LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Monday, 12 April, 1982

Time — 8:00 p.m.
CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY

SUPPLY — HIGHWAYS AND
TRANSPORTATION

MR. CHAIRMAN, Harry M. Harapiak (The Pas): | call
the Committee to order. We're on Highways and
Transportation, on9.(a)(1) Salaries —the Member for
Virden.

MR. HARRY GRAHAM (Virden): Thank you, Mr.
Chairman. | don’t know if I'm going to talk about
9.(a)(1), | think we've been following a pretty general
thing on this and | have a few questions I'd like to ask
the Minister regarding the operation of the Highway
Traffic Board. If it's agreeable to proceed on . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Minister.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, perhaps before we do
that, | would like to go back to answer a question that
was put to me by the Member for Pembina; namely,
the other increases in costs under Other Expendi-
tures. | have abreakdown of those, itinvolves honora-
riums for four doctors, | think it's doctors, and one lay
person of $30,000, this is a Medical Review Commit-
tee; 2,000 copies of The Highway Traffic Act for law
enforcement agencies, $9,000; computer processing
increase of $8,900; and purchase of 12 cashregisters,
which should bring us a lot of money since the cash
registers are $44,000.00. That's in addition to the
$1.165 million increase in the new cost-sharing for-
mula. That explains the totality in the increase in that
Item.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Virden, you were
on the speaker’s list first but would you permit the
Member for Pembina to go first.

MR. GRAHAM: The honourable member can go first.
MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Pembina.

MR. DONALD ORCHARD (Pembina): Those honor-
ariums are for all five people, the five doctors plus the
lay person?

MR. USKIW: Yes.

MR. ORCHARD: Of 30,000 each?

MR. USKIW: No, 30,000 in total.

MR. ORCHARD: Oh, in total. Okay.

MR. CHAIRMAN: TheHonourable Member for Virden.
MR. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | would

like to talk for a little while about the Highway Traffic
Board and the role of the Highway Traffic Board.

MR. USKIW: Just on a point of order, Mr. Chairman.
Should we not pass those items up to that point and
then getinto that section?

MR. GRAHAM: [f you want to.

MR. ORCHARD: I've got some questions on some of
them.

MR. USKIW: Oh, because we're goingbackand forth
all over the place.

MR. GRAHAM: We have had ageneral free wheeling.
MR. USKIW: Okay, all right.

MR. GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The High-
way Traffic Board, as| understandit, hasa fairly basic
role to play in the Province of Manitoba and one of its
functions is to protect for the public use the public
highways of the province, and to ensure that those
highways are kept relatively free and open for the
public to use. There has been a role for the Highway
Traffic Board to play and it has been fairly active in the
applications of various individuals in society to claim
or to request access to the public highway system. |
fully recognize the role of the Board in ensuring that
the highways should be kept relatively free and unen-
cumbered and every time you have an access, it does
create some problems to the free and easy movement
of traffic, but there are certain places where itis rela-
tively impossible to prevent access to public high-
ways and that happens when you fall into a fairly
populated area, say a town or a village where the
highway goes through the town and the recognized
subdivisions of that area dictate that it is relatively
impossible to provide access roads with limited
access, so it then comes around to the point whether
you acceptorrejectan application fora personto get
access to their property.

It has always been my understanding and | may be
inerroronthis because I'm notalegal mind at all, but|
have always been under the impression that when-
ever a person buys a piece of property he hasreason-
able groundsto believethathe willhave accesstothat
property. |, earlier today, submitted to the Minister a
copy of a letter | received just this past weekend from
aperson, who is admittedly not a constituent of mine,
butapersonwho hasapplied forapermittoaccessto
his property, was denied and appealed that decision
and was denied again.

I'm not pleading the particular case of that one
individual, butl wanttobringittothe Minister’s atten-
tion that this is probably a typical case of many, many
cases that come before the Highway Traffic Board
during the course of ayear and | think that we should
review in a very general discussion the role of the
Highway Traffic Board as it impacts on society,
because | don’t believe anyone wants to see develop-
mentinthis country denied because of regulations or
a particular activity of one branch of government. |
think the philosophy of government should be to
assist people to exist in a society where they have
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harmony and good fellowship and everyone can live
and enjoy the benefits that society in its collective
wisdom can provide.

We do find from time to time that some of the regu-
lations, some of the activities of a particular branch or
a particular group of people doesin fact prevent that
and I've become somewhat concerned when a partic-
ular board, which has the obligation to protect the
highway system, probably leans overboard and cer-
tainly it protects the highway system, but atwhat cost
tosociety. | think that we have to review very carefully
theroleofthat Board and the impact that it has when
its arbitrary decisions can prevent development, can
prevent development, can antagonize a community
and can in fact detrimentally harm the best of inten-
tions of a particular individual in society.

| would certainly at this time wish to hearthe views
of the Minister in relationship to the activities of that
particular Board and its impact on society.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Minister.

MR. USKIW: Mr.Chairman,theHighway TrafficBoard
really is not the jurisdiction, or the authority rather,
thathascontrol andjurisdiction overtheexample that
the Member for Virden cites. | believe that particular
highway is primarily, in factsolely,thereponsibility of
the department under The Department Act. PR’s are
not generally ruled upon by the Traffic Board unless
they're designated for the Board to have jurisdiction
overthem. PTH'sand limitedaccesshighways are the
two areas where the Highway Traffic Board does
adjudicate upon.

However, | want to indicate a great deal of sym-
pathy for what the Member for Virden has just said.
Overtheyearsand during thetermof our government
previously, | ran into many situations where excessive
regulation, in my opinion, was restrictingunnecessar-
ily the freedom of people and whether it's highwaysor
whether it's The Planning Act or you can name a
dozen agencies that, because of strict adherence to
so-called rules and a great lack of discretion, have in
my opinion unwisely dealt avery heavy blowonsome
parts of our society. In fact, | know of examples which
should never be admitted to because they are so glar-
ing and such bad examples of misuse of power, soit's
probably not worth even going into them, but | know
what the memberis alluding to and the ideal would be
to provide a safe highway system and a safe access
routes into towns and villages and cities, while at the
same time not unreasonably holding back the devel-
opmentor peoplethathavea genuine application and
who are not trying to frustrate the system but are
trying merely to facilitate a need that is necessary to
themselves.

I don’t believe, in the examplethat| have looked at,
thatit’s really fair to the property owner to have been
given a clearance by whatever authority to subdivide
property and then to be told later, well but you can't
have access to the lots. If there’s not to be that devel-
opment, that decision should be made somewhere
else and | don't know if it should be made, but if it
should be it shouldn’t be made by the fact that the
Highways Deparment now doesn’t want to give access.
It should be part of a larger planning process.

| know that | have appeared before the Board on
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behalf of people overtheyears and | found that where
people were prepared to put up the deposit, which
they must put up if they want a hearing, and plead
their case they often win, but many people get dis-
couraged before they get to that point through the
frustrations from dealing with bureaucracy and gov-
ernment and just drop the whole idea; consequently,
you have a lack of equity, of justice, between people
living in the same community. | know it's a high wire
act, so to speak, that one is involved in between the
overall interest of the public and the individual rights
that are in question. It's not always that clear cut a
decision or can it ever be clear cut, I'm not certain, but
| would hope that one of the things that we can do —
and this is something that | want to look at between
Sessions with respect to this department — is to find
ways and means of minimizing red tape and undo
restriction for the sake of, shall we say, convenience
wherever that exists. | know of a number of situations
that are very similar to that right at the moment over
which | have some concern myself, whereintherule of
thumb says “no” but all the logic on the other hand
says it's an unreasonable “no.”

| just have to admit that the Member for Virden
probably has a case that warrants looking at but not
from the point of view that one case, really from a
general policy point of view, that will impact on that
example and | intend to do that, Mr. Chairman.

MR. GRAHAM: Well, Mr. Chairman, maybe | didn't
state the thing quite as clear. It's by belief that in the
particular case that | referred to the Minister that the
person is in the process of subdividing this lot and
planning and design. In order to getit,hehasto have
clearance from all of the various things and at this
point Highways is objecting to the subdivision but
that does not change the situation. The whole pur-
pose is to develop existing lots within the community
which are presently vacant and can be developed
without the village having to go to a huge separate
subdivision with all the added costs and the urban
sprawl and the use of good agricultural land for non-
arigcultural purposes. When there are holes within
the existing framework, | think they should be filled,
and here is a case of one that is being proposed to be
filled and it appears as though the Department of
Highways is unwilling to approve of the plan
subdivision.

MR. USKIW: I'm not totally familiar with the traffic
situation inthe area but | know that therehasto be a
fairly clear access route or aroute of egress out of any
community thatis not terribly encumbered, ifit's at all
going to be functional. In that particular community, |
don’t really know what the problem would be, but |
would appreciate the member leaving that example
with me, because | would liketotakealookatitfroma
point of view of policy to see whether or not that is a
case in point that may develop into a policy frame-
work that could give direction to the department on
how they assess and adjudicate on those kinds of
applications. | tend to sympathize with the applicant
in that, just from my very quick look at that example,
Mr. Chairman, but | don’t know all of the other ques-
tions that have to be answered.
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MR. GRAHAM: Mr. Chairman, | am familiar with the
area because | just live a little bit further up the street
and while it's not in my constituency | do know the
problem. The access of PR 478 is a main access tothe
village from the south; it is not the only access to it, it
is one of the accesses, and it does carry a fair degree
of traffic.

So the concerns of the Highway Department are
fairly legitimate concerns, and I'm not faulting the
personnel in the Highway Department one bit; they
are attempting to protect the highway which is one of
their jobs, but at the same time we have to look at the
overall impact that it has on the community, and the
development of that community, and the alternatives
that are open to the community if the Highway
Department is insistent. It means thatdevelopmentin
that area ceases if there is no further access. Were
there room for a limited access road, the problem
would be half solved, butwhenyou’re in acompletely
subdivided area, that option is nolonger available. To
provide a limited access to that would require the
taking of half of the lots that have already been
subdivided.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | appreciate what the
member is saying. There are more striking examples
than that over which | have had some involvement.
That has to do with highways like Henderson High-
way north of Winnipeg where on first brush the
department would like to say, or the Highway Traffic
Board in that instance, would like to say, no, it's
unsafetoadd another access to that highway. And as
a lay person, | say you're full of it, because you've
already got a million and one accesses and one more
isn't going to make one hoot of difference, and it won't
in my opinion. You've already restricted the flow of
traffic there to the point of saturation and | don’t think
it makes any more difference there. It's really a street
that services a tremendous number of people.

So we do have to sort of refine or fine tune, in my
opinion, our policy and our thinkingin line with what |
would consider to be logic of a given situation and
that's alll cansayin response to this particularexam-
ple. I'd be willing to look at that one, just in that light.

MR. GRAHAM: | thank the Minister for his
consideration.

MR. USKIW: Yes, that's fine.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Pembina.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, a couple of other
areas|'djustlike to cover. UndertheDriver Licencing,
has the Minister got plans to bring in the bilingual
drivers’ licences?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

MR. USKIW: I'm told that that won’t be on stream
until about October, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: How about bilingual vehicle
registrations?

MR. USKIW: Not atthis moment, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: Would it be fairto assume that vehi-
cle registrations will be available and bilingual by the
next licencing year, the February 28th?

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, given the direction that
the province is now on with respect to that question, |
would like to believe that to the extent that it's possi-
ble and practical, we would want to keep extending
that service. It's not a service, it'sa right according to
our Constitution so that in essence we minimize the
problems with respect to that question. Just when we
can bring onstreamthat provision, of course, is some-
thing yet to be determined: (a) its desirability and
need; and (b) the timing. | would tend to think that it
probably will be done, but | haven't decided on that
question nor have we discussed it at this point.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Pembina.

MR. ORCHARD: On the drivers’ licences, which |
understandarecomingonin October or thereabouts,
what will be the system? Will this be a bilingual driv-
er's licence on request or will every Manitoban’s driv-
er’s licence be bilingual?

MR. USKIW: No, they will all be bilingual, Mr.
Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: Is there a particular reason for
choosing to go all bilingual and not, say, bilingual by
request?

MR. USKIW: Mr.Chairman,onereasonisveryobvious
and thatistheinspectionsystem will have to function
in both languages. If you have a police officer that
apprehends a driver and wants to view the licence,
logically one would assume that person would have a
right to view it in either French or English as | under-
stand our rules and the Constitutional provision.

MR. ORCHARD: The question | asked was — the
Minister intends to make a bilingual licence available
to every Manitoban?

MR. USKIW: You're talking about a licence plate?

MR. ORCHARD: A driver’s licence, and my question
waswhywasitchosen to have every Manitoban carry
a bilingual driver’'s licence and not possibly make it
one, whereif you so desired abilingual one, you could
request it at your renewal time?

MR. USKIW: That would be a very difficult process,
Mr. Chairman. We have households that are French-
English that are bilingual. We have people that may
not appear to be bilingual but who are bilingual and
would want it that way. There would be no way of
determining the desirability of it between one person
and another; it would be a nightmare trying to sort it
out in my opinion.

Secondly, the enforcementend which | alludedto a
moment ago, it seems to me will have to be appliedin
either language.

MR. ORCHARD: Isthe Minister indicating to me that
there is going to be both French and English on each
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licence? Is that correct?
MR. USKIW: Yes.

MR. ORCHARD: Well, | fail to see the enforcement
problemifbothFrenchand Englishareonthelicence.
| can't see where there is the enforcement problem.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, if you have a, as | would
seeitand I'monly speaking tothe question intuitively
at the moment, let’s say, a French community where
the sort of common language or daily language is
French, thelikelihood is that you will probably have a
French-speaking enforcement officer who may speak
English, but may be more at home, shall we say, or at
ease in his own language or her own language and
therefore a dual licence or bilingual licence will facili-
tate that person —(Interjection)— well, but the both
will be there.

MR. ORCHARD: |seewhatthe Ministeris gettingat.|
can't see . . .

MR. USKIW: It's an intuitive . . .

MR. ORCHARD: | don’'t know whether his intuition
matches mine or not but nevertheless the decision |
take it has been made that as of October of this year,
licences will be issued bilingual in the province. Driv-
ers’ licences will be issued bilingual in the province.

MR. USKIW: Yes, that's correct, Mr. Chairman.

MR.ORCHARD: Theregistration, thedecisionon bil-
ingual registration of vehicles, will not be made until
the next vehicle registration year?

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, we're not equipped to
deal with that at the present time; it seems to me that
it's logical that the whole process be looked at.

MR. ORCHARD: In the registration now, what sort of
aprocess —isthat more complex to getintobilingual,
more costly, or what's the problem with that?

MR. USKIW: Yes, Mr. Chairman, there is a tremend-
ous of complexity. You have the insurance package
that ties in with the registration system, so that if you
went that route, obviously it's going to take some
doing to putthat kind of apackagetogether. You have
amultiplicity of agents thatare handling registrations
throughout the province so there may evenbe a fairly
substantial training component involved and so on. |
don’t know what would be involved but | would think
that is going to be a piece off before we are able to
even look at it, Mr. Chairman, if we are going to.

MR. ORCHARD: Then it may be that bilingual regis-
tration of vehicles may not happen?

MR. USKIW: I'm not certain.
MR. ORCHARD: Has the Minister got any costs in

this year's budget for the switchover of the drivers’
licences to bilingual?
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MR. USKIW: | am advised that the translation has
been done and it's a mere reprinting of forms that’s
involved. There is not a substantial cost item involved.

MR. ORCHARD: What might be an educated guess
on the cost then?

MR. USKIW: The department feels that it'll be about
$30,000, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: Are there any iniatives within the
departmentto, say, put Drivers’ Handbooks — | don’t
believe they're bilingual now — is there any effort to
translate, you know, Bicycle Safety Handbook, Driv-
er’'s Handbook and a number of the publications of
the department to offer them in the French language?

MR. USKIW: The Driver's Handbook has already
been translated into French and the test papers, |
believe, are also translated.

MR. ORCHARD: Are there any other of the more
widely-used documents and handbooks of the
department that will be translated in the near future?

MR. USKIW: No, theanswerisin the logic of it. Once
you go down that route they will all ultimately have to
be in two languages, Mr. Chairman. All of theinforma-
tion pieces that flow from the department should be
eventually in the two languages.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, the licence plate
contract has been let. Could the Minister indicate
what the contract price was for manufacturing only?

MR. USKIW: About $645,000, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: Was that the price of — the success-
ful tender was located in Winnipeg?

MR. USKIW: Well, Mr. Chairman, the department
chose not to take the low bid. The low bid came from
out of province.

MR. ORCHARD: Yes, | am fully aware of that and the
person chosen to do the manufacturing is located in
Winnipeg. Could the Minister indicate if the $645,000
was the price of the tender as originally submitted
when the call for tenders was received?

MR. USKIW: The original submission was
$674,374.63.

MR. ORCHARD: The contract for the identical work
was awarded to that firm at a cost of $645,000 even?

MR. USKIW: Yes, the two figures represent the same
work, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: So, in other words, to bring the
tenders closer together the department negotiated
about a $30,000 reduction to the manufacturer of the
plates?

MR. USKIW: That's correct, Mr. Chairman.
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MR. ORCHARD: Now, | noticed that the Minister has
followed through with the personalized licence plate.
Have there been any applications to date for the per-
sonalized plates?

MR. USKIW: Not until May 1st are they going to be
receivable so to speak. The applications are not out
yet to all of the agents, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: Hasthe department assigned a cost
to the person that orders the personalized plates?

MR. USKIW: It's $50 as | recall. A set of three plates
for $50.00.

MR. ORCHARD: Isthemanufacturerundertakingthe
manufacture of the personalized plates within the
$645,000 total contract price or is there an additional
cost?

MR. USKIW: Thisis aseparatecomponentaltogether
and there will be additional cost and there will be a
cost recovery. In fact, this aspect of it should be a
profitable aspect, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: Thatwaswhatwehadin mind atthe
time. Could the Minister indicate what he was able to
negotiate a manufactured cost on the three plates
with the plate manufacturer?

MR. USKIW: $7 per set.

MR. ORCHARD: That's not a bad business to be in.
Could the Minister indicate what the cost was in
changing the colours on the licence plate? Howmuch
blue paint did he have to throw away?

MR. USKIW: | understand, Mr. Chairman, there was a
costsavinginthat we didn’thave to buy the blue paint
and there was some surplus black paint around, so
there was a cost saving, in fact.

MR. ORCHARD: The blue paint hadn’t arrived yet,
then | take it.

MR. USKIW: Thatis correct, Mr. Chairman.

MR. ORCHARD: Was this the only reason that the
Minister chose the red, white and black because there
was black paint around that he could use?

MR. USKIW: Not at all, Mr. Chairman, | don’t mind
pointing out to the Member for Pembina that we
thought those Tory colours were a bit much.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, the Minister has just
indicated that red, white and blue was chosen only
because it was Tory colours. You know, the Minister
under a very peripheral inspection could watch the
television over the last couple of nights and see the
Winnipeg Jetsin red, white and blue carrying Winnip-
eg’s and Manitoba’s colours to the National Hockey
League. The provincial flag has the Union Jack on it
yet, which is red, white and blue. The Minister makes
light of this, but that's a colour that generations of
Manitobans and Canadians have defended this coun-

try under, red, white and blue. And if one goes to
colours, although the Minister seems to be rather
hung up and possibly — | don’t think it was as much
this Minister as maybe some of his front-bench col-
leagues and maybe from the extreme end of the
bench that he's on, that would cause the problem,
because you know red, white and bluearethe colours
of, forinstance, Englandintheir flag; the Netherlands
have red, white and blue in their flag; New Zealand
and Australiado; Norwaydoes;the USAdoes;Iceland
does. SodoesFrancefor that matter,and Franceeven
has a socialist president right now, and | can’t under-
stand why they wouldn't like the red, white and blue.
But it strikes me dumb, Mr. Chairman, that the coun-
tries that have red, white and black are the Upper
Volta; South Yemen, a communist country; lraq,
which is arather questionable country of human free-
doms. And, low and behold, Libya has red, white and
black, and here this Minister has taken the colour
scheme of the Commonwealth and of the nations of
freedom in the world and substituted it for the colour
scheme of Libya.

I'm shocked, dismayed and notvery happy aboutiit,
as Manitobans are, and | say that, Mr. Speaker,
because what Manitoban could possibly not want to
have a licence plate in red, white and blue? Now,
would that not just absolutely tickle anybody’s fancy?
And | would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that if this Minis-
ter was to hold up his red, white and black licence
plate and ask Manitobans which they would prefer,
red, white and blue, or red, white and black, he might
even find some of that 47 percent that voted for him
last time would say, “We would much prefer, red,
white and blue.”

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, the member is only half
right when he suggests that we have a red, white and
blue plate. After the sun sets, Mr. Chairman, all
colours are black, so it's merely the daylight hours
that would give us the distinction that the member is
looking for. The problem with matching colours, of
course, is compounded when we already have the
background in place, and the red lettering in place —
puts us in a position of not too many options, Mr.
Chairman. Black seemed to be a colour that was the
nearest alternative to the blue that was there that
would look relatively attractive, and really the deci-
sion was based on that. Thereis no doubt in my mind,
Mr. Chairman, that the Member for Pembina was
pushing hisluck a bit in trying to promote the Conser-
vative colours on a four-year campaign to get re-
elected. We wouldn’t want him to succeed in that
venture, Mr. Chairman. We thought it was a bit much.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Radisson.

MR. GERARD LECUYER (Radisson): Following
up on some of the questions that were asked earlier,
canthe Minister tell me what isthetotal cost of print-
ing driver’s licences?

MR. USKIW: Driver’s licences?

MR. LECUYER: Yes, the driver’s permit.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, while we're waiting for
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that piece of information | think the Member for Pem-
bina should recall two things: the PCs lost the elec-
tion in November, and the Jets lost it the other night.
So, there’s no logic in sustaining the old colours, at
least not for awhile in Manitoba.

About $50,000 is the answer to the question put by
the Member for Radisson.

MR. LECUYER: Then, Mr. Minister, would | be cor-
rectinsuggestingthatthe figure given awhile ago was
incorrect? When you stated awhile ago, that the cost
of printing bilingual licences as compared to the total
cost of printing the licence, you said that the addi-
tional cost of printing the driver’s permit in bilingual
would be an additional cost of $30,000.00? And |
might suggest even further, Mr. Minister, that the
additional cost is zilch.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, the advice that | have
here is that there is an additional cost.

MR. LECUYER: If you're talking about the initial
translation in doing it, but when you state that, to
provide abilingual licence costs an additional $30,000,
| would go ahead and say that is incorrect.

MR. USKIW: Yes, the member is correct. If you're
reprinting, then the only added cost is paper.

MR. LECUYER: There are no additional paper costs,
Mr. Minister, if it's provided, bilingual driver’s permit,
it's on the same paper.

MR. USKIW: No, it's a first-time cost only, Mr.
Chairman.

MR. LECUYER: That s as | believed it to be.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 9.(a)(1) Salaries—pass; 9.(a)(2)
Other Expenditures—pass; 9.(b)(1) Salaries—pass;
9.(b)(2) Other Expenditures.

The Member for Pembina.

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you. The decrease from last
year to this year is strictly in the cost of the licence
plates, am | not correct in assuming that?

MR. USKIW: Yes, that's right.

MR. ORCHARD: Are there any other increases in
there that are beyond the ordinary cost inflation fac-
tors, any new programming that . . .

MR. USKIW: That is the sum total, Mr. Chairman, is
the licence plate component —(Interjection)— the
decrease, yeah. ’

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Inkster.

MR. DON SCOTT (Inkster): Mr. Chairman, I'd like to
just make a point of a problem | ran into a couple of
years ago. We got the thing solved with the co-
operation of Mr. Dygala and the Minister at the time,
the Ministers both of Highways and of Energy. In
essence, we were doing a study on potential for
energy conservation and using a fleet of vehicles in

Manitoba. It's very difficult usingthe way the statistics
are currently gathered in the registration of vehicles,
to be able to watch how not only the number of vehi-
cles, butalso the type of vehicles thatare on the road.
We have done up a program; Autopac has that, and
with the MVB’s permission, have runlastyear’s as well
to give us that update.

What | am suggesting perhaps, is that | would think
it would be a very useful management tool for the
Motor Vehicle Branch to have a better idea of the
types of vehicles that are on the roads in Manitoba,
that it should be good for the management tools of
both your department and the Department of Energy,
so that we can make some forecasts in the Depart-
ment of Finance as well, | might add, because the
amounts of revenues thatare going to be accruing to
the province can be forecast fairlydecently whenyou
look at the types of vehiclés and the down-sizing of
vehicles that is presently taking place. | think that as
far as a management tool, | know if | was in your
position| would like to be able to have anidea of what
kind of vehicles are coming on the market; what kind
we can expect both in revenue generation from the
registration of motor vehicles; plus, for looking, if we
are and | would hope we are looking, to try and con-
serve fuel in Manitoba, especially in the transporta-
tion sector, where there is so much room for fuel
savings that we're able to monitor and be able to
calibrate how much of the fuel savings is a response
by Manitobans to switching to smaller cars and cut-
ting second and third family cars.

The program, | might add, is already available and
has already been used twice at least. | think there’s
been actually four years done with itnow from ‘78, ‘79,
‘80 and ‘81.

MR. USKIW: I'm just wondering whether the member
would clarify. Did he say Autopac was doing a moni-
toroniit?

MR. SCOTT: Autopac hasalltherecords anddoesall
your computerworkforthe Motor Vehicle Branch; the
Motor Vehicle Branchdoesnot process the records. It
collects the records and Autopac does the computer
work on it and that's who you have to go through.
That’s who we had to get; | think we got $1,000 from
the Department of Mines and Energy at that point in
timeto develop a program andto run a program.

MR.USKIW: The Departmentof Energyisinvolvedin
anumber of thrusts with respect to energy conserva-
tion involving other departments. In fact, we are still
looking at a number of thrusts in this department
undertheenergysaving component or whatever they
call it, the TEMP program, which isn’t onstream but
that’s a direction that we're looking at. That's where it
falls under more properly, the Department of Trans-
portation rather than the Motor Vehicle Branch
although they may utilize the data from the Motor
Vehicle Branch to come up with their figures.

MR. SCOTT: Mr. Chairman, the reason | bring it at
this pointis because the permission must be given by
the Motor Vehicle Branch and the Minister responsi-
ble before you can go into the records of that branch.
That's the reason | raise it at this point.

1357



Monday, 12 April, 1982

MR. CHAIRMAN: 9.(b)(1) Salaries; 9.(b)(2) Other
Expenditures—pass; 9.(c)(1) Salaries—pass; 9.(c)(2)
Other Expenditures—pass; 9.(d)(1) Salaries—pass;
9.(d)(2) Other Expenditures — the Member for
Pembina.

MR. ORCHARD: The rumour mill has it that the
Assistant Deputy Minister is going to be retiring
shortly. Is that . . .?

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, there is truth in the rum-
our. Yes, the Registrar has indicated that he wantsto
take early retirement for personal reasons and we
regret that decision quite frankly. He is a person that
has been with us for many many years and | know he
has afew years in him yet, quite a few quite frankly in
my opinion. | respect though his desire for lighter
things to do, so to speak, his desire for some greater
involvement in life away from the business world, so
to speak. | can’t fault a person for wanting to enjoy a
longer period of retirement than would be the norm if
that is their cup of tea. While | say that, we do regret
receiving the letter informing us that he intends to
retire fairly early, namely, | think by the end of June of
this year. | have expressed my preferred position to
Mr. Dygala and that would be that he carry on a little
longer, but | certainly don’t wantto stand in the way of
what he considers to be the right thing to do in his
time in life, but we certainly appreciate the services
that he has given to the province for a good number of
years.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr.Chairman, I'm sorry to hear that
this time the rumour mill is correct because in the time
that | worked with the Registrar he was most co-
operative and provided the kind of advice that you
asked for. He may have disagreed upon occasion but
that’s only normal and certainly did provide a lot of
years of very dedicated service to the Department of
Highways and Transportation and to the Province of
Manitoba. I can only, on behalf of Her Majesty’s Loyal
Opposition and my colleagues who have been Minis-
ters of Highways over the past number of years and
worked with Mr. Dygala, our sincerest best wishes on
hisearly retirement. We're sorry tosee him goandit’s
goingto be abig job tofilland congratulations on the
years of service you've put in Mr. Dygala and please
accept our very best wishes.

MR. USKIW: Mr.Chairman, I'm sure that all members
of the Legislature would want to share those senti-
ments. Had we been in the former committee struc-
ture here tonight, that is in the Committee of the
Whole in the House, I'm sure that all members would
wantto express that viewpointand | simply would like
to say to Peter that we have been very fortunate in that
our relationship for over many years has been a good
one and that we, too, regret your leaving Peter, but we
want to wish you well in your new venture. Perhaps
youwouldwanttorespond, it'san unusual procedure
but it's relatively informal if you want to respond,
that's all right.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Leave? (Agreed)

MR. PETER DYGALA: Thank you, Mr. Minister, hon-
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ourable members. | come unprepared to give a
speech, so I'll be brief unlike some people around the
table sometimes. | have been with the province for 31
years or will be shortly; all of those years have been
spent with the Motor Vehicle Branch. They've been
interesting, exciting and frustrating years sometimes,
but on the whole | think that perhaps | can see to at
least myself that here and there | did a piece of work
that perhaps has helped other people. Thank you very
much.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Withthat, we'll pass the resolution.

Resolution No. 88. Resolved that there be granted
to Her Majesty a sum not exceeding $12,084,100 for
Highways and Transportation for the Motor Vehicle
Branch for the fiscal year ending the 31st day of
March, 1983—pass.

We'll go back to the first item in Highways and
Transportation, 1. General Administration, Minister’s
Salary — The Member for Pembina.

MR. ORCHARD: We'll get around to that, Mr. Chair-
man. We only have another hour and five minutes to
make our motion. Mr. Chairman, the Minister indi-
cated that we could discuss the railroad abandoned
right-of-way’s issue here and the Minister has this
underreview. | would urge him, as we have done in the
House, to complete that review as soon as possible
and get on with the task of allowing the adjacent
landowners the opportunity to purchase that right-of-
way. | might give the Minister a little background that
he no doubt has.

This right-of-way thing has been an issue for over
four years now and | have worked with it when | was
an MLA; as a backbencher, | worked with it; for the
Minister of Economic Development, firstoff, because
that's the department it was put through. Then it was
transferred when | became Highways and Transpor-
tation Minister to that department. It's been 4 years in
the making; we finally got the agreement about 6, 7
months ago from the Federal Government that they
were transferring those rights-of-way at a fairly nomi-
nal cost. We had circulated to all the departments who
might have an interest in that land and they, the
departments, indicated which portions of right-of-
way should not be sold. Those would be ones adja-
cent to highways or for Hydro or telephone rights-of-
way; those have been reserved and will not be sold.
But the other ones, where they traversed farmland
and private property, we could see no benefit to the
continued ownership of them in the Crown because
there would be maintenance costs, etc., etc., would
have to be borne by the province and we instituted a
sales program.

| believe what we did is we agreed to sell a half-mile
or quarter section portions of right-of-way for a sum
of $100, and that we believed would cover the legal
costs, paper work costs or at least a reasonable por-
tion of it. It would not at the same time even though
the rights-of-way were gifted to us for the price of
legal costsincurred by Ottawa, it would not represent
a profit making venture on behalf of the government,
nor would it be a terrible imposition upon the lan-
downer to put up $100 to acquire the railways. Now
that process had started | suppose in about Sep-
tember, possibly October, but | believe it was Sep-
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tember, and we were disposing rights-of-way to the
farmers. Now the Minister stopped that; there’'s a
number of requests on his desk and I'd just like the
Minister to indicate what the criterion of his review is,
and when he would expect to have that review com-
pleted and proceed with the sale of those lands to the
ddjacent landowners.

MR.USKIW: Mr. Chairman, one of the reasons for the
current position is that we didn’t quite know and we're
notatall familiar with the criteria that was established
by the previous government with respect to the dispo-
sition of those lands. Also, even if we did know, it may
very well be that we wouldn’t agree with thatcriteria. |
would suspect that we will likely agree with almost all
ofitbutweputthewholethingonholdinordertogive
us an opportunity to review that, so that in the event
that we had some different priorities in some areas
that we would be in a position to recapture for the
right of the province those rights-of-way. But | don't
have any particular knowledge where that will take
place. It's just a matter of a bit of caution so that we
don’t proceed to the point of no return and then later
on find out that we should have held some of these
properties for whatever public need. So the only pro-
cess that has been holdingit up really of late has been
the Estimates’ review process.

Since Agriculture and Highways are both in Com-
mittee at the same time, neither of us are able to look
at the policy as it was and to come up with a determi-
nation as to whether we agree with it or whether we
are going to make some changes. But | don’t believe
that is a lengthy process; | think we can do that rela-
tively soon. You know, once we'’re through with our
Committee work, we’ll have some time freed up for
that.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, | appreciate that
answer and once again | would just point out to the
Minister something he already knows; that on some of
those rights-of-way traverse good agricultural land,
and as spring approaches these people wantto know
whether they can rejuvenate these rights-of-way and
farm straight through them. There is some cost
involved to the landowner if he, in the process of
rejuvenating these rights-of-way and he’s also very
anxious to know, if he does not own the property, who
might be maintaining it because there’s a weed prob-
lem along some of them. They've been a problem
because abandonded rights-of-way are just that,
abandonded; no one’s looking after them. | would
urge the Minister to undertake that review as quickly
as possible.

| think he’ll find upon analysis of the process we
went through that we did circulate all the depart-
ments. We made sure that none of the rights-of-way
were needed for other government purposes. We give
every municipality the opportunity to say whether
they wanted it for their own municipal work, and only
after both levels of government in the province had
turned down or indicated they had no further use for
those rights-of-way did we then make them available
to the adjacent landowners. It's only to the adjacent
landowners and | think the Minister will find the pro-
cess to have been pretty thorough and caught most of
the hookers that are potentially in there and was one
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worth proceeding with, so | would urge him with the
greatest of haste to do that because spring fast
approaches.

MR. USKIW: Well | appreciate the comments, Mr.
Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Memberfor Turtle
Mountain.

MR. A. BRIAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): Thank
you, Mr. Chairman. | would like to make afew com-
ments on the sameitemand askacoupleofquestions
of the Minister. | have a little trouble in accepting his
statement that he’s held up from decision-making by
the Estimates’ process. Really, of the time since
November 30th, we haven’t been involved in Esti-
mates to a very great extent. I'm wondering why in this
case the Minister couldn’t just simply accept the fact
that the negotiations had largely proceeded to com-
pletion under the previous govenment and take the
bull by the horns and say the decision was made and
let it go so that this decision can be completed.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | think it's only logical
that when you have a change in government that a
number of areas are put on hold almost instantly just
for the simple need of policy review. You know, the
people of Manitoba, people of any province who
change their government want a change in policy. |
didn’t anticipate any particular changes that might
occur from this review process with respect to rail
lines that are abandoned, but | think we owe it to
ourselves and to the public at large to at least look at
what was there as a policy and whether or not we
concur with it, and if we do we proceed on. If we want
to make some minor changes we will make them but
at least we have to have that opportunity.

The member suggests thatthere was an awful lot of
time since November 30th. The fact of the matter is
that he knows that a transition of government at this
time of the year is one horrendous obstacle course,
Mr. Chairman, if the new governmentis goingto do its
job at all. You know, the Estimates’ process is halfway
under way which means that the new Ministers have
to grapple with an ongoing process that they may not
even agree with and try to either make some new
policies within each department or complete the pro-
cessthatisthere and suggesting that they’re goingto
skip a year sort of thing. Then there’s all the other
things that tie in with the Estimates’ review ifoneison
Treasury Board, which | was one of the Ministers
having to review all departments, notonly the two that
| am responsible for. So the hours in the day were
somewhat short, | have to tell my friend from Turtle
Mountain. One could have perhapsreduced personal
time to four or five hours out of 24 instead of the six or
seven but that's basically where it was.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, | can accept that if the
government wishes to review areas of policy that are
of an ongoing nature that the government would want
to review the policy that had to do with the general
sale of Crown lands, for instance. This is a rather
restricted situation limited to a number of cases
where individuals believed that they had a commit-
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ment from the government that they were going to get
the land back. Perhaps the Minister doesn't realize
that this is causing substantial difficulties for numbers
of people certainly in my constituency and I'll just give
them an example of one situation where a rail line
traverses a section of land that a farmer owns. It
doesn’t happen to go directly across, it curves its way
across his section, the land doesn’t belong to him; the
fencesthatare supposedtobe keeping cattlefromthe
right-of-way are deteriorated to the point where they
are no good any longer; the farmer’s in a situation of
having to build over two miles of fence along that
right-of-way to keep his cattle off of it when, if it was
turned over to him with 200 feet of fence, he could
have the right-of-way fence. He's faced with that kind
of situationright now because spring’s coming up, as
the Minister knows, cattle are going to be going out on
to pasture before too long, and to that farmer, thisis a
very serious problem that he faces and there are sev-
eral others like him.

So, Mr. Chairman, | would ask that the Minister try
and make a decision on these questions at the earliest
opportunity, this week if he possibly can. He's going
to have to make a decision, if he keeps the land,
whether or not the government is going to fencei it or
cover any costs of weed control.

And as a last question and a very specific one, Mr.
Chairman, | would like to know from the Minister
whether or not he has acknowledged the letters that
he has received from people with respect to his matter
and what sort of an answer, in general, that he's pro-
vided to these people.

MR. USKIW: Well, no, Mr. Chairman, | have not seen
the letters that the member alludes to. After his ques-
tions in the House the other day, | did contact the
peopleinthe department who have a number of them
and who simply held them pending a decision on
policy, which probably is the wrong approach, they
should have been acknowledged, at least, indicating
that a policy decision will be made later. But, in any
event, | gatherthere aresome, but| have notread one
of them excepting for the one that washanded to me
personally by the Member for Niakwa who handedto
me his letter personally. That's the only one that | have
read. | don’t know how many there are, | gather there
are others; but | have instructed the department to
proceed with a review of those now on, an ad hoc
basis, so that we don’'t wait for the overall policy
review. They may be very straightforward and easy to
decide upon. | hope todothatin the next day ortwoiif |
have the time.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Turtle Mountain.

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, | know that my con-
stituents would be encouraged to hear that the Minis-
ter is going to try and deal with it within the next few
days, but they will be very disappointed to learn that
letters that were directed to the Minister, as far back
as the middle of March, don’t get to the Minister. |
think that some of his colleagues especially have
made a point of saying that this is an open govern-
ment, that the doors to their offices are open and
people can approach them. Here's asituation where a
good number of people have had some faith in that
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and have written letters to the Minister expecting
some response and now we learn tonight that the
Minister hasn’t read the letters. | believe | wrote a
letter to the Minister myself on the 24th of March
bringing it to his attention that these sorts of things
were happening. So, Mr. Chairman, I’'m hopeful that
the Minister will give this his personal attention before
the end of the week because | expect it will relieve him
of the task of having to sit in a committee here very
much longer.

MR. USKIW: Well, Mr. Chairman, | too am not sure
why they were not acknowledged. The normal rule of
thumb in the office, as the mailcomesiin, is to have an
acknowledgment of letters that are received, even
though the acknowledgment merely indicates that a
decision or full answer will come later. Maybe they
have been acknowledged and I'm not aware of it, Mr.
Chairman, but in any event, we will undertake to do
the few that we do have in very short order.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Portage la Prairie.

MR. LLOYD HYDE (Portage la Prairie): Thank you,
Mr. Chairman. Mr. Minister, | failed to bring up anitem
that has been my concern for some time and | wish to
bring it to your attention now; that is the program of
spraying of our highways and byways, provincial
roads, in our province. I'm very concerned of what is
going to happen if we don’t get on top of this issue
before too long. | spoke this afternoon to the Esti-
mates of the Minister of Agriculture on the same topic
and itis my wish that your department, along with the
Department of Agriculture, get their heads together
and get on top of this because, as | said earlier, if we
don’t show some concern on this issue it’s going to
get out of hand to the point that the farmers are going
to be up inarmsagain and I'm sure that your govern-
ment’s got enough troubles with the farmers right
now without adding more to it.

| don’t have to mention the fact, but | will, that we do
havetwonoxious weeds thataremore commontous,
thatis the sow thistle and the Canadian thistle, butthe
most serious weed that is showing up today is the
milkweedj. In our area and, | believe from what |
understand of my colleagues that it is getting quite
general throughout the province, but in our area
there, Highway 26, is badly in need of some heavy
spraying on that. | want to say that the road to Delta
and 240 north of Portage, that has got to be — but |
can understand it, the damn marshes are there and
the sow thistle seeds are flying all over the ruddy
country.ldon’tknow, as | say, we must getontop of it.
| would hope that you, Mr. Minister, will look to this
serious problem and show some action towards that.

MR. USKIW: Well, Mr. Chairman, you know environ-
mentally | would like to think that the Department of
Highways merely has to conform to what is allowed
for the Department of Agriculture with respect to the
weed problem and the use of herbicides. Now | know
that there are certain circumstances which will not
allow us to do that, depending on the local terrain —
marsh areas is a good example. We may not want to
get involved with chemicals, whatever; there may be
some exceptionsto therule. But,by andlarge, | would
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think that what is licensed for use in agriculture
should be a legitimate product to use in the highways
system. | don’t know that there ought to be two poli-
cies quite frankly. | have not been able to identify the
reason for two different approaches by two depart-
ments on that issue, although | know we had two
different approaches when the former Member for
Thompson was the Minister, wherein he applied his
own logic, and that was there should be no spraying
whatever, which didn’'t make sense or didn’t conform
with what the rest of government was doing. —
(Interjection)— The former, former, former, yes. |
have no hang-ups like that. Whatever is licensed for
use for that purpose, in my opinion, should be used,
but | wouldn’t want to argue with the licensing author-
ities. If a chemical is found to be undesirable by the
licensing authorities then certainly we wouldn’t want
to be using it.

MR. HYDE: Mr. Minister, I'm not arguing the point of
the different types of chemicals. We have chemicals
that the farmers themselves are using right up to the
roadsides; and we have our government levels at the
R.M. level, they're spraying their road allowances; and
I'll be damned if | can quite understand why on earth
the government of our province can't get on a pro-
gram to eliminate some of this trouble.

MR. USKIW: Perhaps maybe I'm not familiar, Mr.
Chairman. | thought that the government and its
departments were in fact looking after their own
rights-of-way, if you like. | was not aware that the
Highways Department was somehow negligent. Per-
haps I'm learning something here, Mr. Chairman, |
don’t know.

MR. HYDE: Mr. Minister, I'm sure that you and | both
know that we're never through learning, butlet’s hope
that you can and will follow this up.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Minnedosa.

MR. DAVID R. (Dave) BLAKE (Minnedosa): Mr.
Chairman, we only have about half an hour whether
we decide what we’re going to pay the Minister so |
won't be too long.

MR. USKIW: It’'s agood thing I'm independent.

MR. BLAKE: | was going to get to that. Just following
along on what the Member for Portage la Prairie said,
there are weed inspectors in most municipalities or
municipal districts and I'm afraid that the Minister
might be able to, with his good offices and through
the Minister of Agriculture’'s offices, also impress
upon them the importance of what happens when
some of these noxious weeds of the more prevalent
kind, Leafy Spurge and afew others, that were almost
eradicated a few years back, have now started to
reappear and once they get away it's like some of the
other diseases that spread, as the Minister well
knows. There are cases where | think the weed
inspectors ride along the roads in their half-tons with
the spray machinery on them, or riding in the back ofa
tractor, and they're travelling down the road at a fair
speed and you're missing the odd one. The farmer
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coming along a while later maybe with a bale wagon
that’s travelling a little slower can spot the various
weeds and he knows that they’re not being looked
afterand if they’re not nipped inthe bud it can be very,
very serious. But that was just to underline what my
colleague from Portage la Prairie has said.

| was encouraged by the Minister’s remarks on the
railbed problem, as | have expressed before, and |
know the Minister is a man of decision because it
didn’'t take him long to change the colours of the
license plates when he came to office and | know that
he will grasp the situation. | was encouraged to hear
him say that he will make a decision in a few days on
the railbeds because, Mr. Chairman, there was a
senior civil servant that had worked through many,
many governments in charge of this particular pro-
gram, it had been approved and it was agood sensible
program and everything was laid on and everything
was go and it was just a matter of days and days
before all the decisions were made and we wouldn’t
have had the problems with fence lines and the spring
work coming on that we're going to face now if that
decision is delayed too much longer. | am encour-
aged with the dispatch that the Minister handled the
license plate problem, that | know he will act equally
as quickly ontherailbedsituationand we’ll be watch-
ing the next few days, Mr. Chairman, to see the deci-
sion handed down that the railbeds will be handed
back to the farmers and they can proceed with their
spring operations and clean them up, build their fen-
ces or tear them down, whichever the case may be.

| will be communicating that to my constituents, Mr.
Minister, so we’ll look forward in anticipation to your
decision in the next few days.

MR. USKIW: That's fine, Mr. Chairman, | appreciate
those comments. There is not reason for any delay. |
don’t foresee anything there, Mr. Chairman, other
than there may be the odd exception to the rule which
| don’t know anything about at the moment but, by
and large, | see no reason not to proceed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Assiniboia.

MR. ARNOLD BROWN (Rhineland): | would just like
to say that in our particular area a number of roads
have been started and they have not been completed
and the people are very disappointed that there is no
expenditures of money in those particular PR roads
for this coming year, namely, 421 which is a road
which was almost completed, there’s only six miles to
go. We need some construction on that road in order
to complete it which would connect the No. 75 High-
way with the No. 30 Highway. The 201, there’s six
miles left to be completed on thatone; the 243, we had
a good start on that road and we need to complete
these roads because these are very heavily travelled
roads.

My area is probably differentthanany other area in
the province. We don’t have that many miles of road,
butthe miles of road that we do have are travelled very
heavily and there's a lot of money being generated
from my particular area towards the road building
program throughout the entire province. | would just
like to draw these roads to the attention of the Minister
and hopefully we will be able to complete these roads



Monday, 12 April, 1982

within the very near future.

| am certain of one thing, that the Minister is going
tosee many, manydelegations appearing before him.
He promised me that he was going to have an open
door, that whenever lwas going to be comingin witha
delegation and so on that he would try to accommo-
date them and | am certain that thisis going to happen
because we do need these roads. We still have many
people travelling many miles in order to pick up their
mail over a road which is disgraceful to drive on and
wedo need these extradollarsspenton theseroadsin
order that we can service that particular area.

With these few comments, Mr. Chairman, | just
hope that the Minister is going to have the open-door
policy which he promised and that whenever | try to
make an arrangement with municipalities to come
and visit the Minister that he will be able to see us
withouttoo much delay.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | know that not everyone
is happy with the road construction program as it is
indicated. | don't think that | was ever happy in any
one year of 18 Sessions. But, in any event, to be fair |
think that the member should recognize that the road
program is much more evenly distributed throughout
the province this year than it has been for a good
number of years.

MR. BROWN: Not in Rhineland, it isn't.

MR. USKIW: | know that's not something of any com-
fortto theformerMinister, Mr. Chairman, ormaybehe
does take comfort from that, | don’t know. But | have
to say that the road program this year has what |
would consider to be a fair distribution of work
throughout the province. One of the problems with
road building, as the former Minister would know, is
the fact that there is a political geography to roads
and | don't think we should deny that; there are pres-
sures from MLA'’s and pressures from municipalities
and local Chambers of Commerce and so on.

If we wanted to politicize the road program we
would have one hell of atime to spend all the money in
the rural ridings that we represent, if that’s what the
member is alluding to, because we don't represent
that many of them. The members opposite have the
bulk of them, soit's nota politicalroad program in that
context and | know that some members on the other
side, who have looked at the road programs, have
recognized that. | cantell you, at least | want to tell the
Member for Rhineland, that| don’t believe there wasa
new dollar beyond carry-over dollars that were allo-
cated to my constituency in four years. | don’t think
there was a new dollar. There was carry-over dollars
from ‘77, butl don’tthink there was a new dollar voted,
but the former Minister, who sits here today, had
priorities as well and I'm not going to argue with that,
Mr. Chairman. He had his priorities and there perhaps
is adegree of redressing of that in this year’s program
but certainly there is a fairly balanced road program
throughout the Province of Manitoba this year com-
pared to what it's been in the last three or four years.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Rhineland.

MR. BROWN: | recognize the problemsthat the Min-

ister has in these particular areas and | realize that not
everybody can be looked afterin the same year and so
on. But | would like to have the assurance from the
Minister again, as he gave me the other day when |
was talking to him personally, that we would at least
be given the opportunity to present our case to the
Minister and be able to demonstrate to him that there
is a need on some of these heavily travelled PR roads.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, there is no problem with
that. | have seen a good number of delegations today
and there's a whole host of them yet to arrive. | cer-
tainly have no problem in accommodating that kind of
a dialogue with interested people from that area. |
indicated earlier that | was terribly interested in trying
to balance off between traffic counts period and ton-
nage counts in terms of where one wants to priorize
dollar spending so there may be some trade-offs there
on a regional basis.

You know, we have a limit of dollars that we provide
for new construction and somehow we have to make
the best use of those limited dollars; a $100 million is
not a lot of money in road construction in one year,
unfortunately. We can’t build many roads for $100
million and so we have to try to somehow satisfy all of
the regions of the province where we feel the need is
the greatest, sotospeak. The Trans Canada Highway
eats up quite a bit of money every year; the four-lane
projects are going to take up quite a chunk of money;
just the completion of some of the big projects are
going to eat heavily into this year's spending pro-
gram. It has nothing to do with politics. It happens to
make sense to carry on and complete those projects
that were started by the previous administration; it
has nothing to do with personal bias. It has to do with
the reality that’'s out there. The fact that the inter-
change on Trans Canada, No. 12, must be completed.
It's well under way and we intend to finish that as
quickly as we can because not to that would be wast-
ing money already spent and that is not the kind of
game that | am interested in, Mr. Chairman.

MR. BROWN: There's one other comment that |
would like to make. | took considerableinterestin the
road from Thompson to Split Lake and from Split
Lake to Gillam. | was on the Hydro Board at that
particular time when we approved the expenditure
that we would pay half the cost of the construction of
that particular road. It's pretty important to Hydro that
this road be put in place; that when the next dam
under construction proceeds on that particular dam
that we have an alternate way of transporting equip-
ment into the area other than by way of — right now
there is only one recourse and that is railroad. You're
atthe mercy of whatever they decide to charge you as
far as transportation is concerned. | just wonder what
the Minister has in store, whether he’s going to con-
tinue with a particular program which we, in the
Hydro Board atthattime, had hoped toseewas going
to be fulfilled within the coming year.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | believe the contracts on
that road had been let by the previous administration
for the completion of that road, the construction por-
tion of it, if I'm not mistaken. | may be wrong; there
may be some componentin this year’s budget. Ifit is,

1362



Monday, 12 April, 1982

it's probably a carry-over component. —(Interjec-
tion)— Did they carry over any money? | can't
remember.

So, the Member for Pembina says gravelling is new
money. Well, all right, so there is some new money
there. You know, the roads in the north are terribly
expensive to build and it crosses my mind quite
frankly whether or not with respect to some communi-
ties yet not linked up whether it isn’'t cheaper to pro-
vide air service with subsidized travel than to build the
roadstretches that would have to built to link them up.
The interest on the money alone could pay the sub-
sidy on the air travel; that's about the size of itin some
of those communities.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Pembina.

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, | take this opportu-
nity to wind down the Estimates of the Minister of
Highways and Transportation. | am pleased to see
that the Minister is prepared to move and move rather
swiftly on that right-of-way disposal question because
that’s one that has just been sitting around much
muchtoolong.It'sbeenaroundforthefouryearsthat
I've been part of a government in the province and it
can be resolved.

The Minister made some reference to the politics of
the road program and | can't let that comment go
unnoted because the Minister indicated that his pro-
gram this year was one of the most equitably distrib-
uted one in some time —(Interjection)— yes, Harry
Enns indicated that as well, that’s right. It's one of
those ones that the political veterans use on us green
newcomers and, you know, the Minister made a cou-
ple of references to the distribution of the highway
constructiondollar. | might point outthat althoughiit’s
changed slightly since the last election that it was
nigh unto impossible to spend a dollar on highways
without spending it in a Conservative constituency.
That didn’t deter us from spending better than $5
million a year on 392 through the constituencies of, |
suppose, Flin Flon, Churchill and a couple of the
others that were around there and we even got a few
dollars into The Pas for the Chairman to drive home
onanicesmoothroad which he can do south of town.
The Minister made the comment that in four years he
didn’t have anything but carry-over, well, he was
smart enough in his eight years to get his road paved
to his doorstep.

On the serious side, | am pleased to see that the
Minister is indicating that he’'s going to consider the
construction of roads on the basis of tonnage patt-
erns because that’s very important and rail line aban-
donment. That's something that we had targeted in
on, 250 being a road that we'd spend particular
emphasis on and there were others that were in the
planning mill. So the Minister is on the right track; it's
the same track we were on. That's the only way you
can really proceed, | think, in the road construction
program.

| am sorry to see that — oh no, the Minister of
Energy and Mines hasn’t quite left yet. But | am cer-
tainly pleased to see that the Minister of Energy and
Mines has not had any influence on you as Minister of
Highways and Transportation in that you're still going
to be constructing roads with shoulders. That is of
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greatcomforttoall ofusandit’s agreat comfort to all
those many thousands of Manitobans that work in the
health care system because they didn’t want to have
roads without shoulders because the accident rate
and the injuries would certainly have skyrocketed.

I'll tell you what, I'll turn the floor over to the Minis-
ter of Energy and Mines so that hecan . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: That's 1.(a) Minister’s Salary.

MR. ORCHARD: Now just a minute now, | was turn-
ing the floor over to the Member for Transcona.
There’s a couple of things that come out in the Esti-
mates and the Minister has indicated that a number of
the policy areas he can’t really comment on because
he hasn’t had an opportunity to examine the policy
areas such being the new role of his ministerial
responsibilities. That ‘answer we will accept; on the
other hand, the Minister is a veteran of this Legislature
and knows where not to tred from time to time. | think
the lesson of his colleague, the Minister of Natural
Resources, was maybe a very exemplary one for all
Ministers presenting Estimates because from time to
time maybe his problem was that he was quite too
honest with the members of the committee and said
exactly what he was going to do and quite often that
was quite a little different from what the general
impression of what he should be doing was. So we
look forward next year to reviewing this Minister’s
Estimates and seeing any and all of the policy changes
that may be developed over the summer recess of the
Legislature.

But there is one area that I'd like to point out. In
introducing the total Estimates, the Minister of Finance
indicated some 15 percent increase for the Depart-
ment of Highways. On one hand he based his increase
on projected spending increases, | believe, not over
print over print; he used the Supplementary Supply
plus the print and that represented, | think, a 14.9
percent whereas his printover printwas 17 percentor
thereabouts. There was a little bit of jiggery-pokery
going on with the Minister of Finance and his presen-
tation, and he used the information that the Depart-
ment of Highways was up by 15 percent. If one takes
the one item alone of the construction budget, | think
you'llfind thatthe actualiscloseto$930or$94 million
which means that the construction budget is actually
up by about 7 percent over lastyear unless the Minis-
ter adds Supplementary Supply at a later time this
year. It's notthe 15 percent as alluded to by the Minis-
ter of Finance.

The other thing that we found out in the course of
the Estimates was that the Minister is going to be
coming in with a sub-supply of approximately, oh,
$3.5 million for the water bomber and its staffing and
crew which aren't part of the Estimates.

But | guess to date if | could sum up, the Minister
has changed the colour of the licence plates in four
short monthsfromthe red, white and blue of anumber
of our neighbouring countries to the colours of Libya
and south Yemen. He has frozen the sale of rights-of-
way which | will admit he indicates he's going to
address very shortly and possibly even this week.

The third thing that's been accomplished is that we
have Mr. Bill Janssen back on staff through a consult-
ing contract; with Mr. Janssen was imported the Sas-
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katchewan Crow rate position, right or wrong, but
nevertheless primarily the Saskatchewan Crow rate
position. In his spare time, Mr. Janssen has saw fit to
write a beef income support plan for the Province of
Manitoba, also quite close to the Saskatchewan pro-
gram, so that the farmers of Manitoba are encouraged
and pleased to know that this Minister and the
Department of Agriculture once again has the servi-
ces of Mr. Bill Janssen. | won't give his affectionate
name out in the country because that has caused
some objection from time to time but with agriculture
and transportation policy being now formulated by
Mr. Janssen, farmers tend to rest less than easy now.

The other thing that the Minister has accomplished
is the hiring of Harry Shafransky as a special assist-
ant. He told me tonight earlier on, although I'll allude
toit only gently, that he hasn't been carrying out some
of the responsibilities of a special assistant because
the cupboard is bare.

You know, there are a couple of other areas that the
Minister has indicated that he’s going to make some
changes in which we're going to watch with caution,
particularly the one of the staff person in his office
who's going to be looking after equal opportunity
employment. That's a pretty avant-garde area to get
into and we’ll watch that one with a great deal of
interest.

But I'm pleased that this Minister has over the past
week-and-a-half that we've been dealing with his
Estimates committed to consult with the MLAs on
both sides of the House on road construction, the
priorities and the needs. I'm pleased to see that heis
taking a look at traffic density in terms of priorization
of provincial road reconstruction. I'm also pleased
that he's willing to sit down and discuss the further-
ance of the road-dam combination project that | have
in my constituency that | think he would find to be a
most useful conceptto have for atest area. All of us on
this side of the House look forward to working with
this Minister and bringing our concerns of the
department to him for his assistance and for success-
ful completion of projects that are of some priority in
our areas.

Since Mr. Gretzky is now playing hockey for the last
40 minutes, Mr. Chairman, | think unless there were
some further comments that stimulated debate from
the Minister that would be our contribution to his
Estimates.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | do want to point out to
the Member for Pembina that if you took the Supple-
mentary Supply Estimates that are yet to appear and
you add on top of that the Enabling Vote which was in
this department which is now in Finance at $2.16
million that the total sum of the department really
would be 202 roughly, $202 million as opposed to 170
vote over vote. So you're looking a quite a substantial
increase there.

The member is right with respect to the construc-
tion dollars because of an add-on project that was put
in late last year, namely, the road to Gillam. | don’t
know just at what level, you know, one can sustain a
program or all programs relative to inflation pres-
sures. | know that the energy costs have hit this kind
of a department rather severely in the last few years
and it's put quite a crimp in the idea of expansion of

programming with respect to this department and one
or two others. But | think it's fair to say that we are
keeping pace with it and that's about all | think we can
expect to do in these economic times.

With respect to the member’s observations as to the
use of people, | have never fully appreciated the
attacks of members opposite on people thatarenotin
the committeetorespondtothose attacks, itdoesn't
matter who they are, itis wrong. | think itis wrong in
principletoattack someone that cannot respond back
whoisserving the public in whatever capacity and the
individual that the member alluded to has served the
public of Canada for many many years before he
entered service in the Government of Manitoba. He
served the people of Canada through a number of
other governments in a number of other provinces
vis-a-vis a consulting firm that he worked for for a
good number of years — avery prominant consulting
firm. | believe the Conservative government of Mani-
tobapriorto 1969 indirectly employed that same per-
son in the hiring of consulting services. —(Inter-
jection)— That’s right, so did this government
indirectly. —(Interjection)— That'’s right, indirectly.
—(Interjection)— Well, | don’'tknow if he was involved
in TED or not, but certainly the person that has been
the subject of some personal vindictiveness has
worked for a number of governments and mostly
Conservative governments across Canada in one
form or another. The notion that a public figure or
public servant should be subject to attack in a con-
sistent way as this one was is something that | think
takes away from the credibility of the people that
employ that method, you know, the idea of innuendo
withoutjustifyingit, forexample. | thinkit's clearand |
think the individual in question will readily admit his
political beliefs, Mr. Chairman, | don’t think that's at
issue. That is why the person was hired, to conformin
the policy area with the government of the day, and
that's how it ought to be.

When the Conservatives are elected, | would hope
thatthey don't hire New Democrats as their key advis-
ers; | would think that they wouldn't be doing that, Mr.
Chairman. They wouldn’t certainly satisfy their con-
stituency and that applies equally to all political par-
ties. There has to be some common motivation
between the government of the day and the key advis-
ers that they use from time to time, so | have never
really found it difficult to accept that concept no mat-
ter which governmentin Canadaemployed it. In fact, |
would think they’'d be kind of stupid if they didn’t rely
on their faithful who have the capacity, who are able
people, to help them along in governing the country. |
know that the Prime Minister of this country couldn’t
possibly feel comfortable in hiring the services of
someone who was very close to the Leader of the
Opposition in Manitoba. Itjustisn't going to work that
way and thatis the reality of the political process. With
those few comments, Mr. Chairman, | think I'll vote
myself the salary.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That's 1.(a) Minister's Salary—pass.
No. 80 — Resolved that there be granted to Her
Majesty a sum not exceeding $3,192,000 for High-
ways and Transportation for General Administration
for the fiscal year ending the 31st day of March,
1983—pass.
Committee rise
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SUPPLY — AGRICULTURE

MR. CHAIRMAN, Jerry T. Storie (Flin Flon): The
Committee will come to order. Continuing with the
Agricultural Estimates, Item 4.(e) Technical Services
Branch, Item No. (1) Salaries, Item No. 4.(e)(1) —pass;
4.(e)(2) Other Expenditures—pass, 4.(e)(2)—pass,
(e)—pass; 4.(f) Agricultural Training Branch, 4.(f)(1)
Salaries—pass; 4.(f)(2) Other Expenditures, (2) —pass;
4.(f)(3) Agricultural Societies — the Honourable
Member for Arthur.

MR. JAMES E. DOWNEY (Arthur): Mr.Chairman, the
funding forthe Agricultural Society Fairs, | believe I'm
correct in this, the fairs, the Keystone Centre, the
operations of the Agriculture Extension Office in
Brandon or the Agricultural School falls within this
appropriation, | believe. Could the Minister indicate
any major changes to the Agricultural Societies’ fund-
ing fair programs or any policy changes that he may
be introducing in this particulararea? | think my col-
league maybe has a question or two on this as well, |
don’t have many.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for
Gladstone.

MRS. CHARLOTTE OLESON (Gladstone): Thank
you, Mr. Chairman. | have a question which involves
the Austin Agricultural Museum, is there any change
in the funding for that this year?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

HON. BILL URUSKI (Interlake): Mr. Chairman, in the
total area of the Agricultural Societies there is an
increase in the budget of approximately $60,000 to
cover increases in prize money to fairs; there's an
increase in the operating expenses of the Austin
Museum, the horse race meets —(Interjection)— in
terms of prize money. Those are the three, some
increasein the judges’ fees; those three areas amount
to that $60,000.00.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, could the Minister
indicate what kind of a cost-shared agreement they
have with the Austin ‘Museum? Has there been any-
thing worked out? | know there were monies spent by
the province to work with the Board of Directors of the
Austin Museum to look at some alternatives that may
be put in place to expand the use of, to get a higher
throughput of tourists through - I'm sure the Minister
of Tourism would be interested in this too - a higher
throughput of people, generating more revenues to
support the Austin Museum. | know that, in particular,
there were some difficulties between the Austin
Museum Board and the Hall of Fame Board and that
was one of the other reasons that the previous admin-
istration, in committing funds to the expansion of the
Keystone Centre, in fact, would provide, and did pro-
vide, additional space for the Hall of Fame who had
made the decision to move away from the Austin
Museum and provide space for them at the Keystone
Centre in Brandon.
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Are they workingon anongoing agreement or what
kind of a commitment does the Minister have to the
Austin Museum? I'm sure there are a large number of
pioneers who feel, and | feel as well, that they've put
together atremendous showplace foragriculture and
some of the historical happenings, the machineryj.
Certainly we, as a government, were committed to
supporting them by picking up a deficit of some, |
think it was close to $100,000 in previous expense
when we came into office and then made an annual
commitment. What is the commitment that is going
out, the present commitment and the agreement that
they're planning on working out with the Austin
Museum?

MR.URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, the honourable member
probably recalls that there is a study under way
between | think one Helgi Austman, who was the
former Assistant Deputy Minister within the depart-
ment, to develop some long-range plans, and who's
working with the Board of Directors of the Austin
Museum, in terms of which way the museum should
gointermsof the thrust that the museum should take
and they are examining a number of options. That
study is still under way. There is no ongoing formal
agreement in terms of the Museum and the Govern-
ment of Manitoba. We no doubt will want to review
very closely the recommendations and the discus-
sions that are now going on between Mr. Austman
and the Federal Government and the Manitoba Gov-
ernmentand the Museum Board to see what direction
the recommendations go towards. At that point in
time, we'll be able to determine what kind of ongoing
future commitment there is.

In terms of present day commitments, we are pro-
viding, along with the operating budget which is
increased from $108,000to $120,000 this year, plus an
additional student employment program of six stu-
dents, whichisthe same of last year in terms of assist-
ing the Museum with their ongoing operations. That
funding isin place, there's an increase there, but any-
thing additional there is nothing in terms of at the
present time that we've already discussed and we're
working on. We're waiting for that study that is under
way to be completed and then we can examine where
we go from there.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, | believe the appoint-
ment or the study that was announced was done not
too long ago; I'm pretty sure it was the Minister him-
self who was involved or one of the members of his
government that put the study together. We had
funded boardsofdirectors or the board of directors to
look at other operations throughout the country to
see what in fact could be done to make some funda-
mental changes that would assist the museum peo-
ple. Could the Minister indicate to what level is he — |
may be in the wrong place, | maybe missed it, but |
would like him to make a comment on the Hall of
Fame, what financial commitment is there within the
Department of Agriculture to support the Hall of Fame
this year?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman,thereis $1,000increase,
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from $11,000 to $12,000, for the Hall of Fame in terms
of the operations of the Hall of Fame.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Roblin-Russell.

MR. J. WALLY McKENZIE (Roblin-Russell): | have
two or three questions, Mr. Chairman. | wonder, can
the Minister advise the House, | think it was the Advi-
sory Board met and made certain recommendations
regarding building grant applications for the various
fairs around the province of how many of those
changes can we anticipate in the year ahead? I'm
wondering if the Minister is continuing with the bur-
sary program that was in place. We were very fortu-
nate to have one of my constituents qualify for one of
those last year and they really appreciated it.

The other thing is the Keystone Centre in Brandon.
| think the province picks up the deficit or half of the
deficit,ifthe Minister canadvise me how the Keystone
operated in ‘81.

The lastquestion, Mr. Chairman, is the Farm Safety
Program. | wonder if the Minister can advise us of any
new programs or any new suggestions from the
department to try and cut down the number of farm
accidents that we're experiencing across the province.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman,beforel getthe answers
to the questions concerning Keystone and the Farm
Safety Program, could | ask the member which bur-
sary he is speaking about?

MR. McKENZIE: There's one for Agriculture and
there's one for Economics | understand. That's from
the Agricultural Society Advisory Board as | under-
stand it, | think they’re about $100 each. And then
there were some bursary programs in Home Ecand in
Agriculture. | don’tknow how they were, | think it was
eight of Agricultural bursaries and some maybe 15in
HomeEc oritcould bevice versa, I'm not sure.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, possibly the member is
referring to the Evelyn Ames bursary. That is, | am
advised, a trust fund. The department is not involved
in that area directly. There is a trust fund that has been
established and it's ongoing by I'm sure some group;
we're not involved in that directly.

Mr. Chairman, with respect to the Keystone Centre,
the annual operating budget of the Centre is approx-
imately $600,000.00. The deficit for 1980 was approx-
imately $80,000, while the projected deficit for 1981 is
$60,000.00. This deficit is shared 50-50 between the
province and the City of Brandon. The Centre has had
good years in 1980 and 1981, but as we all realize
ever-increasing costs are affecting the Centre opera-
tions. There has been a new major addition to the
Centre which honourable members would have had
the opportunity to view during their trip to the Royal
Winter Fair and I'm sure they went through, or maybe
had the opportunity to tour some of the displays,
although the floor has not had the concrete put in.
The addition is being supported by the Provincial
Government to the tune of $600,000.00. The addition
is costing approximately $1.2 million; we've already
put forward the $600,000 towards that addition, the
province has already provided those funds. Insofaras
the deficit, as I've indicated, we've committed our-
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selves to approximately $60,000 in terms of the deficit.

Oh, yes, the Farm Safety Program. Mr. Chairman,
the department cost-shares this program or at least
provides funds to the Manitoba Safety Council which
has developed a four-session farm family safety
course for presentation to farm groups throughout
Manitoba. Assistance has beenprovided by organiza-
tions like Manitoba Hydro and the Agricultural Chem-
ical Association as well to this group. There are 10
qualified instructors located in several different
communities who have been trained to present this
safety course, and any rural group wishingto sponsor
the course may apply. The course was offered to 10
communities in ‘81-82 and we’re expecting some
increase this year.

| have to say to the honourable member that
although we sponsored 10, five were cancelled
because of low registration. People were just not tak-
ing them up; but of the five that were delivered,
approximately 130 farm families graduated involving
approximately 250 people in the course that was
offered, so in terms of those people involved, a fairly
reasonable number of people, but there are courses
that were put on were not taken up as much as we had
hoped that they would be taken up.

In terms of the building grants to ag societies, Mr.
Chairman, the funds that are being provided are the
same as last year, approximately $145,800.00.

MR. McKENZIE: One final question, Mr. Chairman. |
wonder, can the Minister advise, is there any change
in the district directors of the Agricultural Societies
Fair Board?

MR. URUSKI: Not at this point in time, no.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for
Gladstone.

MRS.OLESON: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Minis-
ter, 'm wondering, do these Estimates reflect any
support program for multi-use buildings for agricul-
tural societies on agricultural society grounds? I'm
particularly thinking of halls and rinks, and I'm partic-
ularly thinking of one community in my constituency.
Treherne is interested in replacing a building. Does
this reflect any plans or are you planning that in the
future?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, specifically, the funds
under this appropriation would be used predomi-
nantly for agricultural societies and the funds are
limited. In terms of seeking additional funding for
multi-use buildings, | would assume the capital grants
that would be available under the lotteries program,
the communities would use those kinds of funds. At
the presenttime, I'm not aware ofany other program
that would be available to community groups to make
use of joint funding for multi-use buildings. The funds
that are being provided here as | understand are spe-
cifically for the use of the Agricultural Society.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Arthur.

MR.DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, | think the Member for
Gladstone has raised an important point and one
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which | would take the opportunity to discuss with
some of the communities and their ideas and efforts
to expand on facilities within a community. It would
be helpful I'm sure to those communities if the Minis-
ter of Agriculture would in part of his Estimates or
expenditures looked at additional funds not just
through lotteries but additional funds committed by
the Department of Agriculture to support physical
structures or an accommodation within some of the
rinks and different parts of the building structure to
service the agriculture community. Because a good
example of that is the service that the Keystone Cen-
tre provides and | think in a smaller way a lot of the
communities. The member has mentioned Treherne;
they have a desire as a community to put up a new
facility; to have the agricultural fairs use that building
like a lot of the other communities and joint funding
by the Department of Agriculture with other depart-
ments of government, | think, would be a move in the
right direction to support those communities.

Specifically, on thisitem and | would ask the Minis-
ter, has he increased the grant to the Women'’s Insti-
tute and has he reintroduced a grant to the Manitoba
Farmers’ Union, Mr. Chairman, under this
appropriation?

MR.URUSKI: Yes,Mr.Chairman, thereisanincrease
from $28,000 to $31,000 for the Women'’s Institute.

| want to thank the honourable member for raising
the pointofsome additional fundsfor capital works. |
would like to remind him and his colleagues, the Spe-
cial Municipal Loans Fund was one such type of a
fund that was available to governments to be able to
provide additional funding and to municipal govern-
ments or community groups for just those kinds of
projects that the Honourable Member for Gladstone
raises and the Member for Arthur raises. But that, as
the member well knows, was done away with and
incorporated into the last budget to lower the deficit
situation of the Province of Manitoba, so while now |
thank them for their suggestions, | only remind them
that they should have been a little bit more stringent
with their own colleagues when they were in govern-
ment and when they did away with those kinds of
funds which were used to assist communities, munic-
ipalities, for the building of municipal works or com-
munity structures and the like. That kind of funding
was available.

As well, | should mention that it may be worthwhile
to consider programs of labour forgiveness, for
example, in terms of the construction where commun-
ity groups got together in their communities to build
additional structures. Those kinds of programs were
in terms of labour forgiveness where community
groups would channel their funds which they would
have raised in the community forthe materials and the
supplies, and the province would assist in terms of
providing some labour funds to assist in the areas of
unemployment, to take people of the welfare rolls and
to take people off Unemployment Insurance and the
like, people who were employed.

Those kinds of programs which were in place were,
as the member well knows, done away with. They did
bring some assistance to communities in terms of
building very worthwhile projects, of extending
community halls,and building municipal garagesand
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those kinds of things. Certainly, | appreciate those
kinds of comments, but the members well know that
while they're now talking about those kinds of pro-
grams, the ax fell very quickly after they were elected.
I'm pleased to hear their comments because now
they're at least acknowledging that there was some
meaningful assistance provided to communities and
people who were unemployed. | guess it does matter
in the Legislature which side of the House you arein
and | give that for their information.

Mr. Chairman, | thank the honourable member for
asking me whether or not we have any funds for the
Farmers’ Union. There's been a request, but there's
been no specific dollar in these Estimates, and cer-
tainly | thank the honourable member since he well
knows whatit’s like to provide grants to groups, either
directly orindirectly, forservices rendered. He knows
very well how funds can flow from government, but
we have not provided any funds at this point in time to
the Farmers’ Union. | would think that any funds to
any group that we would provide would be tied to
some work and project that they would be undertak-
ing, thatthere would be some results from the project
that would be useful to us in government or the organ-
ization itself.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, the Minister tries to
lead me to believe that because of some particular
changes that we made, the rural communities were
not able to add agricultural facilities, dual purpose
facilities, or rinks, or community centers. That isn't
the case at all. The Minister, if he thinks the program
was doing so well, why hasn’t he introduced it in his
Estimates to do just that?

Mr. Chairman, we also saw the unemployment rate
go down to one of the record lows in Manitoba during
ourtermofoffice. Wedidn't particularly have to putin
the make-work project he's talking about, that isn't
really the purpose of our objective. But, Mr. Chair-
man, what we were referring to is a meaningful facility
funded through the Department of Agriculture so
agricultural societies could use them during fair days
and that type of thing. | used the Keystone Centre as
an example in a little larger way, of some of the multi-
ple uses that are taking place with taxpayers’ funds.

Mr. Chairman, the reason | asked the question on
the provincial Farmers’ Union organization that for
the four or eight years prior, at least the four years
prior to us getting into office in 1977, the New Demo-
cratic government of that time contributed some
$20,000 per year. | don’t know how many years prior
to — about 1973 that would have been put in, but that
totalled as | look back and saw it, some $80,000 to a
farm organization that represented probably less than
5 percent of the farmers of the Province of Manitoba. |
just couldn’t figure out how he could justify it. He is
now referring to some specific work project, or some
particular job he wants them to do. They are pretty
well aligned with the present Minister of Agriculture
and that's why I'm asking. Is he prepared, or is he
providing, or are there funds that he has available to
provide to the Farmers’ Union eitherin adirectwayas
a grant or to hire a service that they may be able to
provide? | would ask the Minister directly, is he pre-
paring to do that, or has he done it to this point?
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MR.URUSKI: Mr.Chairman, | answered the question
of the honourable member. | indicated that there’s
been a request for funds, but there’s been no specific
amount indicated that we will be providing at all.

MR.DOWNEY: Mr.Chairman, is he going to provide
funds to the Farmers’ Union?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, certainly | would want
to consider any application for funds very seriously in
terms of the specific use of those funds.

MR.DOWNEY: Onecan only assume, Mr. Chairman,
that the Minister is preparing to provide financial
assistance to afarm organization that represents less
than 5 percent of the people. That’s really what we
have to assume from his answers and he is not deny-
ing it, so we will proceed to carry on. | think probably
the Minister would be well advised if he does make
such an agreement or a contract, that we would know
aboutitandthe specificobjectiveorthereasoningfor
that particular funding.

Mr. Chairman, | don't think | have any more ques-
tions in this particular area unless some of my col-
leagues have.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for
Niakwa.

MR. ABE KOVNATS (Niakwa): Thank you, Mr.
Chairman. | guess there’s not too many people up in
the gallery as per usual just when | get up toask a
question, but | would like to just ask the Honourable
Minister a couple of small questions here.

First of all, are there any grants being made to the
St. Vital Agricultural Society? Are they still in exist-
ence? And if they are still in existence, to what extent
are they keeping the Agricultural Society operating?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, | think the Honourable
Member for Niakwa could probably enlighten me
whether or not the St. Vital Ag Society is still in exist-
ence. He'd probably be able to provide me with that
information. If not, | have to tell him | don’t know. I'll
be quite honest with the honourable member. | will
check to find out whether that organization is still in
existence and what funds, if any, have flowed or are
flowing now. I'm not aware of any funds being bud-
geted for that group, but | obviously am not aware of
everything that’s going on. I'll have to check for that
honourable member.

MR. KOVNATS: | would just remind the Honourable
Minister that the St. Vital Agricultural Society did exist
at one time. | don’t know of any contact with them in
thelast little while,butasamatteroffacttheproperty
that they had, they had some sheds there where they
had horses, they used to have flower shows all along
where the St. Vital Curling Club is at this time. —
(Interjection)— The flowers grew well there, that's
right. | wasn't trying to be humourous in this regard,
Mr. Minister, inasmuch as | thought there there’'s got
to be some societies who do take advantage of the
Provincial Government and do still accept grants and
there is nothing to do with agriculture with these
societies at all, but they are accepting grants under
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Agricultural Society grants.

| think that in some cases maybe they are putting
the government through and | really wouldn’t wantto
see that happen. That’s one of the reasons | had asked
about the St. Vital Agricultural Society, not that | had
any reason to believe that they were trying to put
through the government, but if there’'s been some
connection with sporting groups through the Agricul-
tural Society, arenas and things of that nature. | was
just thinking that maybe there’s an opportunity of
getting some sort of an organization called the St.
Boniface Agricultural Society which has much farm-
land around in my area and starting this society,
receiving a grant and putting it into a sports complex
of some kind, would that be acceptable, Mr. Minister,
and still follow the terms of reference for the societies?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, if there’s an agricultural
society and board that feels that it would qualify for
any items under this Budget in terms of grants that
may be available, they obviously should be in touch
with our branch and to understand how the program
operates and contact them. We have our Director of
Ag Societies involved in that. If they would wish to
correspond with me, we'd certainly forward a letter on
to them so they could be considered. | can't tell the
honourable member whether specifically this would
be covered or not; I'd like to hear from the group and
then that determination could be made.

MR. KOVNATS: Onestep furtherthen, | think thatit's
a wonderful opportunity. | had asked the Honourable
Minister of Sports and Recreation whether, infact, we
could receive some funding for a covered arena
wherethe girls can play ringette, but not with artificial
ice, just with a bare surface that will keep —(Inter-
jection)— and | understand that’'s another part of the
story. What I'm really interested in is getting an arena
for my area, really that’s the important part of getting
an arenafor my area, which if we have to work in with
the Agricultural Society to get an arena because
they’re going to show a few horse shows or things of
that nature. I'm laying the cards on the table; I'm not
shooting from way out in the left field there. Thisis my
intention and | would like to pursue it if there’s that
opportunity of calling it an agricultural society and
having an arena which we can use as a two-purpose
affair, like to play hockey or ringette, and to have
horse shows similar to whatis in Brandon and I'm not
against what they do in Brandon. But I'd like to know
whether, in fact, we can pursue that here in the City of
Winnipeg, do we follow the same rules?

MR. URUSKI: Mr.Chairman, my remarks tothe Hon-
ourable Member for Niakwa, my answer to the Hon-
ourable Member for Gladstone would be the same
one as | gaveto herintermsof multi-use buildings, in
termsof availability of monies or grantsforstructures
that are in addition to, orto be used over and above for
otheruses than an ag society, Mr. Chairman. While in
Brandon, the Brandon has an historical significance
to the Province of Manitoba as being a provincial
exhibition. They are a joint funding between the City
of Brandon, the province and the Ag Society because
of the actually trilateral use of that facility, so there's
quite a bit of difference between what he is speaking
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of. But the answer | gave to the Honourable Member
for Gladstone in sofarasjoint other uses than just the
Ag Society would hold.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 4 (f)(3)—pass, 4.(f)—pass; 4.(g)
Communications Branch, 4.(g)(1) Salaries — the
Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, the Communications
Branch within the Department of Agriculture, asfaras
the overall detailed and technical information that is
provided for the farm community, has certainly in
some people’s estimation not been performing a job
quiteas wellasitcould have possibly beenand follow-
ing those kinds of comments and discussion with
particularly media people, people throughout rural
Manitoba and people who are responsible for getting
information out, we proceeded, Mr. Chairman, to do
really an in-house study of: No. 1, the quality of the
communications —(Interjection)— well, call it in-
house, out-house, it doesn’t really matter, itwasdone
anyway. A very qualified person was hired by the
departmenttoreview andreally thetermsof reference
| thought were fairly broad as far as the overall objec-
tive, and that wasif the information that the Commun-
ications Branch were putting out wasn’'t of good
material or good quality, then the distribution of it as
far as | was concerned it was better off not to have a
wide distribution and be kept fairly limited.

So, we're spending public money and | think it's
important that the maximum, we were concerned, as
far as thie quality of the information, it had to be top-
notch and the distribution and the effectiveness of
that information had to be as broad and as wides-
pread as possible. At what stage is that review at? Has
the Minister changed it in any way and will we get a
copy of the report?

The same, Mr. Chairman, there were certainly indi-
viduals who were employed within the Department of
Communications, could he at this particular time say
if there are any changes of personnel in or out of the
Communications Branch? As well, there was hired to
assist in some of the communications work an indi-
vidual by the name of Fran Wershler, could he now
give us the status of that particular individual who
worked with the Minister’s office but as well with the
Communications Branch?

MR. URUSKI: Mr.Chairman, the honourable member
likely knows that the study that he’s referring to is the
one that he commissioned and against the recom-
mendations of his department in terms of who made
proposals and in terms of value for the funds that were
requested. The Minister, himself, made the decision; |
guess he wanted to provide someone with a specific
jobtodo. That project was to be concluded by the end
of January. We still have not received the report; we've
requested it on several occasions. We were advised
that some time this week or next week that report will
be available to us and | am certainly awaiting that
reportand that analysis that was done. Insofar as staff
within the department, there basically is no changes|
think in the full-time staff. There had been a term
position that expired in March that wasn’t renewed.
There's been another person hired in that term posi-
tion for | think it's a six month term, and we're just

trying that out, but in terms of the full positions, the
complement still remains the same.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, if the Minister’s trying
tomake an issue with me as far as | was concerned,
and my not totally agreeing with the administration or
the staff and a particular issue, that certainly isn't
something new. | didn’t agree with my staff, particu-
larly those that were trying to promote metric in the
agriculture community, and —(Interjection)— the
comments that are coming are certainly helpful and |
willyield the floor to allow some of the speeches to be
more directly put on the record. It looks like Russ
Doern’s been at work again.

Mr. Chairman, the study which I'm referring to —
(Interjection)— Mr. Chairman, the Minister refers to
the fact that | went against my department in having
the study of the Communications Branch. | haven't
seen any department of any government to this point,
Mr. Chairman, that didn’t want to have a review done
of their particular department. Mr. Chairman, it's
typical for the Minister to sit there and say that the
Department of Communicationsdidn’t need to have a
review done, that we should spend the taxpayers’
money and not take a look at really the quality and the
distribution of information fromthe department. That,
Mr. Chairman, | have no problem with, the same as the
Department of Agriculture, we're not going to push
metric all over me and all over the farmers in Mani-
toba. | stood up, Mr. Chairman, and resisted that kind
of an action, and it's on the record, it's in press
releases, and all the evidence shows how | stood on
that position, thesameas| feltabout the review of the
Communications Branch. Mr. Chairman, the Minister
hasreferred to the laying off or the firing or the ending
ofatermposition of the Communications person and
it'sbeenrefilled. Who now has thatjob, Mr. Chairman,
to the Minister?

MR. URUSKI: The individual that has been hired in
the term position is Miss Lois Schlosser. | should
mention to the honourable member, specifically, |
neglected to mention to him that one person from the
Communications Branch has been seconded to
another department to do communications work.

The member also spoke about the department
being opposed to having a review done. Mr. Chair-
man, maybe the Minister wants to slough that one
over or maybe he doesn’t, maybe his memory is a bit
weak, but the fact of the matter is, the department
wasn’t opposing the review at all. In fact, as | under-
stand it, the Minister authorized the review to be
made, the department accepted it, and they received
proposals from two groups, or one individual and
another group, and in terms of the recommendations
to the Minister, in fact, | believe even before he
decided to make the decision, he went ahead and
moved it along without having the benefit of his
department’s views as to the competency and the
qualifications of the groups involved.

So let the member not try and indicate that the
department was somehow reluctant to have a review
done. There was no argument about a review being
done or not done, Mr. Chairman. The decision was
made by the Minister to give someone a job in terms of
review without regard to the competency and the
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scope of the review and the adequacy of the people
involved in terms of being qualified or not qualified,
Mr. Chairman. Let the Minister not try and fudge the
record on that one. The member, pardon me.

MR.DOWNEY: I'm sure if | still was the Minister that
the farm community would probably have some diffi-
culties in understanding the policies and direction,
but not quite as many as they're having with the cur-
rent Minister that's there. | would like to, for the record
Mr. Chairman, say that | in no way, shape or form in
being a partoftheselection, | discussed with my staff
the pros and cons of the different groups who were
being recommended. The qualifications as far as
each one or each group or one or the other were
concerned, as far as | was concerned, were pretty
much equal, depends on the kind of work and the cost
to do that work compared, the selection | made, |
think, with the department was one that would be
most effective.

The names, the one who has the job —there’s a Gail
Watson who is the Director of Home Economics for
the Province of Manitoba for several years, a person
who has a pretty good knowledge of the workings of
government, the workings with the farm community,
the home economist, the ag reps, the total farm com-
munity; and the other individual, | believe was a Doc-
tor Lang, who | went to university under, he was the
Director of the School of Agriculture, a fine gentle-
man and a fine person and very capable —(Inter-
jection)— fine person, very capable, so | have no
problems in standing here debatingthetwo different
qualities of the people, they're both equal, but the
kindofworkthat was needed to bedone, I feltwith the
costthat had to be looked at, that the proper decision
was made and | live by that.

Mr. Chairman, | just want to know specifically who
was moved from the Department of Communications
and what department were they moved to?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, no one was moved.
There was a request by the employee to be seconded
to another department and it was granted.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, who was that individ-
ual? Does the Minister have a problem in telling us
who the individual was and where was the person
seconded to?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, the individual was Mr.
Allan Cohen. He was seconded to the Department of
Consumer and Corporate Affairs.

MR.DOWNEY: Well, Mr. Chairman, I'm just sorry that
the individual hadn’t requested that they move prior to
this Minister comingin. | have nothing wrong with the
individual, but certainly it wouldn’t have been any
problem. —(Interjection)— Mr. Chairman, no, that
wasn’'t what any study was about. Mr. Chairman, the
individual, | guess, looking at some of the pastas far
as the political affiliation was concerned, one could
suspectthat heisnottoofaraway fromthe thinking of
the present government. Mr. Chairman, the study he
has indicated will be released.

How, Mr. Chairman, and what basis did the Minister
hire the new individual for the Communications
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Branch and was the job offered to the individual who
wasinthatjob? FranWershlerwasworking there, was
the job offered to her to continue on or did he hire
another individual? What were the qualifications and
whatdid heuseashis criteriaforhiringthat individual?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, the job was not offered
to the individual who was there. The term expired and
we hired someone else with communications skills
who has had experience with rural newspapers for a
number of years, with the media, and in writing with
the CBC plus other communications background and
the term is a six-month term to see how things work
out.

MR. DOWNEY: Well, Mr. Chairman, | am disappointed
that the Minister had not given the individual an
opportunity to continue on as I'm sure her employ-
ment was strictly on the basis of qualifications, and so
in other words one can consider that he gave her the
axeor fired as well ashe’s done with a lot of the other
people that have been around, and particularly some
of the board layoffs that he’s made. | just have to
assume that when she wasn’'t offered the job, he
hasn’t explained why she wasn't.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, the member should
know that she wason term. Herterm expired. When a
term expires the employing authority, the Minister
has the opportunity to seek other employees or con-
tinue on. We allowed the term to expire and we hired
someone else also on term and see how it will work
out.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 4.(g)(1)—pass; 4.(g)(2)—pass;
4.(g)—pass; there are no dollar amounts under 4.(h),
4.(h)—pass.

That concludes the items under Resolution No. 11,
the Agricultural Production Division.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that it be granted
to Her Majesty a sum not exceeding $9,767,400 for
Agriculture, Agricultural Production Division for the
fiscal yearending the 31stday of March, 1983—pass.

We will continue with Resolution No. 12, Regional
Agricultural Extension, Item No. 5.(a)(1) Salaries —
The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, the Regional Agricul-
tural Extension Services provided by the Department
of Agriculture, | feel in the last four years had been
used by the farm community on a broader basis. |
know that in coming into office some four years ago,
1977, the morale of the Department of Agriculture |
don’t think could have been lower. The agriculture
representatives and the field staff who had to work
directly with the farm community were somewhat
tremendously broken down. They were upset, there
had been some pretty incredible long term agricultu-
ral representatives who had left the Department of
Agriculture.

The past Deputy-Minister of Agriculture who is re-
employed by the present government again, | feel was
overdominant in his approach to the controlling of
those people and how they should operate. The direct
direction of the Schreyer administration with Bill
Janssen as Deputy-Minister directed the ag reps to
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work with a very small segment in society, with a very
minimal number of farmers, that the more agressive,
productive farmers the agricultural representatives
were told not to deal with them, to communicate with
them. They were, | would say, Mr. Chairman, leftin a
position of being very much as professional people,
very much frustratedin their jobs to better the total of
agriculture community.

| would hope, Mr Chairman, that the present Minis-
ter does not allow that to happen. We have built up
over the past four years some incredible individualsin
the more senior positions. We have, | think, changed
the whole attitude of the Department of Agriculture
and their relationship with the farm community that
there to work with the total farm community and |
hope, Mr. Chairman, that would be the case carrying
on with this particular Minister. Because, Mr. Chair-
man, there is no point of us voting funds to hire people
who are going to be puppets of a Deputy-Minister of
Agriculture or of some left-wing minded individual
within the senior ranks of the Department of Agricul-
ture and try and direct them to deal with specific
people and deal with policy and try and implement
left-wing policies instead of doing theirjob as profes-
sional people and try and better the technical skills
and the management skills and all those areas that
farmers need support from the Department of
Agriculture.

Mr. Chairman, it would be a shame if the whole
morale of the Regional Extension Offices were to
degrade like they were priorto 1977. 1 would hope, Mr.
Chairman, that the Minister would not make those
kinds of policy changes or give those directives that
would undermine the efforts that the ag reps have
carried on. | could name a few names but there have
been tremendous contributions made by the Field
Servicein the Department of Agriculture particularly
whenwe’'veseen the tough timesthat we'veseen with
the drought, flood and all those elements that we've
had to face, at the same time, Mr Chairman with the
current economic conditions that the farm commun-
ity are facing. All farmers need the ability to contact a
professional agricultural person to give them advice,
support and confidence that they have someone
within the extension who understands their difficulty.

| would hope, Mr. Chairman, that the Minister does
not plan to try and force upon them programs or
philosophies that is not in the best interests of the
farmers, but it appears as if it's starting out already.
We have the ag reps returning to program administra-
tors of Beef Programs and Interest Rate Relief Pro-
grams, additional leg work that —(Interjection)— Mr.
Chairman, the Minister says, | hope so. Mr. Chairman,
| would hope that he would ask some of his staff to
recommend to him how it could be handled better
than it was the last time and I'm sure that being dedi-
cated civil servants that they would not return to being
bankers or individuals who don't necessarily feel that
that's their line of work; as | say, professional agrolo-
gists who | think have a broad range of responsibili-
ties throughout the farm community.

Mr. Chairman, | would say to the Minister that
it would be a mistake if he was to return to that
kind of demoralizing situation within the Department of
Agriculture.
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MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, obviously there may be
some difference of opinion in terms of how one
should administrate and set the guidance for his
department between myself and the Honourable
Member for Arthur. The Member for Arthur, if | under-
stand his comments, that if you happen to be a Con-
servative and work in the Department of Agriculture,
you're okay. If you happen to be a Liberal or New
Democrat, you're in trouble because that’s not what
the farmers of Manitoba want. That's the way the
Honourable Member for Arthur is sizing up and look-
ing at how the Department of Agriculture should be
run.

Mr. Chairman, itis not my intention to operate that
way. I've asked and I've received the full co-operation
of the staff within the department and | expect that|,
as Minister, and we as government will set down cer-
tain policy directions and we will expect the staff to
carry out those policy decisions in terms of the way
we see policy thrusts going ahead.

Mr. Chairman, what the politics of the individual
are, that is up to themselves but, Mr. Chairman, |
expect as people working for the public of Manitoba
that they will be involved and they will carry out the
policy directives of this government to the best of
their ability. | want to say, Mr. Chairman, as | said
earlier, I've asked and received the full co-operation
of the staff who are involved in the Interest Rate
Program.

There is no and has been very little documentation
asto the problem areas in terms of the financial diffi-
culties that farmers face. There's very little informa-
tion documented in terms of both private and public
institutions as to who really is in trouble. Mr. Chair-
man, this exercise if anything will certainly bring out
the professional qualities and the professional exper-
tise that our department has and is able to offer the
farmers of Manitoba. Mr. Chairman, in this exercise
we will be able to at least bring about the professional-
ismthe department hasin terms of offering advice for
people who need assistance in making management
decisions for people who are in financial difficulty.
This exercise will certainly put our staff to the test in
terms of their effectiveness and their assistance that
they can offer the farmers of Manitoba.

So the honourable members might want to quibble
about the program and the extent of the program, Mr.
Chairman. This exercise certainly will give us a better
understanding, a better feeling and a more and better
data in terms of the financial picture and situation of
many farmers in Manitoba.

It will also help us to be able to dovetail, to be able to
develop our credit policies and how they can affect
and better assist the farming community, Mr. Chair-
man. That is part of the exercise that we are involved
in.

Mr. Chairman, the member made some statements
that the staff was only ordered to be involved with
certain kinds of farmers. There were specific pro-
grams that were put in place. If the former Minister
says that staff shouldn’t have been involved in those
programs, should have had the choice whether they
were involved with them or not, that's not the way |
would operate. If | have a program to offer farmers or
the people of Manitoba, | expect my staff, who are
paid by those people of Manitoba, to carry out those
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policy directives and those programs to the best of
their ability and | believe that the former Minister
would have wanted that as well. As heindicated, some
of his staff was not carrying out his wishes, his policy
directives. He expelled them or at least he suspended
them forseveral weeks, Mr. Chairman. That’s what he
indicated. | would expect they didn’t agree with him,
Mr. Chairman, obviously on the policy thrusts. Now
he has some kind of idea that because it’'snow an NDP
government and if you're not an NDP staff member
that somehow you're going to be forced to do some-
thing that you didn’t want. Mr. Chairman, hogwash |
say to the honourable member. | expect the staff to do
theirbestand | believe the department has very capa-
ble staff and who are dedicated and prepared to serve
the farming community of Manitoba.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, I'm pleased to hear the
Minister get a little more into the whole issue of how
he plans to administer and direct his programs.

The Minister again refers to the suspension of one
particular individual who was suspended for a two-
week period, Mr. Chairman, because | do not believe
it's in the best interests of the farm community to have
metric shoved down their throat. | didn’t believe as the
Minister of Agriculture when | was the Minister that |
should have metric shoved down my throat by a staff
person. Mr. Chairman, | didn’t care whether he was a
socialist, an NDP, a Liberal, or any combination of
those or a Conservative. | don't believe that when a
Minister or anyone who has a department, Mr. Chair-
man, | believe that it was the responsible way to go.

But, Mr. Chairman, | don’t have any problem with
what political philosophy the agricultural representa-
tives have in the farm community. What | have asked,
Mr. Chairman, is that they continue their jobs to be
resource people for all the farmers of the province.

Mr. Chairman, the concern | have right today — the
Minister goes back to that Mickey Mouse Interest
Rate Relief Program — thatisn’'t going to help anyone
andyet he’s going to try and do the same thing as he
did with their old beef program and the new oneisto
tryandsellit, try and stuff it down the farmers’ throats
even though it isn't any good to them. He's turning
professional agrologists, people who know how to
dealin general ways with farm people, they've gotthe
support, Mr. Chairman; as we look down the Esti-
mates, they’'ve got the support of regional production
specialists, management specialists, they've got the
manpower to recommend or to bring in these kinds of
support people that they need. But to force them, to
push an Interest Rate Relief Program onto them or a
beef program onto them, | don’t believe is in the best
interests of supporting the overall agriculture com-
munity because the program that they have to work
with isn’'t any good to start with. It's restricted to peo-
ple who are almost out of business, Mr. Chairman.
You have to be losing your business, Mr. Chairman. Is
that what we're going to see our ag reps now do,
dealing with those people who are forced out of
business?

Mr. Chairman, that isn’t going to strengthen the
total agricultural community with the use of ag reps
and all | have requested is, don’t demoralize them like
they were in the previous Schreyer years because
under Mr. Bill Janssen they were demoralized. | don't
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believe anybody could have had a more negative out-
look on life than those agricultural representatives in
Manitoba because of the directives that were sent
down from that dictatorship in the prior Schreyer
years. Thatisn’t, Mr. Chairman, in the best interests of
the farm community and they won't stand for it nor
will we.

So, Mr. Chairman, | think that the Minister if he
hasn’'t gotthe message by now that he should have —
and we will watch very closely — to see what kind of
attitude he has towards the regional agricultural
representatives in the province and how they are
allowed to work with all the farmers in the agri busi-
ness to maintain a strong agricultural community,
particularly in the difficult times that we're faced with
at this particular time.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 5.(a)(1) —the Honourable Member
for Emerson.

MR. DRIEDGER: Mr. Chairman, | just have a few
commentsthat I'd like to make to the Minister regard-
ing the ag rep situation. | might actually make a spe-
cial plea for the southeast part of the province, the
Emerson constituency, whether the Minister would
possibly consider maybe putting in additional staff,
let’s say, out of the Vita office. We have an agrep there
and a secretary that cover pretty well the whole
southern region from the Red River Valley all the way
to the Ontario boundary and | think the individual is
doing a commendable job, as | think all ag reps are.
But what has happened here though is that we have a
very spread out geographic area. We have a, | thinkiit’s
avery difficulttask to really provide the kind of service
that is desired. The farmers out there generally feel
that the ag rep is sort of the voice of government,
especially to the farm community, and as a result he
deals with many more problems than just | think
maybe the policies of government itself.

On top of that, and this is no criticism, but | think,
you know the previous administration as well as this,
the ag reps are faced with administrating many of the
programs that are sort of come up. Forexample, pre-
viously we've had flood programs, we've had drought
programs, we have had feed programs. Always the
individual ag reps are the ones that administrate the
program. They are handicapped time-wise, especially
in some areas, and this is why I'm putting in a plea for
the southeast area to see whether possibly additional
staff could be brought into that area. It’s a very diffi-
cult area to administrate. Many of the programs that
are in place right now, for example, the Tree Land
Program, the Brushing Program, the Interest Relief
Program, now with the Beef program that the Minister
is trying to foist on the beef producers; all these pro-
grams are, you have one individual that is basically
supposed to be sort of the catch-all type of operation.
He’'s supposed to be the key man in there, and as |
indicate | think the people are doing a very commend-
able job. I'm not criticizing in that respect, but | think
what happens with all these programs that they're
administrating, that very often, and the Member of
Arthur indicated before, | think they cannot actually
fulfill the full desire of the position that they have to
fulfill. And | would just like to ask the Minister what is
the rule of thumb in terms of how big an area or the
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workload thatanindividual ag rep has to carry? Once
established, that sort of printed in stone that, you
know, that there can be no additional staff moved in,
additional help moved in, or what is a Minister’s posi-
tion in a case like this?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, to the honourable
member specifically from Emerson to his questions
with respect to the ag rep services in the southeast
corner. The honourable member indicates that there
is an ag rep in the Vita district and the area is very
large. | should also mention that there is a technician
that has been hired specifically by the, | think it’'sthe
SPADA group, who works within the office of the ag
rep and also serves that area, not only that one group
but also assists the ag rep in other duties.

I'm advised that in terms of clientele or farm
numbers, while the area is very large the numbers of
farmers that are being served by that ag rep are no
more than certainly than in other areas of the province
interms of workload. It's not by the geographical area
thatstaffare assigned, it's by basically the numbers of
clientele that would be in an area, the numbers of
farmers in an area.

MR. DRIEDGER: Mr.Chairman, | agree with the Min-
ister’s statement that we have the SPADA group
underthe AgroMan Agreementthathasbeenin place,
that they have an individual there that is working on
some of these projects. But again here, at the same
time the local ag rep is also involved in that program
as well, giving him an additional load again. | just
raised this question with the Minister because | think
this service is very necessary in an area where devel-
opment is taking place. There is certain diversifica-
tion in terms of various programs to the AgroMan
Agreement that has beenset up there. There’s alot of
trial plots.

We're trying to get some of the people in the general
area that were basically cow-calf operators to get
diversified to some degree; I'm talking of the south-
east region, extreme south-east region. You know,
we're trying to get them to diversify maybe into cash
crop areas under various programs thatare goingon,
and the load is extremely heavy, and | just askcd the
Minister whether he would consider looking at that in
terms of possibly, you know, | don’t know how long
the AgroMan Agreement will be in place and the addi-
tional technician that we have there at the present
time; when that is not there, and you know as | menti-
oned before, all the various programs that the ag rep
has to administrate, it makes it extremely difficult in
an area where development is taking place. In places
like, for example, Steinbach, and St. Pierre where
there’'s ag reps as well, they have a more developed
area already where there’s a set pattern in terms of
farming. The dairy industry is established, the broiler
industry, many of things are already in place; whereas
in the southeast area out of the Vita office, in covering
thatwholeregion, it's a very complex area to coverin
a sense.

| just want to raise this point with the Minister and
askthathe keep his eye on it and | will certainly bring
this subject up to him to see whether we can maybe

get some additional staff into the area.
MR. CHAIRMAN: TheHonourable Member for Morris.

MR. CLAYTON MANNES (Morris): Thank you, Mr.
Chairman. I'd like to ask a question that stems from
some of the comments made by my colleague, the
Member for Arthur. I'm wondering if any change in
directive, or any directive is goingtogo outtoall the
agrepsastohowthey aretoallocate their time. Right
now | believe they allocate it such that all farmers
regardless of size are given an opportunity to request
information as is available through the department.
I'm wondering if, in fact, that will be maintained or if
directives will go out to these ag reps that, in fact, a
greater percentage of theirtime should be directed to
smaller farmers, however the government may choose
to define them.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, I've not issued any
directives to the staff. They areinvolvedinthe Interest
Rate Program in dealing with the farmers presently.
There has been extensive consultation with the staff
within the department in terms of certain areas of the
program, and they are now administering that pro-
gram in terms of their time and how they’re divvied up.
I'm not surethatthere is presently any type of a hard
and fast guideline from the department. It really
depends, | presume, on really where eventually and
how we set our objectives and our policies within the
department, and those this year, some of which are
already defined for us in terms of program objectives
and the time that they will spend on them. They will be
on going in terms of the time that they may be called
upon to spend on the specific programs.

Other than that, | haven’t issued any specific direc-
tive, but | would hope that they do some outreach
work with farmers who, from time to time, do not
utilize the services of the department, or don’t have
the time to use them to make some field calls just to
keep it abreast of what is happening in the area; not
only those calls that are coming into the office but that
they do know their area well as to who is doing what,
and who is involved in what kind of activities, rather
than strictly the calls that they receive to the office. |
would expect it would be an outreach, as well as
responding to specific calls that the staff — Likely
they have, that’s my thinking without any sort of pre-
conceived idea as to which way they go.

MR. MANNESS: Is the Minister then saying that after
they’ve handled their responsibilities under adminis-
trating certain programs which are in existence now
and which may be supplemented over the years, that
they are free to then service the needs of all farmers?
Is that what he’s saying, regardless of size?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, | would expectthat the
farmers who are able to utilize the services of the
department, some of whom know how to utilize those
services far better than others, and that there would
besomeonusonthestafftolookatwhatis happening
intheregionand notonlydealwiththose whoareable
to come in and make use of the services very well,
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know how to utilize the time and experience and
expertise of the staff in the department. | would hope
thatthe staff as wellareable to do some outreach and
make sure that they have a feel of not only the so-
called large farmers who may be in a position to have
information provided them from many sources over
and above the department and who may have the time
to utilize those resources and call onthemfairlyregu-
larly, that staff will also be cognizant and be knowl-
edgeable that there are other people in the farm
community as well as those who know how to utilize
their time quite well.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 5.(a)(1)—pass; 5.(a)(2) Other
Expenditure—pass; 5.(a)—pass; 5.(b) Regional Pro-
duction Specialists: 5.(b)(1) Salaries — The Honour-
able Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, | asked the Minister
the other day what the current level of bankruptcies
are in the farm community at this particular time.
Could he give us that information, not only bankrupt-
cies, but receiverships? I'm sure the Regional Produc-
tion Specialists, the farm management specialists
should have that information. Could the Minister give
us those figures?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, I'm advised that there
have been five farm bankruptcies in the Province of
Manitoba since the first of the year, | believe. That's
my information from the department. Last year’s sta-
tisticsinterms of numbers, I'll have to get them for the
honourable member.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, the Minister is telling
us there were five fromthefirstof January andin that
figure, are receiverships as well as bankruptcies
included in those numbers?

MR. URUSKI: Just bankruptcies, Mr. Chairman, that's
the advice | have.

MR. DOWNEY: Could the Minister get the number of
receiverships that have taken place within the farm
community, notonly — let me go back, Mr. Chairman
— not only as far as the actual farm bankruptcies or
receiverships that have taken place, but also farm
service centres or people who have serviced those
farm communities, | know from personal experience
of some difficult situations in that type of thing and
fertilizer dealerships as well, Mr. Chairman. But I'd
like to know specifically the numbers of receiverships
and bankruptcies. Mr. Chairman, if the Minister does
not have that | would hope he would get it. He took the
question as notice. | would hope that he would pro-
vide that. He's got staff throughout the province.
Surely, he doesn’t need an Interest Rate Relief pro-
gram to get that direct close contact that he says his
ag reps need with the farm community. He should be
able to have that.

Mr. Chairman, it's unfortunate because | would
have thought that his emergency Interest Rate Relief
program would have helped those individuals who
were going into bankruptcy and it’s just unfortunate
that the Premier, the First Minister of this province, in
his election promise promisedthefarm people, prom-
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ised the businessmen and the homeowners, that no
one would be allowed to go broke or lose theirhomes,
their farms or their businesses. The Minister, by his
own admission at this particular point, Mr. Chairman,
has just told us of five farmers that have gone bank-
rupt after an election promise in November that no
one would go bankrupt, we're hearing the Minister of
Agriculture now tell us that the Premier of the Prov-
ince of Manitoba has broken those election promises
and that we have to, Mr. Chairman, lose all faith in the
Minister of Agriculture and the Premier of the province.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, | want to tell the hon-
ourable member that we will try and get him that
information. | can advise him that the statisticsthat we
have show thatthere were 316 bankruptcies in 1981in
Manitoba outside the City o fWinnipeg and that would
be the whole range of bankruptcies dealing with per-
sonal, small business, farming, all types, the break-
down of which I’'m not sure how readily they are avail-
able. We will try and get that information for the
honourable member as soon as we can, if that infor-
mation in fact, that breakdown is available. 316 out-
side of Winnipeg in 1981.

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

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Chairman, | refer to this clear
choice for Manitobans. | wonder, the first farms in
agriculture, it says here, “Farm families are being
squeezed offthe land they developed, cultivated and
sweated overforgenerations.” Iwonderif the Minister
could advise the committee how many have been
squeezed off? It says here, “Farm families are being
squeezed offthe land they developed, cultivated and
sweated overfor generations.” Can | ask the Minister
how many families have been squeezed off the land in
the last four years or even the last year?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, in terms of numbers no
one is able to quantify the extent that people have left
farming and have left Manitoba, but what has been
able to be quantified, is the extent that people had to
leave this province and that certainly is not a figment
of one’s imagination. It is an actual fact by the very
statistics that are available to not only Manitobans but
to all Canadians as to the extent of depopulation that
we've had in this Province of Manitoba over the last
four years.

Mr. Chairman, there have been many farmers who
have sold, who have liquidated, and we are hoping
that by some of our policies we will be able to stem
that tide to assist the present operators in terms of
obtaining operating credit. What we're finding this
year, what seems to be coming forward is that while
therearemany farmers who have afairbit of equity in
their operations, they are cash short and what we're
finding is that the drought of 1980, although generally
through the province the crops were good, there are
pockets within the province where farmers have had
now two years or even longer without decent returns.
What we're finding is that many farmers are in a diffi-
cult situation dealing with cash flow. They may have
significant or fair equity in their operations, but there
is a cash flow problem, an operating capital problem.
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With respect to specific numbers, there has been a
reduction in the number of farms in the last year
which has, | believe, in terms of comparison from
Manitoba to other provinces, it has been a little bit
higher in terms of percentage. | believe the average
reduction in the number of farms in the Province of
Manitoba was nearing, the last three to four years, |
believe, somewhere around the 8 percentrange, whe-
reas our neighbouring provinces to the west were
somewhere around the 5-6 percent range. So, we've
had agreater number of farms numbers decreasingin
the Province of Manitobaas compared to neighbours
to the west. —(Interjection)— Mr. Chairman, Stats
Canada provides that kind of information. | would
have to go back to the office to get my details on that,
but I'm going from memory, | wouldn’t be very much
out in terms of my percentages as to the farm
numbers within the Province of Manitoba.

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Chairman, I'd certainly appre-
ciate getting those figures from the Honourable Min-
ister if he’d be kind enough to present them to the
committeebecausel can certainly recognize the con-
cern.But, I'd sureliketo know how there areand how
many in my constituency have been squeezed off the
land they developed, cultivated, etc. for all those
years.

The other one that was mentioned says, rising costs
and punishing interest rates are leaving many farmers
with staggering debt loads. | wonder if the Minister
has any statistics or figures on that? How many
farmers today are facing such staggering debt loads
as is mentioned in this NDP manifesto?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, obviously there are
many farmers, and the debtload of farmers in Canada
is reaching somewhere in the neighbourhood of $5
billion in terms of the debt load of the farm community
in this country. So, Mr. Chairman, the Honourable
Member from Roblin-Russell well knows the amount
of moneythatisinvolved in carrying onthe operation
of farming. Mr. Chairman, just to give the honourable
member some farm numbers in the Province of Mani-
toba, we had in 1976, 32,104 farmers; we had in 1980,
29,300, Mr. Chairman, a decrease of approximately 9
percent in the numbers of farms in the Province of
Manitoba over the last four years.

MR. McKENZIE: | wonder, can the Minister, if he's
got those statistics, are they leaving because of the
fact that they couldn’t produce, they couldn’t make a
living on the farm or because they got agood price for
their land, they're retiring and nobody else wanted to
go back and farm that land, oris it justa downturnin
the farm economy, or what's the problem?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, for the honourable
member, the total investment in 1979, perfarm, on an
average, in Manitoba, was $220,000.00. Multiply that
by approximately 30,000 farms and you will have the
average investment in farming in the Province of
Manitoba. That would include land, buildings,
machinery and equipment, and livestock. Approxi-
mately $6 billion of investment in farming.

MR. MANNESS: Thankyou, Mr.Chairman.I'malittle
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intrigued with the number of five recorded bankrupt-
cies thus far in this year. As a matter of fact, | have
some difficulty accepting that number — five; | can
think of five within the locale of my small hamlet. |
guess my question is, what type of reporting system
do your management specialists have? Do they report
to you as they hear? Are they in conversation with
local creditlending authorities and how is that ration-
alized in 361, which you've offered us as the year-end
total for 19817? Are the sources different?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, the figure in terms of
316 was the total bankruptcies in rural Manitoba out-
side of the City of Winnipeg including all sectors.

MR. MANNESS: | understand that. My question is,
the sources of thosetwo varying degrees of informa-
tion, the 316, what is that source versus the source
that you've led me to believe are your farm manage-
mentspecialists who tell you to this date thatthey are
aware of only five bankruptcies in rural Manitoba?

MR. URUSKI: Mr.Chairman, the information that've
given the honourable member is from the official
receiver at the bankruptcy office of the Federal Con-
sumer and Corporate Affairs office of the Federal
Government.

In terms of farm bankruptcies in 1981, therewere 23
farm bankruptcies in Manitoba.

MR. MANNESS: When you give us the number five
then, up to this date, we should relate it more directly
then to the number 23, would that be more correct?

MR. URUSKI: Yes, that will be a quarterly amountin
‘82, three months versus 12 months.

MR. MANNESS: The number five then also came
from the same source, the registrar of bankruptcies?
Haveyou, or your farm management specialists in the
country, have they had the opportunity, or do they as
arulespeakto managers of lending institutions within
thecountry anddo they have a feelforwhat’s coming
up in the next nine months inthis whole area of farm
rural bankruptcies?

MR. URUSKI: Yes, Mr.Chairman, I'm sure that staffin
thefield are in discussion with financial lending insti-
tutions. Our MACC staff would have some feeling of
people coming in through the doors. There’s regular
contact with the farm credit corporation in terms of
their clientele. The financial lending institutions have
met with the government on several occasions and
there are ongoing meetings with staff between the
financial institutions and government.

MR. MANNESS: We're going to be off the subject a
little bit, but I'm wondering at this time, whether the
management of MACC has reported to you, the Minis-
ter, indicating how many foreclosures they can see
within their own portfolio of clients over this coming
year. They would have an estimate | would have to
think.

MR. URUSKI: Mr.Chairman, there have been discus-
sions with staff, with the banks and credit unions and
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there is a figure floating around of somewhere upwards
to 300 who would be and may be in serious financial
difficulty this coming year.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, | would say that when
the numbers of some 29,300 farmers in the Province
of Manitoba that if the numbers of some 300-odd are
facing the financial outcome that we're just talking
about, | think that is a very serious number of farm
people having difficulty when you look at the 20-some
that came through an extreme drought condition the
year before, in 1980, a lot of farmers through flood
conditions and as he indicated himself some difficult
croppingin certain areas. Mr. Chairman, the Minister,
I would think, should have a fairly major concern and
it would be interesting to know with the criteria that’s
in place particularly with the average debt load or the
averageinvestmentin afarm of some — | think he said
$225,000 approximately — that the investment of
those $220,000 per farm average, that the $70,000
gross returns, that if a farmer makes $70,000 or more
as a gross return that he would immediately be dis-
qualified for his Interest Rate Relief Program. That's
one difficulty | have.

But the other problem that | would have is the fact
that the $6,000, half of which is grant and half of which
is a loan, is minute in rescuing or being of any benefit
to those farmers who are facing the difficulties and it
just doesn’twash. | can't see how the Ministeristrying
to mislead the farm community by saying that he has
an Interest Rate Relief Program to support him or her
as afarmerwith the difficulties that they're facing and
it would appear to me that the Minister of Agriculture
is turning his back on the majority of farmers that are
going to be facing difficulties in this coming year.

Has the Minister had input from his regional man-
agement specialists on this particular concern before,
Mr. Chairman, he introduced his Interest Rate Relief
Program or where did he get the criteria to fit in, to
support the farm community that he promised so
loudly and clearly during the election campaign that
there would be an Interest Rate Relief Program so that
no farmer, not one farmer, homeowner or business-
man would lose their homes, farms, or businesses?

So, Mr. Chairman, | can’t understand the Minister.
He says finish it off. The promise | heard made by the
New Democratic Party, Mr. Chairman, was the fact
that there wouldn't be a farmer or a businessman or a
homeowner lose their home or their farm. —(Inter-
jection)— Mr. Chairman, the Minister says, solely on
account of high interest rate.

What else is the major problem that they're facing?
They’'re facing high interest rates, high energy costs,
which I've asked the Minister to support, to put for-
ward to the Federal Minister to reduce the energy
taxation on farm fuels, Mr. Chairman, the reduced
income of all the returns or the commodities that are
produced by farmers. The grain prices, the livestock
prices, Mr. Chairman, have been somewhat depressed.
In fact, expenses in general have gone up some 20 to
22 percent when theirincomes have gone down by 25
percent, Mr. Chairman, and it just doesn’t work. He’s
sitting here telling us that he knows that probably
some-300-and-some farmers are going to be in dire
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financial straits —(Interjection)— Mr. Chairman, |
misunderstood the Minister then. | thought he said
that from the credit unions and from the banks and
other institutes, but if he is saying from MACC alone,
they have a very small percentage of the numbers of
farm loans that are in the farm community, Mr. Chair-
man. | believe the one major bank which the govern-
ment do business with have probably 50 percent of
the farm business in Manitoba.

We're going to be looking at astronomical figures |
think there has to be clarification, Mr. Chairman. |
understood the Minister to say that the projections
that were made by MACC —(Interjection)— Mr.
Chairman, do | have the floor or does the Minister
havethe floor? | would like to just finish my comments
by saying maybe the Minister would clarify, what is
projected or how many people are projected to be
having the kind of difficulties that are putting them in
the position ofgoinginto receivership or bankruptcy
in this coming year, figures that he has received
through the department or from other sources?

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, when the Honourable
Member for Morris asked me the question about who
do our staff people talk tointhe field, where do we get
our information; I indicated to him that our staff peo-
ple talk to FCC people, MACC, the credit unions, the
financial lending institutions and from that whole
host, that figure of 300 came into being, from that
whole area.

MR. MANNESS: | just want the records to show, |
accept the answer now, but | specifically asked the
portfolio of MACC when | asked the question.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Arthur.

MR. DOWNEY: | still, Mr. Chairman, have some
extreme difficulty with that numbers of farmers that
are projected to be having that kind of difficulty and
the kind of an Interest Rate Relief Program that is
being presented to them to give them support when
the time is here for them to need it.

I'll again go back to say, Mr. Chairman, when we
had adroughtin 1980there was $40million laid on the
table to assist those farmers to maintain their lives-
tock herds and carry on. —(Interjection)— He says
$20 million; that's what was used, Mr. Chairman, but
there was $40 million laid on the table and there
wasn't any bureaucratic red tape to stop the farmers
from gettingit. There was sincere help put forward by
the Province of Manitoba in 1980 by the Lyon gov-
ernment to help the farmers. It wasn’'t a cosmetic
approach, Mr. Chairman, without any backbone or
any background or any meaning to help the farm
community which is being proposed by the Minister
of Agriculture at this particular time. —(Interjection)—

Mr. Chairman, it’'sunfortunate the Minister of Agri-
culture has to continually have other objectives when
he'stryingto supportorwork withthefarmcommun-
ity. He has to in fact put all those other kinds, as my
colleagues have said, hooks to take overthe market-
ing of the beef industry, to take over the control and
the decision-making on the farm level on the cow-calf
programs, or to try and change a cow-calf operation
to a feedlot operation, assuming that there’s an auto-
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matic profit to be made in the feeding of livestock. He
should check out the numbers of feedlots that have
had financial difficulty in the last year or so and that
would straighten out his thinking on that particular
issue, Mr. Chairman.

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, obviously the honour-
able member would like to leave the impression, at
least in my estimation, that the problem that farmers
are facing are as a result of this year and another. Mr.
Chairman, the honourable member should read some
of his own statistics as to how net farm incomes have
been declining, and even though the member would
like to leave us to believe that there were all kinds of
policies and programs in effect to help the farm com-
munity when there was virtually nothing to assist the
farm community. They’'ve announced programs, they
didn’t put the money up or they announced a lot of
money and of course tightened the program up and
never used it, Mr. Chairman, or else if people were
eligible for the program, they didn’t pay the money
out, they credited other programs that they were
going to use it, and that's how they were able to say
that they assisted the farm community a heck of a lot.

Mr. Chairman, that green feed program the hon-
ourable member said, no one criticized him for the
program, but let's remember who benefited. Mr.
Chairman, those funds that were eligible to be paid
out to farmers who needed the green feed program,
those monies were credited to what the government
then considered that they owed under the BIAP pro-
gram. That’s how they funded one program with
another, Mr. Chairman, they really didn't assist the
farmers. What they did is an internal transfer on the
books, Mr. Chairman, that money wasn’t provided to
the farmers of Manitoba. Let'ssee where the records
are.

Instead of the government, Mr. Chairman, opting to
purchase as was part of the contract, no, they said,
herewe've given you all kinds of loopholes to get out,
we won't bother to collect, but when it came to assis-
tance under the green feed program, oh no, oh no,
youowe us the money. So instead of us paying you a
cheque, we're moving this amount of money that you
would have been eligible for, we will credit your other
account, and that's how the assistance program
worked, Mr. Chairman, in terms of the monies that
were collected under the BIAP program. Let the
former member indicate that's how the assistance
was. Now to stand up here and say oh yes, we pro-
vided $40 million for agriculture to assist them, Mr.
Chairman, when we only spent 20, well, we had 40, he
said — well, Mr. Chairman, you announced 10 in the
hog program, you ended up with 5, we're picking up
the other 5 now, you've just voted for it. Is that how
youweremanaging to assistthe farmers of Manitoba,
phony bookkeeping? Is that the way you managed
your affairs, Mr. Chairman? Obviously, that's one
intent and that'’s really basically why you're there and
we're here.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Arthur.
MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, it's refreshing to see

the number of agricultural people he has sitting
around himin committee tonight. | would askifallthe
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farmers that were there would stand up, | don’t sup-
pose that there'd be one of them. Oh, oh — No, there
isn’tone. That's why they're over there and we're over
there with all the rural members on this side. Mr.
Chairman, let’s put the record straight, that there were
a few people who under their ill-conceived Beef
Income Assurance Program as they called it, with
their regulations for them to pay back the money to
the Province of Manitoba —(Interjection)— that's
right, they're insisting that every nickel be paid back,
Mr. Chairman. There were afew, nottoo many, they're
on therecord, there's not many, a handfull or two, that
instead of giving them the total funds from the green
feed program that they may have been owed, there
was a reduction or a deduction made. | don't think
that's an unacceptable practice. It saves alotof court
costs in the things that they were recommending, but
as a total, Mr. Chairman, it was minute. In fact, Mr.
Chairman, there would have been less people — |
would bet you that there were less people in that
situation under the green feed program — and | don't
want to debate the green feed program becauseit was
well received by all the farmers in Manitoba. It's on the
record, Mr. Chairman. You find many farmers other
than those that had monies collected back from them
that thought they should get it when they owed the
province money under the Beef Income Assurance
Program.

| wouldn’t be afraid to speculate, Mr. Chairman,
there were less people in that situation than will be
helpedin total with this Interest Rate Relief Program. |
would believe that, Mr. Chairman, and we'll watch and
see how many farmers participate in his $6,000,
$3,000 of which is a grant and $3,000 of which is
Interest Rate Relief Program, and if you're ready to go
down the tube, you may getit but it doesn’t qualify for
land incurred debt. Well, I've said it 10 times and I'll
say it again, when a farmer goes to lose his farm, it's
his land he loses. He needs the support program to
support and keep them from taking his land away. So,
Mr. Chairman, | think the department records will
clear that matter up, and the Minister does not try to
continue to mislead the committee with those kinds of
statements that aren’t correct.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 5.(b)(1)—pass.
The Honourable Minister.

MR. URUSKI: The honourable member indicated
that there were just a handfull of clients left in 1980. |
want to tell him by his own statistics that there were
3,647 contracts in existence under the Beef Income
Assurance Plan in April 1, 1980. Now, Mr. Chairman,
obviously there was $2 million collected under the
program, some of that was payments, some of that
would have been under the green feed program, so
there would have been some work — —(Interjection)—
Well, Mr. Chairman, we'll check that out. But | want to
tell the honourable member when he indicated that
only a few people were left on a contract, and'that’s
the statement he made.

MR. DOWNEY: | did not say that. | said for those
people that funds were deducted that were owed to
the province, were deducted from the green feed pro-
gram, and does the Minister disagree? Was that the
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wrong way to go? Is he saying we should have paid
those funds to the producers? Pay all those funds to
the producers and then take them to court like he
suggested and add cost plus for the farmers, is that
what he’s suggesting? Well, Mr. Chairman, | don't
mind debating the green feed program all night and |
will continue to do so, but | do not want to mislead the
people of Manitoba because there were very few peo-
ple that had the money that they owed the province
written off against their green feed program, and |
would advise him to get those numbers.

MR. URUSKI: Mr.Chairman, we'll get the numbers so
that the record is clear. But for the sake of the record,
the Minister and the former Minister knows very well
that he had an option and there was a contract with
Manitoba producers as to what the responsibilities of
the government were. He decided to change those
responsibilities and change the way the program
operated. As a result, it was purely for political rea-
sons that this program was ruined, Mr. Chairman,
absolutely. It confused farmers, itmadethem not only
contract holders, itmadethem vendors, itmadethem
buyers. They ended up buying their own cattle, they
ended collecting their own money, Mr. Chairman. All
thatkind of nice — in puttingitin layman’s language
— screwing up of a program that the former adminis-
tration did and they did a good job. | said that before
and I'll say it again, they did a very neat job in terms of
making sure that farmers were skeptical and totally
scared of joining any further governmental program.

But, Mr. Chairman, had that program not been in
place, | venturetosay, thatwewould have not had the
cow herds in the Province of Manitoba that would
have survived if not for that program. Mr. Chairman,
that program saved our basicherd in the Province of
Manitoba and we were moving along the line of a
callous government who, although they received the
majority of rural support in the last two elections in
rural Manitoba, they weren't prepared to assist farmers
and farmers recognized that. Farmers did recognize
that although the Conservatives can talk all they want
that they are the friend of the farmer, they were not
preparedtoassistthem, that their hearts were not in it,
Mr. Chairman. At least from a Conservative point of
view with respect to their philosophy in terms of mar-
keting, at least they were holding partially true to their
word that really the free and open market is the only
way to go and that we would stand or fall on the free
and open market. They couldn’t hold off in the hog
industry. They just couldn’t, they couldn’t hold to the
philosophy at all. They just had to push in and kind of
recognize that the market system that they behold
themselves to fell down; it didn’t work. Obviously, it
didn’'t work, and they had to move in with public dol-
lars and subsidies to the industry. As much to their
chagrin they waited and they finally had to admit that
what they’'d been preaching all these years fell down
and didn’tsupportthem. It crashed and the hogindus-
try was in a state of chaos right across this country
and in Manitoba as well, Mr. Chairman. It just didn’t
work.

We are seeing it now in the beef industry. | mean,
are the honourable members of the Conservative
Party saying, “No, there should not be any public
infusion of funds to the beef industry.” Is that what

he’s saying? Obviously that what he’s meaning, that
really we shouldn’t support the beef industry. Let the
free and open market go, let there be freedom. Letthe
farmers be free to go bankrupt. That's really what
you're saying, that’s the kind of freedom the Tories
are talking about. Let's have freedom here, we can go
bankrupt anytime we want.

Well, Mr. Chairman, they have that kind of freedom.
Theywantassistance; they canjointhe program;they
want the kind of freedom that the Tories are talking
about, they have that freedom available to them at
anytime. They don’t have to join the plan at all. That
freedom is there. The freedom that the honourable
members talk about that they’re fighting for; it's there
for them to take or leave. They are free to do — they
cantalk allthe farmersintoit —andthey will be free to
do as they please.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, it’s quite interestingto
listen to the comments of the Minister of Agriculture.
There’s no question in our minds, Mr. Chairman, that
the beefindustry needed asupport. Wearen't against,
Mr. Chairman, a support. Mr. Chairman, we felt very
strongly that the industry had to have a program that
was recommended and agreed by the beefindustry in
the Province of Manitoba. We didn’'t have an ill-
conceived idea, Mr. Chairman, that thewhole market-
ing system for the beef industry had to be changed;
1976, thebeefindustry told themthat they didn’t want
the marketing system changed for the beef cattle of
this province.

Mr. Chairman, the best way the Minister could have
moved was to have given the producers that $50 per
cow as a one-time grant. It worked out, which has
been our position, worked out with the Federal Gov-
ernment a national stabilization program with the
other provinces so we don't have the taxpayers in
Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta, Ontario, B.C. and
all the provinces competing against one another to
produceabasicfoodthat we've taken for granted too
long in this country.

We have a National Grain Stabilization Program,
Mr. Chairman, that’s worked out; we have a Crop
Insurance Program that’s worked out on a national
basis. So, on nationally produced commodities, Mr.
Chairman, it is in the best interests of the consumers,
the producers and all involved to have a national pro-
gram. That was our objective, Mr. Chairman.

The beef producers need that $50 per animal one-
timegrantandgeton, Mr. Chairman, with working out
a national stabilization program; not anill-conceived
marketing program; not an ill-conceived involvement
of getting into the feedlot business and changing the
total beef production industry.

The hog industry, Mr. Chairman, the program that
was introduced was worked out with the hog produc-
ers. There was meaningfulmoney putinplace, andit’s
a long-term program, Mr. Chairman, a two-year pro-
gram, which will phase into a Federal Government
program. Mr. Chairman, is the Minister telling us that
he doesn't like that Hog Stabilization Program? Is he
goingtoremove it; take itaway fromthe producers? Is
that what he’s going to do, Mr. Chairman? Mr. Chair-
man, is that what he’s going to do?

| believe, Mr. Chairman, that the Hog Income As-
surance Program that was put in place was one that’s
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in the best interests of the hog industry in Manitoba.
It's an example that was set, the people of Alberta
have followed on the same guidelines as the one that
was put in place here, and | would hope that the
Federal Government would pay attention to the needs
of the agricultural community and put the same kind
of a program in on a national basis.

MR. CHAIRMAN: 5.(b)(1)—pass; 5.(b)(2)—pass;
(b)—pass; 5.(c) 4-H and Youth, 5.(c)(1) Salaries—
pass; 5.(c)(2) Other Expenditures, (c)(2)—pass; (c)—
pass; 5(d) Home Economics, 5.(d)(1) Salaries—pass;
5.(d)(2) Other Expenditures—pass; (d)—pass; 5.(e)
District Office Administration, 5.(e)(1)—pass;
5.(e)(2)—pass; (e)—pass. That concludes the items
under consideration for Resolution No. 12.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that there be
granted to Her Majesty a sum not exceeding $6,623,900
for Agriculture, Regional Agricultural Extension for
the fiscal year ending the 31st day of March,
1983—pass.

If there is concensus we will call it 10 o’clock.

MR. URUSKI: Committee rise, Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Committee rise
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