to the Occupational Environment and
seeingiftherecan'tbe some melding there and mesh-

ing there which would allow us to have a department
of that nature. | think that would be a positive move
forward although there may be others that would
think it would not be such a positive move forward,
but | think it is certainly something that we should
consider and something that we are considering. It
makes a certain amount of sense when you think
abouthow closely those two environments areaffected
by activities one each in the other.

So, | think that is something that we are looking at.
We've made it very clear that we are looking at that
and tend to review that, but that in no way precludes
us from looking at other options as well. The option
which the member has brought forward is one which |
am prepared to review although | can inform him, at
this point, | would need to be convinced of the logic of
that move far more than | have to date, however, |
don’truleitout; | don’trule any move out at this point.

Next year’s Estimates, | think, we will be able to
more fully examine exactly where it is this govern-
ment believes the Environmental Management Divi-
sion should reside. I'm not opposed to a Department
of the Environment, quite frankly. | think that this
issue has become important enough to all of us to
warrantadepartment onto its own. I’'m not opposed to
a Department of the Environment which included init
Safety and Health; | think that those two issues are
closely related and again the public awareness of
those issues and the technical awareness of the need
to expand our activities in those two areas would tend
to support that sort of a meshing. However, | want to
look very carefully at that before proceeding and
that’s why we are talking about Environmental Man-
agement Division and Workplace Safety and Health
under the Department of Northern Affairs this year.

Next year | may not be discussingit, that remains to
be seen, at least from this vantage point. Next year it
may be on its own. Thatremains to be seen. Next year
may see the Department of Workplace Safety and
Health back in Labour. That remains to be seen as
well, but upon assuming government we did want to
highlight our concern and also to attempt to bring into
better focus activities in these two very important
areas and | think we have accomplished that. So, we
are reviewing it over a period of time. We are looking
at it very carefully. | especially appreciate the com-
ments from the member who has some extensive per-
sonal involvement and experience in respect to the
activities of the Environmental Management Division
and how it relates to other departments. | think it's
necessary for me to know that. And | know that when
he says thathedoesnot mean to reflect badly on staff
and | can assure him that they do not take it as such.

I've asked themtolookatthe comments which you
put on the record the other night and to provide me
with some information in respect to their feelings
about those comments. | will do the same thisevening
and | do so because | think it's important that we
address those concerns and those issues, and we will.

The member also asked what we were going to be
doingin respect to the Baygon spraying last year and
shortly thereafter in the House, | announced that the
Clean Environment Commission will be reviewing the
upcoming spraying program. That of course will be
done in the context of previous spraying programs,
not only the one in 1981, but the one that was done in
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1977 and ‘75 as well. Also, they’ll review that from the
prospective of what new substances are available to
us to deal with that very serious problem, to try to
avoid the type of health emergencies which con-
fronted the Minister when he was a Minister and could
possibly confront the Minister who presently occu-
pies this portfolio or any other Minister at any given
time. The objective, of course, is not to have to deal
with that urgent health emergency, but, knowing that
that may well happen, | think we have taken the proper
course of action by saying, let the Clean Environment
Commission, which is the appropriate body to look at
this, review the whole spraying programs now, when
we aren’t faced with an urgency, when we've got time
to sit back and to examine exactly what effects are
going to accompanying that spraying program in a
less emotional and a less tense environment. So, we
have done that.

| thank the member opposite for his encourage-
ments in that regard, because he was encouraging
and he can take some satisfaction in the fact that the
announcement followed so closely his own com-
ments, although | can assure him thatthe procedures
for getting that put in place preceded his comments
by sometime. But the factis that he brought home the
urgency of the situation and we knew that we had to
act and had put in place already the mechanisms
which were necessary to ensure that we could
accomplish that goal and objective once stated. So,
that’'s been done.

The area pollution of the Red River and the down-
stream communities in one that is mind-boggling, to
say the least, and one which has profound impacts
and must be dealt with. | hope after my Estimatesto be
able to sit down with the Mayor of Selkirk, the Mayor
of Winnipeg, the Minister responsible for Urban
Affairs and others to discuss where we go in respect
to that problem because we have to go somewhere
and we have to make certain that we're working
together as much as possible as we move along. So, |
have given my commitment to the Mayor of Selkirk
that once I've been able to catch up on the backlog
which is created as a Minister moves through his or
her Estimates that | will sit down with him and the
Mayor of Winnipeg and have that initial meeting
which, I think, will provide us with the foundation for
working together towards the solution. | don’t know
what the solution is right at the moment. | don’t know
that they know what it is right at the moment but we
certainly want to sit down and talk about the problem
because we know what some of the problems areand
talk about the different mechanisms and resources
which are available to the communities that are
involved and to the provincial government and if we
have to involve other levels of government, then let us
do that but at least begin to work towards a solution.

So, next year, we may not be able tosay that we've
solved the problem but we may be able to say we have
moved this far and we have put in place these things,
these mechanisms, these procedures, these philoso-
phies and practices which accomplish some goals
and objectives which we agree are worthy of our
effort.

| think those are the questions which the member
addressedto me. | hopethe answersarenottoovague
in all instances. | think that the answer respecting the
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Clean Environment Commission is somethingwe can
grasp and hold onto and say, that's going to provide
us with a better system in place so that if we are
caught in the same sort of situation which he found
himself caughtin and having to take quick action, we
at least have a bit better information behind us in
order to make informed decisions. It's no reflection on
what he did because he did what he had to do at the
time hehadtodoit. But we havelearnedfromthatand
we should continually learn. No doubt we will be con-
fronted with instances where we have to act very
quickly and we’ll make the same sort of value judg-
ments, wrongly or rightly, but we’ll make them in good
faith. That's important, but it's also important where
one can begin to determine previous to having made
that decision some of the data which you need avail-
able to you, then you know that you can make a better
informed decision.

The others are things that we're going to talk about
over along period of time, but| hope eachtime we talk
about them that we have moved alittle bit closer to the
solution.Nextyear, | think, we will more appropriately
talk about where the Environmental Management Di-
visionis and how it got there and why it's there. Inthe
meanwhile, | am examining the comments which you
have made; | have directed my staff to examine the
comments that you have made and broughtitto their
attention and hopefully they will try to resolve any
differences which can be resolved at the present time
as a result of you having brought forward those
concerns.

MR. SHERMAN: | would thank the Minister for that
information, Mr. Chairman, and assure him that we
shall certainly be watching with interest the objec-
tives that he pursues and the progress that he hopes
to make overthe course of nextyearinresolvingsome
of those difficulties and in achieving a more efficient
combination of services and initiatives as between the
Environmental Management Division and other divi-
sionsindepartments of government, in particular, the
Public Health Division of the Department of Health.

| would also say that | welcome his announcement
about the Clean Environment Commission review of
the mosquito pesticide spraying technique and | indi-
cated as much when he made the announcement in
the House. It's something that must be done and must
be done now. Encephalitis is a somewhat cyclical
epidemic and it operates in an erratic cycle and there
isatendency, if we don'tencounteritforthree or four
years, to become somewhat complacent about it. It's
likely that we won't experience another serious threat
for the next few years but no one can be sure of that. It
might occur again this summer, it might occur again
in the summer of 1983, therefore we should be moving
now — and the Minister has assured me that heis — to
search out ways to deal with it that may be better than
the methods that were used at the time. There may
prove to be no other efficient methods but that's pre-
sumably what the study will be about and again |
endorse that initiative.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, just before permitting the
Minister to work his way back to his office and his
evening duties as Minister secure in the fact that his
salary is in place for this year, | want to place on the
record once again the unhappiness expressed earlier
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by a spokesmen for my Party, and in particular my
leader, over the questions that he has raised with
respect to the subject of Indian land claims in the
province. The kinds of concerns and anxieties that
now are aroused generally by his appointment, or his
intention to appoint an Indian Land Claims Commis-
sion, and to review all those methods and procedures
with respect to the solution of Indian land claims that
had been in place for the past number of several
years, in which | think in the view of most, had been
successfully working towards a conclusion of the
problem.

He has cast a major question mark over that proce-
dure and we have not derived from him an examina-
tion of the question, any satisfactory answer as to why
the procedures in place are now being reviewed and
seriously questioned, whether heintends and his offi-
cialsintend, to change the so-called bench marks, the
guidelines and the format very substantially.

In saying that | want to stress that the position of
this party is that the pursuit of equitable solution to
Indian land claims must be undertaken, not only with
the interest of the Indians and Native people of Mani-
toba in mind — and that certainly is of paramount
interest — but also with the interest of all Manitobans
in mind.

The search shouldbe conducted in an atmosphere
of desire for equity for all the people of Manitoba. We
believe that the format in place and the procedures
that have been followed in the past four years were
designed with that objective in view and have been
pursued with that objective in place. We cannot help
but question very seriously, Mr. Chairman, the posi-
tion that the Minister has taken and the impressions
that flow by the apparent vagueness thathe appliesto
the subject overall.

We're not satisfied that he and his officials are not
determined to change the format and the procedure
very substantially and very substantively. As my
leader asked in Committee, consideration of this
question some daysago, why should such asubstan-
tive change be necessary and if no substantive change
is necessary, why are we going through this whole
exercise that he has laid out at the present time?

Secondly, Mr. Chairman, we want to reiterate our
concern about the dismissal of Mr. Dave Tomasson
from his very important position in the department.
He was Director of Agreements Management and
Coordination, and as the Minister well knows and all
members of this committee know, he was a man of
considerable experience and considerable respect in
terms of dealing with Native people, and with just
such questions as those that come under the aegis of
the Indian land claims challenge generally.

The Minister has suggested that the position Mr.
Tomasson occupied became redundant because in
order to give the section and the division of the
department a higher profile in respect to the agree-
ments that had to be worked out — not only in the
Canada Northlands area butin the Indian land claims
area, etc.— he wanted an Assistant Deputy Minister.

Well, Mr. Chairman, the question still remains as to
which came first, the chicken or the egg? The redun-
dancy or the appointment of the Assistant Deputy
Minister? And if indeed the Minister’s position is valid
with respect to the need for appointing an ADM and

the consequentredundancy of the director’s position,
why would Mr. Tomasson not have been considered
for that ADM'’s position?

We've received no satisfactory answers from the
Minister as to the decision made to appoint a Deputy
Minister to designate the person, no matter how quali-
fied he or she may be, to come in and take that posi-
tion and therefore to use that as a justification and a
rationalization for declaring the directorship redund-
ant and for firing Mr. Tomasson.

Mr. Tomasson had the qualifications to do the job
that the Minister requires done regardless of title,and
ifthe Ministerfeltthatthe title had to be a high profile
tittle ADM, why wasn’'t Mr. Tomasson considered
competent and capable to fill that position? He'd cer-
tainly demonstrated that competence and that capab-
lility, and the Minister’s decision leaves us with the
conclusion that it was undertaken for purely partisan
political reasons. That is unfortunate, Mr. Chairman,
and certainly does nothing for the moral of the
department or any departmentin the public service in
this province.

Thirdly, Sir, we have to raise the question about the
impact on the morale overall of the Ministers, and the
First Ministers decision to appoint the former Member
for The Pas, Mr. Ron McBryde to the Deputy Ministry
of this department.

One is entitled to one’s views about Mr. McBryde’s
competence and I don’'tintend to argue or debate that
point. Mr. McBryde may be an extremely competent
individual. Certainly | don’t intend to stand here
tonight and criticize his competence or his ability
during the time that he himself was a Minister in the
Schreyer administration. But the fact is, Sir, he came
fresh from politics, having served in this House until
the dissolution of the House last October and has
moved into the top job in adepartment, whichisajob
towhich all ambitious men and women workingin the
public service aspire. | think that, Sir, is a very sad
commentary onthemeritsysteminthe public service
and | would feel, were | a civil servant in the Depart-
ment of Northern Affairs, that my integrity and loyalty
and ability didn’t count for very much if | had putin 10,
15, or 20years serving my province in that department
withsome ambitions of reaching the top as most of us
have and then foundthatintheendas| wasapproach-
ing that goal, | was supplanted by a professional poli-
tician, fresh out of the political traces, fresh out of the
partisan firing line who was moved in over on top of
me and made Deputy Minister. | think that musthavea
very serious impact on the morale of the department
notwithstanding Mr. McBryde’s person, personality
or competence. | think the least the Minister and the
First Minister could have done was have allowed a
period of grace to transpire in which there could have
been a removal from the heat of partisanship where
Mr. McBryde is concerned or where any of us are
concerned when we serve in the political arena, and
that for the sake of the morale of the department
generally that a career civil servant who had the quali-
fications and had the track record of performance
should have been named Deputy Minister, if indeed
the department was in need of a new Deputy Minister.

Mr. Chairman, | must put those three criticisms on
the record as we move to the conclusion of the con-
sideration of this Minister’s Estimates and wish him in
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the year ahead a satisfactory and successful expe-
rience for the sake of northern Manitobans and say to
him that we hope he will devote considerable atten-
tion during that year to reinforcing a departmental
morale which his actions, up to this point, may have
damaged considerably.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Turtle
Mountain.

MR. A. BRIAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): Thank
you, Mr. Chairman. My colleague fromFort Garry has
covered some of the points that | had intended to
cover, the methods of hiring and firing that seem to
have been practised in this department so far have
certainly merited some comment and | don't think |
can add anything to what my colleague has said with-
out being repetitive exceptto say that we are some-
what dissatisfied to say the least with the performance
inthat areaso farand we'll be watchingvery carefully
in the hopes that we won’t see that type of practice
furthered in this department again.

Thereisoneotherissuethat!| would liketotouchon
or expand upon to some extent what my colleague
hassaid and that hinges around the question of the
Land Claims Commission. There seemsto have been
a pattern developing with this government, Mr.
Chairman, to the point where we detect thatthereisa
considerable amount of activity undertaken for the
sake of activity. There have been promises made and
courses embarked upon, but when we start question-
ing what really is being accomplished, what might be
substantial in these new efforts we find that infacttoa
considerable extent they are somewhat less than they
might have appeared to be initially. The Garrison
approach, for instance, being an example of where
the objective that we all want to reach is an admirable
one and it would appear that the government was
undertaking worthwhile new initiatives, but when we
get into it we begin to wonder whether they really
know what they're doing because it's evidentthatthe
Minister of the Environment and the Minister of Natu-
ral Resources, for instance, don't have the same
understanding of the problem.

So, when | cometo the question of the Land Claims
Commission, | begin to wonder whether there isn't
some of the same disease evident here and I've just
reviewed the debate that took place back a couple of
weeks ago on this item where the Minister was
pressed for some terms of reference or some com-
ment on the guidelines that existed before as to what
was wrong with them and the Minister didn’t seem
willing to provide any information.

Mr. Chairman, I'm not going to press him on those
same points then because | don’t suppose he's any
more willing today to provide them than he was then,
but | do have a few fairly straightforward questions
thatl would like to ask very briefly of the Minister. The
first of those would be, what is a land claim?

MR. COWAN: If the member is asking for the differ-
ence between aland claim and a land entitlement, the
Land Claims Commission will be possibly dealing
with both ofthose. As| said earlier, wearenowin the
process of determining the terms of reference for the
Land Claims Commission. The Member for Ruperts-
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land, as my Legislative Assistant, is actively involved
in that and | see that my remarks before had been
construed to be a hesitancy on my part to answer the
specific questions, but | tried to explain at that time
that it was a matter which was being developed and |
did not certainly want to prejudice either the terms of
reference of that committee or the final outcome of
that committee’s deliberations because | felt it was a
very important committee and a very important pro-
cess by making statements at this time without having
allowed it the opportunity to pursue its goals and
objectives. Those goals and objectives are the clarifi-
cation of these claims which are outstanding, the enti-
tlements which are outstanding and attempting to, in
avery open way, allow people to come forward and
put their comments clearly on the record and | still
stand by that. | think that should be allowed to unfold
inthat way anditwillunfoldinavery publicwayaswe
pursue that particular objective. | think it's a good
objective and | think we're doing it in the right way.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, this is called a Land
Claims Commission. Now the Minister tells me that
possibly it’s going to deal with both claims and com-
mission. Why would the Minister call it a Land Claims
Commission if it might only deal with entitlements?

MR. COWAN: | don't think | said that. | think that it
may deal with both.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, this is what concerns
me that perhaps they have moved more quickly than
they should have and they don’t understand the sig-
nificance of that. If the Minister had named it a Land
Entitlement Committee then we would know that it
was going to deal with entitlements. When he named
it a Land Claims Commission, then that opens a
much, much broader avenue than calling it a Land
Entitlement Commission. Now, the Minister says it
may or may not deal with claims.

Mr. Chairman, | can assure you that he has already
built up expectations among groups of people that
they are going to be dealt with. | believe there’s even
been a public announcement that it is going to deal
with Metis claims and that is quite different from the
land entitlement question, so Idon’tthink the Minister
can stand here now and look back and say, we may
notdeal with land claims, that we're only going to deal
with entitlements. | think that the Minister is commit-
ted right now to dealing with claims which is a much
much broader issue, Mr. Chairman, than entitlement
and perhaps he would care to comment briefly on
who has land claims?

MR. COWAN: | don't have all the detailed figures in
front of me at this time and | don’t think that I'm
expectedtohave those detailed figuresin frontofme,
but if the member is asking me, are the Metis people
putting forward land claims? Certainly, they are put-
ting forward land claims and we have made the record
very clearthat it will be dealing with those land claims.
We've also made therecord very clear, or attempted to
atleast clarify it, that we wanted to allow an opportu-
nity for people to come forward to talk about the
specific terms and references of this committee pre-
vious to making wide sweeping statements about



Thursday, 1 April, 1982

what we anticipated the commission to do.

MR. RANSOM: Would the Minister care to tell the
committee why he thinks that claims have not been
settled to this point? What has held up the settiement
of claims?

MR. COWAN: | have been informed by individuals
who believe they have land claims that they feel that
those claims are outstanding and they have not had
an opportunity to pursue those claims in a public and
open way. And this Land Claims Commission will
allow them that opportunity, | would anticipate.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, what does the Minister
expect that this commission is going to accomplish?

MR. COWAN: | expect that the Land Claims Com-
mission will in avery general way, and | don’t want to
be addressing the specifics without having the terms
and references developed as | have indicated, the
clarification of certain land claims and the clarifica-
tion of how people see those particular land claims
and entitlements and how they see the province
responding to them. It would then make recommen-
dations to the Cabinet as is the case with other com-
missions and Cabinet would act accordingly.

MR. RANSOM: Would it be fair to say then, Mr.
Chairman, that what the Minister expects from this
commissionis simply recommendations that would in
fact alter the guidelines for land entitlements that are
presently in place and perhaps expand to establish
guidelines for land claims as well?

MR. COWAN: That could certainly be part of it.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, | take it that this com-
mission can have no power to settle, certainly not
settle land entitlements and | believe | heard the
reporton the radio afewdays ago that aMr. Jim Gallo
(phonetic) whohashad extensive experience in work-
ing with the Native people on land claims has said that
this commission would be, and | think he said, useless
or worthless, words to that effect. | would not want to
say that that was a direct quote, that those were the
exact wordsused, butthatcertainly wasthe gist of the
report of what Mr. Gallo had said. | wonder if the
Minister could comment on that?

MR. COWAN: | haven't heard the specific report that
the member refers to, neither have | had an opportu-
nity to talk to thatindividual to my knowledge. | would
appreciate hearing his criticisms and his concerns
first hand. I'm certain my Legislative Assistant, the
Member for Rupertsland, would as well like to hear
those first hand so that we can incorporate into the
formation of terms and references those criticisms
which we feelare appropriate criticisms and whichwe
feel we can direct our energy towards.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, | wonder has the Min-
ister had any discussions with the Federal Depart-
ment of Indian Affairs prior to the announcement of
this commission?
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MR. COWAN: | have not personally had discussions
prior to the commitmentto such acommission. | have
had discussions with Mr. Ray Chenier, a parliamen-
tary secretary to the Minister of Indian Affairs and
Northern Development, since having assumed this
office.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for
Inkster.

MR. DON SCOTT (Inkster): Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man, I'd just like to put on the record, | guess, before
time runs out with the Minister of the Environment.
Unfortunately, I've spent most of my time over in Nat-
ural Resources, and at this time, I'd like to put on
record a few comments that I may have regarding the
Department of Environment, Northern Affairs and
Workplace Safety and Health. | think this whole area
is an areathatis going to be of much stronger concern
in the public’s mind over the next several years to
come. It's not just a fad; it's not something that'’s just
going to come and go in a couple of years time. The
whole concern of both our north and better living
standards for the people in the north, cleaning up
their own village environments on a more global
aspect within the whole province, in particular, our
largerurban centres, we have an awful lotahead ofus.
In alteration of our past lifestyles, and it's through
these alterations in lifestyles that we're going to be
able to protect our environment and our heritage,
really, so that we may pass it onto future generations
in a state not worse, but better, than we had received
it.

Ithink there is somelogic in the organization of this
department. | think the people in the north are cer-
tainly happy to have a Minister representing them
from the north. | think as well, and this is from first-
hand experience in my travels through the north
through the 17 different reserve communities, very
remote communities many of them, in the summer of
1980 when | was employed with the Federal Depart-
ment of Environment and to see the disparaging con-
ditions that so many of these communities are in.

One thing that stands out in my mind very very
clearly was in the village of Shamattawa where the
Hudson’s Bay Company had a tank which was origi-
nally designed as a water tank for transporting water.
It had a manhole size opening in the top of it, plenty
big enough for a person to climb into. They had this
mounted on a farmwagon, a utility wagon. The wagon
had broken. At one point in time they were using this
wagon fortransporting gasoline downto a bulk stor-
age tank near their store from the airstrip which was
about a quarter of amile away from the store. After the
wagon broke they gave up transporting gasoline
using this same container, the same wagon and tank.
The children inthis community, whichhasahistory of
sniffing gas; has a history of emergency flights to
Winnipeg; and has a history of children who have
come to Winnipeg and never been able to return
because of brain damage and yet the company that
owned that tank sat withitthere, did not try to seal the
thing off.

There were footprints coming up the side of it and
inside the tank, you could see sneaker prints
throughout the inside of the tank as well. There was
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no more gasoline in liquid form left in but the residue
was certainly still strong there and it made a perfect
atmosphere for some child foolish enough to climb
insidetosniffthegasoline, notonlyoftheresiduebut
also taking other gasoline with them. | was very dis-
turbed that there seemed to be no one with a great
amount of concern, either in the community - in the
community there were some very concerned elders, |
should say, make that clear - but on behalf of the Bay
there was very little attention to it- | understood some
monthslaterthetank wasin the same condition - from
the province our report was made available to as well,
| don’t know that anything had been done, at least
before the end of 1980, and | find it quite depressing
thatwhen conditions like this exist, whenatankthatis
not designed for use for gasoline is being used for
gasoline storage and there is no attempt, on behalf of
the owners of the tank, to conceal orto contain access
to itin a community that has such a record of misuse
of gasoline by the children in the community.

I think as well, in general and from our study that we
conducted in the North, there are problems, problems
with sewage, tremendous problems with sewage in
the communities both from the white aspects of the
community, theschools and nursing stations. Many
of the so-called treatment plants do not work as they
are designed to; in many cases, the design is just not
feasible in the northern climates. There is discharges
into drinking water supplies in a couple of different
locations and | think that we’ve got to start looking,
notjustfornewsourcesofsupply,butwehavetostart
looking very closely for control of the contaminantsin
the communities.

I'd like to just put a Couple of words on the agenda
or on the record as to the need in the future - and |
don't think that we should rush into it, | want to take
enough time so that the job is done properly - and this
is in the area of the environment of a proper and a
complete environmental assessment and review pro-
cess. We have a great many demands on government
itself for projects for the government to undertake. |
do not believe that in the past they have given proper
consideration to the environmental assessment review
process.

| think we have to give it a lot more attention than
has been given in the past to such things as benefit-
cost analysis, where in many instances, as was indi-
cated the other day in the Natural Resources Esti-
mates, that the government investment was not even
considered, or considered at a very low level, as one
of the costs in a cost-benefit analysis. | just do not
accept that, | do not think that you can just take the
government'sinvestmentforgranted and forget about
including that as part of the cost-benefit analysis to
give any kind of a decent review to any project being
undertakenbytheprovince. | thinkinthisregard, and
intheenvironmentin general,thesociety hasevolved
far quicker than have we politicians. | think it's fine
time that we startedtodosome catchingup and we've
got a lot of catching up to do.

In pollution control, | believe it's been mentioned
and debated in this Chamber quite a bit already dur-
ing these Estimates review of the problems with our
third and | believe fifth largest producers of sulphur
dioxideinthecountryandtheproblemstherewiththe
long-range transported air pollutants, in particular,
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acid rain. We also have to look at the uptake and the
releaseinthesoilsinthelanddueto acidrain, largely;
of heavy metals going into water supplies and being
taken up by plants and stunting plant growth, and in
some areas killing plant growth completely.

We can’t look, as was done some years ago when
weweredealing with the Great Lakes water pollution,
as looking at phosphorous or looking at any one
component as being the critical one and the only one,
and you clean that up and the lakes are going to be
clean and the environment is going to be clean.
You've gottostartlooking toa much greater degree of
the interdependency and of the interrelationships
and, in many cases, one element working as a catalyst
against another element.

So, things are far more complex than we have in the
past given credit for and | think that if we're going to
gain anything in the future towards the improvement
and the enhancement of our environment we have to
give full credit to the ecological system which is so
complex, and start looking atimpactsrightacross the
board.

In Workplace Safety and Health we've seen union
movementinthe pasttakealeadinthe pastfewyears
in moving towards cleaning up environment of the
workplace, and therefore, as well clean up the general
environment around the plant and of their commun-
ity. One areathat | have quite a bit of concern for,and|
understand there has been a fair amount of research
done in Ontario with it - the Minister would be well
aware of it, as well as the Member for Thompson, well
aware of the problems here | believe, at least having
underground experience - and that is the problem of
diesel fuel in underground mine shafts. The problem
of diesel fumes off the transfer from electrical gener-
ating equipment and from propane propelled equip-
ment to diesel. In Ontario | know they have been
undergoing a very thorough study for a couple of
years now. As soon as that study comes out | think
thatwecantie ontoitand gain fromtheresultsoftheir
study which | think can be transferred directly overto
us here in Manitoba.

So, in concluding, Mr. Chairman, | think the public
is going to be watching this general area, this depart-
ment with a great deal of interest. | think, as | said
before, that they are ahead of the rest of us, in general,
in their awareness, in their concern and the Minister is
not going to just be watched closely by his col-
leagues, both within his own party and on the Opposi-
tion benches, butin the public as a whole. | feel confi-
dent that our Minister will be able to meet that
challenge and to carry that challenge on towards the
future so that the province in four years hence will be
in far safer hands environmentally than has been in
the past.I'mnotjustspeaking of the pastrecord of the
former government, I'm speaking of all former
governments.

Thank you very much.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 1.(c)—pass; 1.—pass. That con-
cludes the consideration of the Estimates in Northern
Affairs, Environment and Workplace Safety and Health
and concludes the Items under 1. Executive.
Resolution 114. THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED
THAT there be granted to Her Majesty a sum not
exceeding $408,900 for Northern Affairs, Environ-
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ment and Workplace Safety and Health Executive for
the fiscal year ending 31st day of March, 1983—pass.

SUPPLY - AGRICULTURE

MR. CHAIRMAN, Steve Ashton (Thompson): If |
coulddirectthe members’ attention to page 8 — par-
don me, page 9 — of the Department of Agriculture,
the heading General Administration No. 1.(a) The
Minister's Salary. An opening statement by the
Minister.

The Honourable Minister or Agriculture.

HON. BILL URUSKI (Interlake): Mr. Chairman, I'm
certainly pleased thisevening and particularly onthis
my first occasion to have this opportunity to present
the Members of the Assembly with the Estimates of
the Department of Agriculture for the 1982-83 fiscal
year.

The Department’s current expenditures for the
coming year are estimated to be $42.1 million, up
some 8 percentoverthe 1981-82 level of $39.1 million.

MR.CHAIRMAN: Excuse me. | believe the traditionis
that the Minister’s officials do not come in until after
the opening statements. Is that not correct?

MR. URUSKI: This sum covers both operating
expenses and Acquisitions/Construction of Physical
Assets. In the area of staffing, | am proposing an
increase of two-and-one-half staff man yearsoverthe
1981-82 level of 728.35 SMY’s to 731.09.

Further funds are proposed in Schedule A of Capi-
tal and this will affect our programming through both
the Manitoba Agricultural Credit Corporation and the
Manitoba Water Services Board.

Before proceeding, | would like to say a word
regarding the agricultural industry in general in Mani-
toba. As you are aware, Mr. Chairman, increasing
numbers of Manitoba farmers have been suffering
severe financial setbacks during the past few years.
The summer of 1980 was marked by drought condi-
tions while in the past year, the financial climate has
worsened with high interest rates, continuing high
ratesofinflationin pricesoffarminputsanddepressed
market prices of many farm products. As an initial
response, my colleagues and | have already intro-
duced the Manitoba Interest Rate Relief Program. We
believe that such a program is necessary to assistlow
and middle income farmers whose incomes have
been most seriously depressed by the explosion in
interest rates during the past few years.

| would like to turn more directly now to my depart-
ment’s Estimates and, as stated earlier, proposed cur-
rent expenditures are at $42.1 million for the 1982-83
year. The major portion of these expenditures will be
used to carry on existing programs in the department.
Although I've had the opportunity to review anumber
of program segments, | have not yet been able to
carefully analyse and make policy decisions regard-
ing all segments of the department prior to tabling of
the Estimates. However, | fully intend to carry out
such reviews over the coming year and realign pro-
gram activities where necessary to focus more sharply
on realizing departmental goals. .

Such reviews will involve a consultative process
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with my staff, my colleagues and the farming com-
munity in general so that programs and policies will
besettoreachabroadspectrumoftherural commun-
ity inthe most reasonable and equitable way. As indi-
cated in the Throne Speech, there are three areas
where itis of prime importance that effective actionbe
started urgently.

The first of these is price and income stabilization
for our hog and beef cattle producers who have been
clamouring for government assistance and leader-
ship for the past year or more. | fully realize that this
area is clearly a Federal responsibility and that a
meaningful stabilization program on a national basis
is much to be preferred over the current situation
where many provinces provide temporary or more
permanent income assistance programs that differ
widely in coverage and effectiveness. In view of the
urgency of providing a level of support that enables
our cow-calf operators to survive their income crisis
and to maintain their beef herds, as you witnessed this
afternoon, Mr. Chairman, | have introduced a pro-
gram that will require funds additional to those in our
1982-83 Estimates which made no allocation for beef
stabilization.

As you know, the Hog Income Assurance Fund
implemented by the previous administration has been
under way since January, 1981 and is intended to be
operational until December of this year, 1982. | intend
towork with the producers in examiningits continua-
tion and of course if interest warrants, | will partici-
pate in a stabilization program beyond December of
‘82. We will be discussing that in time with the pro-
ducers and the Hog Board of the Province of Manitoba.

A second area of prime importance involves the
Manitoba Agricultural Credit Corporation. | firmly
believe that this institution can play a morevitalrolein
assisting farmers and this role becomes particularly
crucial in periods of high interest rates. Therefore, my
department will undertake an in-depth evaluation of
MACC's capacity to assist farmers through these
uncertain financial times by providing more meaning-
ful, relevantloan programs. A more detailed outline of
the Corporation’s direction will be forthcoming once
I've had an opportunity to extensively review depart-
mental options and recommendationsin this context.

The third key issue | propose to address revolves
around the issue of agricultural lands protection in
the province. We are presently examining and plan-
ning waysto implement ways of restricting absentee
ownership of agricultural land. As with my other two
major thrusts, the intent of such action is to streng-
then the family farm unit in Manitoba.

There are numerous additional activities to which |
intend to direct my attention, not only in the 1982-83
year, but in the future. This includes such items as
transportation policy, including the controversial
Crow rate issue and other areas affecting the move-
ment of our agricultural products. Various marketing
concepts and ways to help alleviate some of the cur-
rent problems associated with existing marketing sys-
tems and methods by which the valuable work under-
taken through the existing AgroMan Agreement can
be followed up.

In some specific areas of endeavour, my depart-
ment will be emphasizing certain activities. This
includes increased grants to municipalities to assist
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and improve their work in veterinary medical care and
weedcontrol programs. Augmented funding to allow
forincreased enrolment and producerinvolvementin
groups suchastheDairy Herd Improvement Associa-
tion and the Commercial Hog Improvement Program.
In addition, the department will examine ways to
further the effectiveness of resources allocated for
farm and community water development as well as
develop policies with respect to irrigation.

We will put more emphasis on farm management
programs that assist producers in running their oper-
ationsinthe most efficient manner. Such endeavours
are of heightened importance in financially difficult
times. To further enhance this program, my staff will
be presenting a Farm Management ‘83 home study
course which will, no doubt, be of interest to a great
number of Manitoba farmers.

| personally am optimistic that in the longer run,
brighter times are ahead and look forward to being
part of the stimulus to revitalize an exciting industry.
However, | am also aware that this must be a co-
operative effort among all those involved in the indus-
try. As such, | challege all segments of agriculture to
provide ways to help build a stronger and brighter
future.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Rob-
lin Russell.

MR. J. WALLY McKENZIE (Roblin-Russell: Mr.
Chairman, we welcome the opening statement by the
Honourable Minister, areview of the Estimates of this
department which supports our No. 1 industry in this
province. It's the backbone of the economy and every-
thing seems to evolve around how well agriculture
does in this province and it's been that way for many,
many years. I'm somewhat disappointed in the open-
ing statements of the Honourable Minister. He never
mentioned the word inflation, | don’t think, at least if
he did | didn’t pick it up. Unless this factor, this dis-
ease, or this economic problem that’'s plaguing this
country, unless it's brought under control within the
nextdecade | don't think there'll be any farmers left in
this province to carry on with the way the things are
escalating and falling in on them from all sides. |
would think in this debate, that the Minister would
have more to say on that subject matter. As the new
president of the Grain Growers said in a statement in
Rosthern, Saskatchewan the other night, | thought
very interesting, he said “Thereal questionis notone
of freight rates but for farmers to decide if we can
afford double digit inflation, or anything close to it
over the next ten years.” And he goes on to say there
“with double digit inflation we won'’t have to worry
about transportation rates, or what our share of the
rate is. If commodity rates don’t match inflation we
will no longer be in business anyhow.”

And that's the second point that | wanted toraiseto
the Honourable Minister, is the commodity prices that
our producers in this province are receiving today for
their products. And | don’t see how they’re going to
possibly carry on with the costs that's facing them
today from all sides. We can start with energy. The
energy costs are staggering for any farmer today
when he takes a look at what it cost in the last few
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months after those federal price increases come on
stream. It's a staggering price and | just wonder if
maybe this committee shouldn’t get after the Federal
Government and ask them to relieve some of those
federal taxes that's been levied on farm fuel, because
after all the farmers are the ones that are producing
food. And without food we wouldn't last very long in
thiscountry. There certainlyissomerayofhopeinthe
province in energy with the little gasohol plant that's
already operating at Minnedosa, that is some hope,
butlimaginetheamount of fuel that comes out of that
plant is certainly not going to solve all the problems
that we face in this province. The costs of fertilizer, the
costs of equipment, the costs of goods and services to
keep the farmer going today are staggering compared
to 10 years ago. | wonder what encouragement that
they have today as they prepare to seed their crop for
another year.

There certainly is some encouragement in some of
the fields. The CSP Foods Plant at Harrowby is on
stream and moving ahead. But | wonder in the
debates of Crow Rate where the canola industry is
going to end up. It's still an unknown factor and the
number of documents that the Honourable Minister of
Transport and Highways has tabled already to us
doesn’t seem to give that industry the answers that |
think maybe they were hoping that we could come up
with. But possibly in the debate and in the ensuing
reports from Dr. Gilson we will get some rays of hope
for that industry.

The other industry that has come on stream is the
use of sewage effluent at Roblin for anirrigation pro-
gram, which is a first in this province. While it's new |
sincerely hope the Minister will devote a lot of histime
towards that and that we can see more and more of
those types of projects in the province, because
there’'s a lot of interest from different communities
that have been in touch with myself and others in the
Roblinarea. The agrep and others feel that there is a
certain manner with type of process to handle the
effluent and environmental problems thatcome up in
our larger rural communities.

The debates in this Houseregarding the removal of
Hydro rates has certainly, the freeze on Hydro rates
has concerned a lot of farmers. I've had alot of calls in
thelast few days since those discussions took placein
the House and | hope the Honourable Minister will
address himself to that subject during the course of
these Estimates so that we can give our farm com-
munity some ray of hope that at least there’ll be one
cost that won’t esculate in the year ahead. And I'm
sure he will give us that time.

Theotherpointthat| hopethatwe'llhave sometime
to discuss in these Estimates is the full utilization of
the Port of Churchill. | would hope that that Port will
getback uptothe50millionbushelsthatisits capac-
ity to handle because it's a very important part of this
province and it can serve a very important and usefui
roletothe service. The Interest Rate Relief Program, |
shall leave that, we’'ll discuss that at some length. My
colleague, the Member for Morris, the other day dis-
cussed rather briefly, and has many questions to raise
onthatsubject. The Beef Income Assurance Plan that
was announced by the Honourable Minister today,
unfortunately the Chairman of our Agricultural
Committee in thiscaucusis at Brandon Fair, as | said
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today where he should be, with the agricultural peo-
ple, and I'm sure when he returns there’'ll be a lot of
questions that he will want to raise. | am somewhat
concerned about the document that the Honourable
Minister laid on the table and while | haven't had a
chance to study it in some detail, | certainly will have a
lot of questions to raise.

| note that the Minister mentioned the Hog Stabili-
zation Program. If there is any encouraging sign on
the agricultural sceneas | seeit, itisthehogindustry
maybe have a fairly good year in this province.
Because from what | can gather the problems of foot
and mouth disease in Denmark will certainly have
some bearing on the market in this province and
maybe our prices will escalate so that the hog pro-
ducer will have a better year than he’s had. The MACC
revisions andloan programs, I'm sure that we're going
to devote some time to that subject matterand also he
mentioned the restrictions that he proposes to bring
into the Lands Protection Act in these estimates.

So those few words |, on behalf of our group, wel-
come the statement that was putinto therecord by the
Honourable Minister and | hope that we have a very
fruitful and open discussion on these Estimates and
hopefully we can use all ourresources, all talents and
all our skills to see if we can’t help the agricultural
industryin this province, whois havingsomany prob-
lems as | stand here tonight. Thank you.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for
Lakeside.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | think the Honourable
Minister will allow us to discuss the proposed beef
program under this item inasmuch as there is no line
for the $17.5 million program contained anywhere in
the Estimates and thatof course . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister. Order
please.

MR. URUSKI: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman,
thereisaline if the Member for Lakeside would check
the Estimates, he'll see Item No. 10 where there is an
amount dealing with the Income Insurance Fund
which covers all theincome assurance programs that
are under the government, Mr. Chairman. ltem No. 10
the last item, Mr. Chairman, in the Estimates.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, surely the Minister will not
preclude us from asking some questions on the
announcement that he made this afternoon. The wee-
kend is coming up. It's questionable whether we’ll be
able to deal at any great length with his Estimates
tomorrow and | know that certainly, myself, as an
interlaker and others as wetravel hometo our consti-
tuencies, would want to have as much information as
we can and | think with the general practice that you,
Sir, as Chairman have allowed in preceding Esti-
mates, to deal with the fairly general items under this
heading of administration.
Mr. Chairman, my specific question . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. Before we continue
on with Item 1.(b) or subsequentitems, | would inform
the Minister that it would be appropriate at this time to
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invite his departmental officials down if he so desires.
The Honourable Member for Lakeside.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | missed the Minister’'s
press conference this afternoon but | would like to ask
just for clarification some specific questions regard-
ing the program that he announced this afternoon.

One of them is the fact that the government is very
specific about the provincial government’s share
being 2 percent of the gross sales value of the mar-
keted animal but not affixing any particular cost that
he alludes to will be the producers. In fact he says,
that cost could vary and | wonder why at this stage
that that is the case? That will be an immediate ques-
tion that many producers will ask. We acknowledge
the Provincial Government’s dedication to this pro-
gram to the rate of 2 percent. What is the producer’s
share going to be?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, the producer’s share
will be developed by the Committee. There has been
some interest expressed that there should be several
levels of insurability under the program and the com-
mittee that | propose to set up will be discussing this
matter further with producers over the next month
prior to the contract being developed when we arrive
with some recommendations from the producer
groups. Those, whether there shall be a two-level,
two-tiered system of support or a one-tiered system,
that will be discussed and at that point in time the
producer’s share will be announced.

I might mention to the honourable member that
dependent on the level of support that is decided
upon, the producers premium level could range any-
where from 4 to 8 percent in terms of the gross sale
value of the finished product.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, | want to deal with this
question very cautiously because certainly we in the
Opposition have | think, very understandly pressed
this Minister and this government for some action in
this respect. It was a very specific campaign promise
during the election in November, so on the one hand
we welcomed the Minister’s remarks this afternoon.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. Mr. Minister.
POINT OF ORDER

MR. URUSKI: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, |
see the Member for Lakeside wishes to debate this
item and I'm certainly willing to go ahead and debate
and discuss this item at length.

However, | wantto have the assurance thatis we are
debating this now and we’ll go into lengthy discus-
sions on it now that when the item appears in the
Estimates next, that item will be passed. So can we
have some decision as to whether we want to go at it
now or do we go at it when the appropriate time
comes?

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

MR. RANSOM: On the pointoforder. Mr. Chairman, |
can't give the Minister that assurance but this is the
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appropriate place to begin discussion. Mr. Chairman,
I think you'll see that under General Administration it
saysit “Plans and ensures effective implementation of
policies, programs and activities in the Manitoba
Department of Agriculture.”

Well, Mr. Chairman, we're interested at this point in
how well he's been planning and ensuring the effec-
tive implementation of a plan such as this and | think
that that sort of discussion is entirely in order at this
point.

As the Minister makes more information available
to us we will have an opportunity to see, in fact, how
that will actually bear upon the producers in this pro-
vince. By the time we reach the end item we will have
more knowledge of that and we'll be able to discuss it
at that point as well and | daresay when we come to
the Minister's salary at the end, that there will be
further comment.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, | appreciate the com-
ments from the Member for Turtle Mountain that there
will be ample opportunity to discuss this issue during
the Minister's Salary and we will be coming back to it
and of course the appropriate place in the Estimate
where there is a specific line — and if there wasn't a
specific reference to it in the Estimates but we have a
specific line — the Member for Turtle Mountain, the
House Leader of the Conservative Party would want
toacknowledgethatifthereis a specific reference toa
program that they would wantto confine their remarks
cither there, or ifthey wantto go into the whole range
of debate on the Minister's Salary, certainly that's
open at that point of time, but at this point in time
we're not there. We will be there whenever members
opposite wish us to get there and at this point in time
we're into the specifics of the department dealing in
General Administration.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, on the same point of
order. We are here going to be talking about how well
this department has been planning this type of pro-
gram of beef stabilization and we're going to be
inquiring as to whether they can effectively imple-
ment it or not and | think if the Minister will lean over
and take a little advice from the Minister of Transpor-
tation, he will find that in the past the Minister of
Transportation has used this section for a rather
broad exploration of the activities of the Department
of Agriculture.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Gov-
ernment Services.

HON. SAMUEL USKIW (Lac du Bonnet): Mr. Chair-
man, on the point of order. | think | would like to
remind members opposite that there were many
occasions where we had asimilar debate, where there
was alinein the Estimates and where the Opposition,
itdidn't matter whether it was our group or that group
wanted to debate that line on the Minister's statement
and the ruling usually was that if they chose to do it
thatway, then they could not engage in that debate on
the line itself in the appropriation or the resolution
and that was a choice open to them. | don't think we
can entertain debate on the same item in two places
other than Ministerial Salary or the item itself.

MR. ENNS: | think | must apologize for not making
myself clear on this item. | specifically thought | said,
I'm not in a position and | don't want to debate the
plan, the actual Income Stabilization Program as
such. What | want to debate is just how well this
government and this Minister has planned to produce
this program and what steps he's taking through his
administration in developing this program. That's
really, | think, quite appropriate to this particular sec-
tion and, Sir, that's what | want to talk about.

Mr. Chairman, what | am disturbed about, the Minis-
ter's statement is that he is now planning to call
together a beef advisory group to advise him how to
draw up a program to stabilize the beef incomes in
this province. Mr. Chairman, any cursory reading of
the plan that the Minister laid before us, the structure
is all there and my question to him would therefore
have to be, | would assume, is this merely a proposal
or will the advisory group that the Honourable Minis-
ter refers toin the press release today have the oppor-
tunity to fundamentally alter the scope and shape of
the proposed plan? Because Mr. Chairman, there are
of course some very serious deficiencies even in the
setup as the Minister has indicated this afternoon.

| take it for instance, Mr. Chairman, there is abso-
lutely no help for any feedlot operation involved in the
plan and | note from the Minister's nod of approval
that is the case. Now, the feedlot operations, of
course,accountfor avery substantial high majority of
the number of animals that go to processing in this
plant which, by the way, is one of the goals of the
stabilization program which is to help out, provide
jobs in Manitoba, create greater employment oppor-
tunities and keep our processing industry healthy and
alive. Mr. Chairman, | take it then | can take that back
to my producers, to my feedlot operators, and say that
the Beef Income Stabilization Program that is being
proposed will not in any way touch one of the major
sectors in the beef industry, namely the feedlot
operators.

The other question is, | suppose I'm going to have to
wait because | can see where the Minister intends to
useoris planning, Mr. Chairman, to use the announced
$17.5 million | suppose in various ways, but the one
specific way that he mentioned as a grant possibly to
the cow-calf operators ona cow unit —he mentioned
the figure of $50 — but my cattle producers are going
to ask me thatif hein turn has to contribute between, |
thought he said, 4 and 8 percent of the value of the
animal when it's marketed, that may be considerably
more than the original carrot used to bring the pro-
ducer into the plan and he may start doing his little
arithmetic all by himself and say, hey, what's in this
proposal for me?

Mr. Chairman, I'm asking and I'm seeking from the
Minister an opportunity that he perhaps didn't have
under the rules and regulations of the House to
broaden that statement that he made to us at 2:00
o'clock or for those of us who weren’t at his press
conference to expand on some of these very imme-
diate questions that cattle producers will be putting to
all of our members as we go back to our constituen-
cies. No. 1, at least give us a reasonable guesstimate
as to the producer involvement in the plan. | appre-
ciate the Minister's comments. If he says it could be a
variable level of insurance containedin the plans, that
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could call foravarianceinthe premium collected, but
he did mention the figures of between 4 and 8 percent.

Mr. Chairman, 4 and 8 percent, 8 percent is a pretty
health premium contribution on the part of aproducer
whois already hard pressedto make a dollar with this
animal. Mr. Chairman, if we believe the stats there are
many cattle producers that don’'t make 8 percent net
on their cattle sales and this government is introduc-
ing as a way of help an 8 percent premium contribu-
tion on the part of that same producer before seeing
any tangible results other than perhaps the carrot of
the $50 to get him to enroll in the plan.

Mr. Chairman, | simply ask the Minister to avail
himself of this opportunity to make those of us and |
don’tsay thisinany disparaging way, with the excep-
tion of the Honourable Minister of Municipal Affairs,
thetruth of the matteristhat most of our members do
go home to our constituencies and we will berunning
into cattle people as will the Minister himself. | would
like him to help us out on this which will undoubtedly
be the No. 1 question in the minds of most of my
constituents that are in the cattle businessas | come
home for this weekend, Mr. Chairman.

No. 1, can the Minister confirmno help available for
any feedlot operations in the province? No. 2, can he
be more specific about the producer contribution at
this point in time?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, it appears that the hon-
ourable members from the Opposition wish to dis-
cuss this and | don’t mind on the understanding that,
as we had indicated, this matter we will deal with now
and that the debate will conclude on my Estimatesin
terms of further comments. Is that accurate in terms
of the discussion?

MR.RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, onapointoforder.I'm
a little surprised at the Minister that after four months
of awaiting this promised beef plan, the Minister now
wants some assurance that debate of the plan is going
to be limited. What we are trying to do at this point is
discussitemsthat are appropriate under this section
which clearly talks about planning and effective
implementation and that's what we'’re talking about,
how this program was planned; how they see their
plans working to help the beef producers; which ones
they have planned for; which ones they haven’t
planned for; how they plan to see the thing imple-
mented. That's what we're going to talk about now
and when we have determined some of those things,
Mr. Chairman,thenwe will beabletotalk more intelli-
gently about what impact it will have upon the pro-
ducers which | think would be appropriate to discuss
when we get to the final line, Item 10.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, | hope the members of
the Opposition will make up their minds where they
want to debate this. The comments that were raised
by the Member for Lakeside, obviously he wanted
specific information. I'm perfectly willing to provide
all the specific information to the questions that he’s
raised as long as | understand and the members
understand that we're going into the detailed discus-
sion under this Item which would normally appear as
Item 10 in the Estimates. Those specific questions
that he's raised, I'm perfectly willing to answer them

and we will getinto the discussion on the specifics of
the plan.

The member’s questions did not speak about the
overall ability or inability or planning or not planning,
Mr. Chairman. The member raisedsomevery specific
questions with respect to the detailed aspects of the
program. I'm prepared to discuss that. | know the
member would want that kind of information and I'm
prepared to give him that tonight, provided | have an
understanding that we can finish off the broad debate
under my salary and the discussions dealing with the
program as would normally come under Item 10, will
be bypassed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of Gov-
ernment Services.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | can offer a suggestion.
On Item 10, if it is the intent of the Opposition to
debate the Beef Stabilization or Income Plan now,
then | suggest and hopefully get concurrence from
the members Opposite that when we get to Item 10
that we reserve, that for the same kind of discussion
but with respect to commodities not now discussed.
In other words we have hogs in the program, we have
beef in the program. If they want to talk about beef
now, that's fine. But they can't talk about beef when
they get to Item 10, they can talk about hogs then.
They can't have it both ways.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. If | might presume to
provide some guidance with my limited experience, |
have found in two sets of Estimates that the questions
get answered either now or later and while the Hon-
ourable Minister of Government Services is quite cor-
rect that it is the Minister's prerogative to answer
questions under the appropriate Item and | think that
is the rule; the tradition, short as it may be in this
Committee, has been that questions are generally
answered when they're asked.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, | am pleased if the hon-
ourable members want to discuss the program. Let's
move to Item 10 and let's deal with all the questions
that they want to. Obviously I'm prepared to do that.
Let's move to Item 10 and the appropriate area and
let's get all the Items and the questions on the table
and discuss this Item. I'm very amenable to that.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please.
The Honourable Member for Virden on a point of
order.

MR. HARRY GRAHAM (Virden): Mr. Chairman, on a
point of order. | think it's only wise to look at the past
practices of this Chamber and ever since we have
started dealing with two committees, one here and
one in the other, it's almost impossible to prevent
some repitition because members would like to talk
about a specific Item in the Estimates and find that
they're in the other Committee. So when they come
back in here they want to ask their questions and they
should have the right to ask their questions. I'm sure
there will be some duplication that occurs that has
occurred for the lastseveralyearsand | don't think we
can stop it now.
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We found that it has worked very well in this
Assembly and | hope it continues to work that way.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Fort
Garry.

MR. SHERMAN: Yes, Mr. Chairman, just to pick up
where the Honourable Minister of Transportation left
off | must say, Sir, that as long as I've been in this
House, which is not as long as the Minister of Trans-
portation, the decision as to whether there is repeti-
tion or not rests with the Chairman and the Commit-
tees have generally approached the questions under
different lines in the Estimates with a fair amount of
flexibility. In fact, | don't know that the Minister of
Agriculture orthe Minister of Transportationever par-
ticipatedin the Estimates of the Department of Health
in the past four years but | know that the Honourable
Minister of Northern Affairs and various other
members of the Committee did. | well recall discuss-
ing,forexample, community clinicsunder four differ-
entlinesin the Estimates of the Department of Health
during one Session.

So, Mr. Chairman, the point cannot be made fairly
and legitimately that there has not been in the past a
pretty free-wheeling approach. If the Chairman finds
after hours and hours, weeks and weeks and months
and months of deliberation, Sir, that there is an ele-
ment of repetition creeping into the exchange, then
certainly that prerogative rests with the Chair, Sir, to
make a decision on it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for
springfield.

MR.ANDY ANSTETT (Springfield): Mr. Chairman, in
the spirit of compromise proposed by the Member for
Fort Garry, can | suggest that we have roughly
$320,000 worth of discussion on the Beef Plan under
this Item and $50.000 worth of discussion under the
itemin No. 10 so that we don’t completely duplicate
the debate under the two Items?

MR. CHAIRMAN: In minutes, how long is that?
The Member for Lakeside.

MR. ENNS: | was hoping to get some hard informa-
tion to take back to my cattlemen. I'm going to be
isked that question. All of our membersare going to
he asked that question and | don't really understand
this mickey-mousing around by the Minister at this
particulartime. Wewantto clear the established, how
the planning process is going to work. The press
release that the Minister leftwith us thisafternoonat 2
o'clock indicated that he is calling together the diffe-
renct cattle producers associations; that he is estab-
ishingan advisory beefproducers group to assist him
in further development ofthose plans. We want to get
lothebottom of how that process isgoing towork, Mr.
Chairman, and | thinkthereare some very basic ques-
rions that naturally arise from that. You can't intelli-
gently discuss a plan with our cattle producers, with
ourconstituents unless we have the answers to a few
very specific questions.

No. 1, | repeat for the third time and | hope the
Minister will consider answering it for the third or the

fourthtime or the second time; for him toconfirmthat
(a) there is no assistance being considered for the
feed lot operator; that in effect he will likely force a
vertical integration of the feed lot operations with the
packers which | also understood was a position that
theNewDemocrats opposed, a vertical integration of
any kind.

Secondly, the specific question was, the thoughts
that the Minister had, the planning, the guidance that
he's going to provide and the implementation of this
scheme with respect to the producers contribution, is
itgoing to be 4 percent, is it going to be 8 percent? It's
going to be taken how? At source. Has he made
arrangements with the packing houses to take it at
source at that point or does the individual producer
have to put it up front when he ships animals for
slaughter? These are the kinds of questions that we
have to have — there aren’t that many questions, but a
few of these specific questions that we need some
straightforward answers to that | can take back to my
cattle producers.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, obviously the member
when he says there's a few questions; there will be a
lot more questions. Knowing the Member for Lake-
side that once we begin this route there will be many
more and | welcome that. —(Interjection)— Mr.
Chairman, obviously the Member for Lakeside, if he
has readthe press release will release that the basic
features of the plan have been announced. The use of
the Producer Advisory Committee willbe, if one could
put it, to fine-tune certain aspects of the plan. The
basic parameters of the plan have been announced
andthey were announced by myself, sothe basic plan
isthere. It will be fine-tuning and changes that will be
discussed.

His specific question with respect to feedlots and
assistance for feedlot operators; those people who
now have a cow-calf operation and also have a feed-
lot, of course, would be assisted on the cow herd and
theywould naturally to feed theiranimalsoutbecause
theassistanceis paid or will be paid onthebasisof the
finished animal or the slaughtered beef. There will be
producers who, of course, all theiranimalsmay notgo
on the plan and may not be in a position to finish ali
their animals on their farms and we will, with this
producer group, look at those areas and some of
those may have to custom feed their animals at feed-
lot operations and then market them, Mr. Chairman,
so there may be some, but to answer his question
specifically in terms of any direct cash assistance,
there will be no direct conditional grantassistance to
feedlot operators. The conditional grants as I've
announced will be on the basis of the existing cow
herd to protect the basic herd in the Province of
Manitoba.

He questioned the matter of what the farmers will
pay, Mr. Chairman. He should know and there have
beenproducergroups who have raised theconcept of
variable premiums of coverage and, of course, they
willrequirevariable premiums becausethere may not
be one level of coverage and that's why I've given a
possible range. There will be a basic coverage in
which the producer will put his funds into and the
government will support with the 2 percent amount
and then, if there’s an optional level, then of course
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the premium will vary, but the government input into
the plan will be at the 2 percent.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, | wonder if the Minister
would care to advise just how this plan was deve-
loped. It's been four months in the making. I'm inter-
ested in knowing how it was developed in terms of
what groups were consulted, what outside consul-
tants had a hand in developing this. Perhaps the Min-
ister could give us some details of that.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, over the last number of
months since the election, | have attempted to consult
with as many producers and groups within the pro-
vince. I've met with some groups two and three times
and |'ve met with | would say several hundred produc-
ers seeking their views on various options that would
be considered in this plan.Fromall these discussions
and consultations, this plan has evolved and is now
being announced.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR. CLAYTON MANNESS (Morris): Thank you, Mr.
Chairman. I'd like to ask some specific questions, if |
can. Is this program similar to the Saskatchewan
program?

MR. URUSKI: There are similarities and there are not
similarities, Mr. Chairman. The member may wish to
be more specific when he says similar. There’s a dif-
ference in terms of the level of guarantees and the
like.

MR. MANNESS: The reason | asked the questionis |
figured maybe the Minister has some understanding
of the Saskatchewan program and if he could tell us
thatthen we would have some benchmark by which to
compare. Could he tell us or has it been established
the maximum number of cows per farm?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, that's part of the
refinement area that the producer group will discuss
over the next month.

MR. MANNESS: | refer to the release that was given
to us in the House today, the Minister indicated that
“participating producers will market all slaughtered
cattle through a Beef Marketing Commission.” Can
he tell this House what changes in legislation will be
necessary and in what Acts to allow this to happen?

MR. URUSKI: Therearenochangesthatarerequired
in any legislation to allow that to happen, Mr. Chair-
man. There is authority now under the Natural Pro-
ducts Marketing Act.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, the Minister didn’t give
avery complete answer when asked how the plan had
been developed, who he had consulted with. I'm
wondering how often, for instance, did he meet with
the Manitoba Cattle Producers Association and did
the former Deputy Minister, Mr. Bill Janssen, was he
consulted with in developing this plan?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, absolutely,hl’ve con-
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sulted with many people in the industry. | did consult
with the MCPA and in fact we had several meetings.
I've consulted with, I've said, approximately 700 peo-
ple in Manitoba in terms of seeking their views and
their opinions on this plan and obviously, some of
these views have been used in terms of comments and
suggestions made by producers and people in the
industry and outside the industry to develop this plan.

MR.RANSOM: Mr.Chairman, |wonderif the Minister
would tell us what producer group is he talking about
when he speaks of working out the details of this plan.
He’'s madereference to a producer group anumberof
times. Could the Minister elaborate on that a bit more,
please?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, the member wants to
know which groups that I've met specifically. We've
met with MCPA; we've met with independent produc-
ers; we've met with the National Farmers Union; we've
met with the Farm Bureau and we've used in-House
staff to do the analysis and develop the premium lev-
els and other features of the plan, but if the Honour-
able Member for Turtle Mountain is offended | didn’t
meet with him specifically, obviously he can be
offended, Mr. Chairman. I've met with as many people
and producers in Manitoba over the last number of
months as | could. In light of the fact, Mr. Chairman,
that there was a stabilization program in place which
was ending March 31st of 1982, which ended yester-
day, Mr. Chairman, a program that they, for political
reasons, completely put the kibosh on, left producers
hanging out to dry, so to speak, and now they're
saying, why isn’t there assistance for the beef indus-
try, Mr. Chairman. They, for political reasons, ruined a
stabilization program and ruined and turned the con-
fidence of producers into any stabilization program
the government to bring in, and now they are harping
that there hasn’t been a stabilization program
developed.

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Opposition should
remember that the comments made during the elec-
tion campaign, and that we said we would sit down
anddiscuss and develop meaningful programs for the
stability of the beefindustry; we did not propose spe-
cifics and the time-frame. It was your people, your
formerMinister and your colleagues who, for political
reasons, killed the stabilization program and turned
the confidence away of producers in the hope, in the
short hope, that market prices would rise and that
they would be able to survive. But, Mr. Chairman, it
turned out against them that, during the last year of
their administration, the market prices went down and
producers were clamoring to their own government
and they were turned back by their own Minister say-
ing, we didn’t have any money, we aren’'t going to deal
with you. That's the kind of support your government
gave to the beef producers of Manitoba.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, | simply draw to your
attention the fact that | was asking a question about
how the Beef Producer Advisory Group was going to
be constituted, when the Minister launched off into a
tirade about things that have happened in the past.
Let the record show that we were sticking to the items
under consideration and asking specific questions,
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the Minister commenced the broader debate. | asked
the Minister, not the groups that he'd met with, he
answered that question; he didn’t answer it very well
but he answeredit. | then asked him how the producer
group is going to be constituted; how is it goingto be
selected; who's going to be on the Beef Producer
Advisory Committee that's referred to; that's the ques-
tion | asked. If he'd listen to me placing the question
instead of the Member for St. James there he mightbe
able to deal more correctly with it.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, obviously the members
don't like to hear about how they've ruined the beef
industry in the Province of Manitoba over the last
several years. It certainly irks them all.

Mr. Chairman, I'll answer the question very specifi-
cally. The decision will be made by myself and the
department in terms of the composition of the advi-
sory group from producers all around the province.

MR. RANSOM: | understand then that now we're
being told by the Minister that heis going to be select-
ing, he is going to be handpicking the peoplewho are
going to advise him on the implementation of the
details of this plan. Mr. Chairman, | suggest then that
the Minister probably is in a position to tell us some of
the details of the plan right now because, if the Minis-
ter is simply going to handpick people to go on this
committee, if hehadsaidthat he was preparedtohave
theBeefProducers Association appointtwo members
to the committee, someone else appoint two members,
we mightknow thatthere was a possibility of getting a
cross section of producers to give an unbiased view of
how this plan should be developed. But if the Minister
is going to handpick the people to be on the advisery
group, then | expect you'll get the kind of plan that
he’s already planning for at this point.

Mr. Chairman, I'm wondering, then, what the Minis-
ter plans to do for those other sectors of the beef
producingindustry that don’t qualify here. There area
great many people in the feed lot business, for
instance, who also are faced with high costs, interest
costs, that have large operating loans. | wonder what
the Minister plans to do for that segment, or were they
not included in the promises that were made to beef
producers during election?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, first of all, with respect
to the questions on the Advisory Committee, | pro-
pose that the Advisory Committee will be composed
of producers from all regions of the province, similar,
Mr. Chairman, in the way the former Minister of Agri-
culture composed his committee when he dealt with
the Hog Stabilization Program; he handpicked his
people from around the province. Similarly, Mr.
Chairman, the committee that he set up during the
lastweek of the election campaign, or the second last
week of the election campaign, to hurriedly put a
committee together dealing with the beef program
where he indicated to one group, did he consult with
producers around the province? No, he went to one
group and he said: “Look boys, I'm in trouble; you
better get your act together and help me out of a
jackpot.” So he went to one group and he said: “Here,
put all your people on this committee.”

Mr. Chairman, | want to assure the members oppo-
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site that the committee that we will have will be as
wide-ranging a representative group of producers, |
would hope from all regions of the province that pro-
duce cattle.

Mr. Chairman, with respect to the other sectors of
the industry, obviously, the basis of our beef industry
in the Province of Manitoba is as a result of the main-
tenanceofaviablecow herd becauseifitwerenotfor
the cow-calf producers the beef industry in Manitoba
would not exist. It is my hope, Mr. Chairman, that
when the industry will have an adequate supply of
calves, and that there will be some that we’'ll have to
custom feed, those would be able to be moved into
feed lots within the province. How much of that will
spill over, of course, will depend on the ability of that
industry to do the finishing on their own farms, but,
Mr. Chairman, unless we protect the basic herd in the
Province of Manitoba we will not have abeefindustry
for any length of time.

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Morris.

MR. MANNESS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'm not
going to debate this particularissue because with this
skeleton there’s not enough meat on it, really, to
debate anything at all.

I'd like to ask some more questions of fact as to the
whole planning. My understanding is that the author-
ity that would allow this new plan to come into exist-
ence, because | think later on in this submission you
doinfactsaythe Agency Market Plantis as the Minis-
ter indicates under the Natural Products Marketing
Act. As he has pointed out it is a named commodity.
I'm concerned as to, and further more | assume that
this commission of which he speaks will be something
similar to a hog commission. I'm wondering how he
envisages in the planning stage - and | think that's
what we're talking about - how he envisages part of
the cattle slaughter herd that comes to market going
through the commission and the other part not; a
system I've not yet seen certainly in the hog industry
or any other. Has he thought this out that far?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, obviously | want to
encourage producers to use this commission to
market all their slaughtered animals but the only way
that we would be able to handle the program of sup-
port payments and the support payments will be
made on slaughtered animals, would be handled
through the commission in terms of being able to
keep adequate records and the like, so that all the
cattle would be marketed; the slaughtered cattle that
would be enrolled in the plant would be marketed at
the commission. Certainly | wouldn’t want to discour-
age other producers from also putting their animals
and marketing them through the commission if they
so desire. But will be an evolutionary process, Mr.
Chairman, it will not be done over night. | recognize
that a commission in terms of achieving greater price
support for the producers of this province, on a pro-
vincial basis, cannot do great things. But, what it can
do is at least, Mr. Chairman, it will at least effectively
handle this stabilization program inthe way the cattle
are marketed and attempt to bring about as much
competition in the marketplace for the cattle that are
being marketed.
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MR. MANNESS: Thank you, Mr. Chairman, I'd like to
ask the Minister when he envisages the first levies
being made, voluntarily of course, by producers. |
guess what I’'m askingis once this marketing plan, the
agency marketing plan —and | think he saysin hereis
expected to come in effectin October — will allanim-
als at that time be eligible for stabilization; all slaugh-
ter animals?

MR. URUSKI: Yes, Mr. Chairman, it will be those
animals that will be enrolled that will be eligible. It's
not a levy, Mr. Chairman, it will be a premium that the
producers will pay on thebasis of the slaughter anim-
als that will be eligible for support. That will be paid at
the time the first animal is marketed through the
commission. At that time the deduction and the sup-
port price will be made.

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, I'm listening with increas-
ing fascination at the program as it's evolving itself
from minute to minute because the Minister gets up to
answer certain questions. Mr. Chairman, why we are
so concerned about talking about it at this particular
time is because all things have to have some reason-
able soundness behind them if they're to be imple-
mented. We have some experience with previous
attempts by honourable members opposite in getting
into a beef program. Before the Honourable Minister
gets away with leaving on therecord the suggestion
that the previous income program was the Valhalla of
thebeefproducers, let me remind him that well before
the October election of ‘77, fully a third of the original
participating producers had been allowed to get out
from under that program under the many loopholes
that so-called contract contained, another third atthe
previous Minister of Agriculture’'s encouragement
were being encouraged to opt into the Federal pro-
gram to get out of their own program that they gave
birth to a few short years before. We were left with that
third remaining in a year where the producers had to
pay back to the government and the former Minister
stood up in this House and said sue them, sue them.
We were supposed to take them to court and wring
that money out of those cattle producers. Mr. Chair-
man, the cattle producers have every reason to be
extremely wary of any new schemes that emanate
from that side with respect to the cattle industry.

Mr. Chairman, the concern that we have when we
talk about who is the mastermind behind this pro-
gram, how was this program developed, who did the
Minister and his staff really talk to about the develop-
ment of this program; that's why we're so concerned
at this stage. Because, Mr. Chairman, we were left one
unholy mess on our desks shortly upon assuming
office in October of‘77 with the grossest of inequities
being created by that administration. A third of them
that had received full benefits of the program: $7,000,
$8,000, $9,000, $10,000; but under that program should
have been paying back in the better pricing years,
managed to escape that obligation by the program
you had developed by opting out of the contract
which many lawyers, legal people, that | have talked
to couldn’t stand any scrutiny, certainly couldn't
stand any court case. By the way, none has ever been
tried.

Another third — the same ag reps, the same exten-
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sion officers that originally were sold the firstincome
Beef Stablization Program — were instructed by the
then NDP Minister of Agriculture to go out and advise
the same farmers to opt into the Federal program. If
they did so, they got out from under all obligations of
that plan. Mr. Chairman, thatis true. I'm talking about
constituents that I'm aware of. I'm talking about
extension workers that | have reasonable confidence
in reporting accurately the situation as it was. So, Mr.
Chairman, that program was a costly program. | have
no question, Mr. Chairman, that the intentions of the
program weren't the best. As | do not question for a
moment that the Minister’s intentions for this program
are for the best.

But, Mr. Chairman, if the proper planning, the
proper foundation has been laid for implementation
of a plan, if it's faulty to begin with, then | think we
have a responsibility and we will be exercising that
responsibility in at least pointing out the pitfalls as we
see them of a program that appears to be, as the
Member for Morris has indicated, yes, there’s a ske-
leton of a program there, but it's pretty lean on the
beef in terms of the flesh that surround that skeleton.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, it appears that the
Member for Lakeside wants to recall from memory in
a faulty way in terms oftrying toput his thinking and
his thoughts and his impressions as to the previous
programand this program. It appears that the Member
for Lakeside would like us here in this Legislature to
believe that the initial program in 1975 was the ruina-
tion of the cattle industry in the Province of Manitoba.
He should remember —(Interjection)— obviously he
said the producers weren’t pleased with him, Mr.
Chairman, when over 6,000 producers, 6,300 produc-
ers enrolled in the plan.

Mr. Chairman, the member also said that a third of
those producers got out and then another third got
out. The only reason the producers left the programin
termsofoptingoutfromthefederal program,wewere
lobbied by the producer groups of this province, the
former Minister was lobbied to say, look we want to
opt for the federal program and that option was given
to them, and 1,472 producers opted out of that 6,300
producers for the federal program, Mr. Chairman.

But tosaythatthe rest got out, up until 1980, there
were 3,647 producers in the program until April 1,
1980, Mr. Chairman. It was this administration that
was lobbying to get those producers out. In fact, they
wrote letters encouraging them to get out and in fact
during the drought year they said yes, you can have
assistance under the Drought Program for hay and
feedforyour cattle but we will deduct it from what we
believe that you owe it rather than exercising their
option to purchase under the program as was part of
the contract. They didn’t exercise their option to pur-
chase those cattle which were the terms of the con-
tract, you didn’t exercise it. Then you shafted the
producers and said yes, you're in trouble during the
drought year but since you owe us money we're not
going to give you that back because we’re going to
credit you what we think you owe us, Mr. Chairman.

Thatwasthe nonsensethatwasplayed with respect
to the previous plan. So the members now want to
suggest that there is something untoward in the new
plan to bring about at least an initial six years of
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stability into the beef industry. Now, because they got
caught last year with their pants down indicating the
formerMinister of Agriculture told producers of Mani-
tobain October, yes, you'rein trouble butdo like I and
liquidate your herds. That's the kind of speeches and
comments he was making last fall before the election,
Mr.Chairman. He said he had his herd in the Balmoral
areaand he indicated yes, the beef industry is facing
serioustimes and I've had to liquidate part of my herd.
That's the kind of advice that was given.

Now, the members opposite are such experts in
terms of assisting beef producers in the same manner
as they assisted the hog producers in this province;
obviously they will be wanting to get into a lengthy
debate on this area and we will continue on for a
number of days.

Mr. Chairman, | move the Committee rise
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