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of them since the last time we met. The Guertin Bros.
Agreement, where we will get in return, not only a plant
expansion, but scores of new positions to be created
in sealant, coatings, resins and polymers, research and
development.

Palliser Furniture - about 400 new jobs in a company
that’s rapidly making its mark in the lucrative and
expansive furniture markets of the world.

Many of the new positions in both of those companies
will be held by women, with special attention paid to
Affirmative Action target groups. I’'ve had some
information back already from Guertin Bros. which
demonstrates that the Affirmative Action and Pay Equity
provisions are working. In fact, the company is very
pleased with them, as is the work force.

The Jobs Fund, of course, also assists agriculture.
The development agreement with Simon-Day, which
allowed an American-based firm to consolidate
operations in Manitoba and proceed with development
and marketing of its high technology grain-cleaning
and grain-drying activities, not only has preserved and
created jobs in Manitoba and brought benefits to
Manitoba producers, but it has allowed Simon-Day to
continue its already successful efforts to sell its
technology in China.

The agreement with Vicon, which is functioning well,
now known as C.l., Cereal Implements, in Portage la
Prairie, again maintains long-term jobs and allows an
implements assembly plant to remain viable in the heart
of Manitoba’s grain-producing area and will help keep
down equipment costs.

Then, of course, there is Carnation Foods, the
Carnation Foods Agreement entered into last summer
which has triggered a major expansion that has created
more than 50 jobs, doubled Manitoba’s potato acreage
and has led directly to significant exports of processed
Manitoba potatoes and helped bring a sizable area of
agricultural land into more diverse usage, a critically
important development to a sector so long dependent
on a good price for grain. The Jobs Fund is pointing
the way to the future.

| should say as well, Madam Speaker, sometimes we
hear from people in the Opposition that we don’t work
with business, that we just work with the losers and
so on, and of the 50 major - well, it tends to be
Opposition people who say that - of the 50 fastest-
growing firms in Manitoba as listed in the business
magazine, in Manitoba Business in, | believe, January,
of those 50 fastest growing Manitoba firms, fully 40
percent of them had asked for and received assistance
from the Provincial Government in the last 24 months.
We work with the winners and we do a good job of
working with the winners.

And in fact, further along that line when one looks
at who comes out of the technology commercialization
program, the business incubator at the Industrial
Technology Centre on Niakwa Road, of something like
45 firms who have come out of that process in the last
year or so, four are no longer in business. Anyone who
knows anything about business and business start-ups,
business formation in this country, knows that it’s very
unusual to have a rate of success much greater than
50 percent after the first year. We have in fact done,
| believe, a good job working with our local people to
ensure that there will be more jobs and more business
in this province and that in fact is demonstrated by
the fact that, as | say, we are succeeding again.

The Hong Kong initiative, which incidentally, Madam
Speaker, members opo szrtainly don’t seem to
have any grasp of - they bring resolutions into the
Chamber saying, let’s forget about fairness to people
from outside countries. Let’s jack up the student rates
and so on, and yet that particular student facility, which
we provide to students from Hong Kong in Manitoba,
has probably been the largest single generator of jobs
from outside of Manitoba coming to Manitoba. In fact
it is the largest single generator of outside jobs. There
is absolutely no question about that.

Last fall, one Manitoba company, Feed-Rite, went to
China, entered into an agreement with the People’s
Republic of China to do some fairly significant work
there. Whom did they have with them? They had with
them a fellow by the name of Stan Cheung, who is a
graduate of the University of Manitoba, has been back
in Hong Kong for 15 years or more, but has a deep
loyalty to Manitoba and to the university and to the
people who gave him his start. And he was the individual
who went with them, assisted in the negotiation of that
particular agreement. So it is not only that they come
over here and create new businesses, as they are doing.

Prosperity Knitwear is one example where they have
got 40 new jobs in the fashion sweater industry. There
are hundreds of jobs. The Member for Emerson says,
“What is the net figure?”’ There are hundreds of jobs
as a result of us being fair to those people and as a
result of the initiative which we have had under way
for the last several years.

Our trade missions, every year we have somewhere
in the range of 15 or more trade missions. And those
are quite successful and as you look back a few years
you realize how successful they are.

I'l give you a few examples, one very recent, in
January of 1987, and I'll move back a couple of years
to see how that trade builds up. But in January of ‘87
we took a group of approximately 15 Manitoba
manufacturers of agricultural equipment and
components to an International Farm Equipment Show
in Toronto, Ontario.

Our products included aeration fans, front-end
loaders, farm management software packages, grain-
cleaning equipment, tractor cabs, fasteners, grain bins
and grain-moisture testing equipment. In support of
the group, Trade Branch maintained an information
booth as part of the exhibit featuring a video
presentation.- (Interjection)- Madam Speaker, | was
going to offer that video presentation, but obviously
members opposite don’t care about it.

There was an assortment of product photos and an
agricultural equipment and component directory for
visitors to the display. As a result, a number of local
companies, including Forever Industries, Homestead
Computer Services, Jodville-Perry Corporation, D.R.
Loeppky Incorporated, Tri-Met Instruments, Westland
Steel Products, Phase-on Electronics and Terromar
Marketing, obtained orders at that show - not huge
large orders - butinitial orders where they have a chance
to penetrate into a market where they had never been
before. They are projecting sales over 12 months in
the area of $950,000.00.

We can go a year back and look at an exhibition we
went to in Minneapolis, Minnesota. Just one example
out of that group was Kitchen Craft, a company from
my end of the city which immediately sold somewhere
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finished cattle to provide the markets, to provide the
income.- (Interjection)-

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Minister of Agriculture
has a point of order.

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Deputy Speaker, | wish that the
honourable member would in fact give the facts straight
on Canada Packers application to the Federal
Government for DRIE application to rebuild their plant
in Manitoba.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Differences and argument
as to facts is not a point of order.
The Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. G. CUMMINGS: Mr. Deputy Speaker, | don’t doubt
it'’s a little embarrassing for the Minister to hear that
he hasn’t got what is needed in this Cabinet in order
to represent the needs of rural Manitoba.

These members over here like to laugh and say that
we are asking for more money when we are talking
about a feedlot plant in rural Manitoba. That’s no
laughing matter, Mr. Deputy Speaker, because if we
had a feedlot program that would promote the
production and the finishing of quality beef in this
country, in this province, we wouldn’t need to be
subsidized in the production of calves. The sale price
would automatically encourage that production.

But we’re losing both ways, given the operations of
this government. We’'re losing both ways. The calves
are being funded, and they are leaving the province.
They are fed in Ontario - that hated province of Ontario
- and worse yet they are being fed in Alberta. That’s
why we have no packing industry. They're building
packing plants in the West. Saskatchewan is seeing an
increase in their production of dressed product as we
talk here today, to slaughter our cattle.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the cynical conclusion and the
one which | am afraid | have to agree with is that we
in rural Manitoba are slowly being sold out to the union
base that supports this party that presently sits in
government. We are being sold out as is evident by
the criticism of one of the most modern production
facilities in North America.

Technology is bad. When one country boy can replace

. two jobs in the City of Winnipeg, I’'m damn proud.

| This was a direct benefit to our community; it was
a boon. When we have this kind of a lack of
understanding in the government, | really wonder where
the future of rural Manitoba lies under this kind of
administration. We can build new arenas; we can build
new halls; we can build community centres; but we
won’t have anybody to put in them if we don’t have
jobs. My question becomes then, where are the
priorities? We’ve got to have the population. We’ve got
to have jobs to keep that population, and that is my
concern for the future of rural Manitoba.

(Madam Speaker in the Chair.)

Frankly, Madam Speaker, it leads us on this side to
one conclusion, that we cannot rest. We cannot rest
on the statement that Throne Speeches are traditionally
vague and that there will be something for rural
Manitoba. There will be something for the farmers when
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we get to the Budget. | hope so. | hope so, Madam
Speaker because, if we don’t, | believe the Premier has
no choice but to ask for the resignation of those
Ministers who purport to represent rural Manitoba in
his Cabinet.

When | talk about rural Manitoba and some of the
concerns we have, Madam Speaker, | become
concerned when | look to the new Minister responsible
for Telephones and he is going to be having a review,
| believe it's called, of the Telephone System in this
province and the fees therein. | asked myself, can the
Minister responsible for Telephones accurately and
adequately understand and have sufficient concern for
rural Manitoba when we talk about rights. Are the rural
subscribers of MTS going to pay more than their share
for MTX? The rates are already higher in rural Manitoba
and, if they receive a proportionately higher increase
and the same ratio as those subscribers in the city,
rural Manitoba will be asked that unfair question. Will
they be asked, those who already pay the higher phone
bills in return for lesser telephoneservice, be continued
to be asked to pay for an increased share of the MTS
deficit? | leave that to the judgment of the members
opposite, but | can tell you that the judges, the real
judges are out there in rural Manitoba, and they are
beginning to look very skeptically at what might happen
in this area.

Many rural constituents right now pay from $60 to
$160 to bring their telephone in, a small item but I'm
concerned that, when the restructure of these rates is
handled, we will not receive the kind of consideration
that we should be able to expect. Can we offer
alternatives to this government? Yes, Madam Speaker,
| think there are alternatives.

We can talk about repriorization, and that is the key.
| will not accept from the members opposite that we're
talking about spending, spending more. I'm concerned
about a real scary situation that is out there in
agriculture right now, and we must move on some plans
immediately. If there are real plans there, | find it very
disappointing that we have not seen more indication
in the Throne Speech that some of these plans are, in
fact, there. If we see something come up in the Budget,
then we can only assume that we’ve hit a sore spot,
and in fact some money will be put into the areas which
we’re demanding.

Why can’t we talk about land taxes in this Chamber?
Why can’t we talk about fuel rebates, which make us
competitive with the neighbouring provinces in our cost
of production? Why is that such a bad topic to bring
up according to the members of the government? Why
can’t we talk about loans, low interest loans? You could
equal the program that’s in Saskatchewan at a cost
of $18 million on the subsidization that would be on
the loan rate on a per acre basis in this province. There’'s
a genuine figure that you can deal with, $18 million
would be the cost of the subsidized loan rate. These
can be handled by shifting priorities, Madam Speaker.

There are other areas of rural Manitoba, of which |
am equally concerned, other areas of our economy
which will be severely impacted, given the problems
that agriculture is facing. Because let’s face it, Madam
Speaker, agriculture is not the only industry out there
that is going to suffer. It’s the tip of the iceberg, and
we are going to see the results if we don’t do something
about the agricultural sector. | defy the members



Monday, 9 March, 1987

opposite to say that the province does not have some
responsibility, a responsibility that they need to exercise
because they are the government.

Let’s provide some incentives to get active businesses
operating in rural Manitoba. We need Ilight
manufacturing in parts of rural Manitoba. So far, we
have not seen any indication that they are really
prepared to go that route, and considering the actions
and the comments that we've heard regarding the
results of the growth of the Springhill Farms Plant, |
don’t hold out a lot of hope.

There’s a manufacturing plant of another type in my
constituency of Ste. Rose, and when they look at their
costs and look at the fact that their steel is laid down
f.o.b. their plant, and that almost all of their product
is shipped f.o.b. the plant, they are facing far higher
transportation costs. They are facing marketing
problems that they wouldn’t have if they were in the
city. But they are a major taxpayer and player in the
local municipality where they are situated. Where is
the marketing thrust on behalf of this province?

The Minister who spoke prior to me touched on the
fact that they had gone to an industrial show and put
forward some of the products that come from Manitoba.
But we need promotion. We need marketing incentive
to make sure that Manitoba’s products are before the
markets of the world. Madam Speaker, we have two
people working in marketing in the Agriculture Branch,
two people without a budget.

We had a market in Mexico for bulls, breeding stock
that was going out of this province by the semi-trailer
load. The cattlemen developed that market at their own

;i expense by going to Mexico, by going to the Mexican
[l shows, and by taking their livestock down there on the
speculation that they were good enough, and they were.
They were world class. But what happened? The one
time when they couldn’t go, and they asked the
marketing people if they could go. They said, “We’ll
go if we can go on our holidays but we can’t get any
expenses.” So there was a possibility that the cattle
people might cover some of their expenses, but we
didn’t have a representation there to take the place of
those individuals, and we have lost that market to
Alberta - it's gone. A small, small problem in the overall
scheme of this province, but it's an example of the
problems that can start small and grow. We don’t have
the marketing thrust, either in agricultural products or
manufactured products that will help us compete on
a nation-wide and international basis. That is the area
that we can do a lot to help the businesses in rural
Manitoba.

There are other concepts, which we talked about
during the election, none of which want to be talked
about by this government. We talked about the fact
that Hydro could become an incentive for those who
wish to become involved in industry or business,
particularly business, which involves manufacturing
within the boundaries of this province. An idea that
has received very little acceptance from the government.

All the rural problems of Manitoba have been blamed
on Ottawa. But through the departments of this
government, Madam Speaker, initiatives could be taken.
| had hoped that there would be some incentive shown
in the Speech from the Throne, from Agriculture, from
Business Development and Tourism, from Highways,
from Health and from Natural Resources.

229

The Freshwater Fish Marketing Board cannot take
or does not want to take rough fish; they don’t want
to handle the volume of rough fish that could be brought
in. There's a market out there. There’s an independent
market that could be developed. | would like to see
the Department of Natural Resources take a look at
that. It's a very small item, but it would help. It would
help those fishermen, who are part-time farmers and
part-time fishermen, to supplement their incomes with
fish that they presently don’t have a good market for.
The reason we don’t have a firm in here that is willing
to handle that rough fish is because they could not be
given the right to buy that fish from the fishermen.

Madam Speaker, we're looking at problems that need
to be answered. We're looking at ways of providing
leadership. If we don’t get leadership from the
government, we're going to have to have it from this
side.

The Minister of Highways gave me a little pep talk
earlier today. The paternal father of MTX has no right
to lecture me or anyone else on this side of the House.
He likes to talk about the Port of Churchill. Now there’s
an interesting concept coming out of Highways and
Transportation. The Port of Churchill is constantly being
put forward by the government on the basis of grain
sales. We've got to get more grain sales through
Churchill. That’s a fine idea but, if we have to support
the Port of Churchill on the backs of the grain sales,
it'll never become a world-class situation up there. It
will always be a drag on itself and on the grain industry
of this country. We have got to develop the Port of
Churchill in more ways than just on the grain industry.

One way that is a possibility, Madam Speakaer, is that
Churchill can be considered a Northern port of strategic
importance, connected to NATO. Those Ministers and
their brothers in Ottawa would drop NATO if they ever
had the opportunity to form a government in federal
Canada. That’'s why we won’t get that kind of
cooperation at Churchill.

The Port of Churchill could be valuable for Northern
sovereignty. Those are the kinds of ideas and initiatives
that this government could be putting forward instead
of simply fedbashing on the idea of putting more grain
through Churchill. Churchill will be an important part
of this province if we come up with more ideas on how
it can be properly used to the benefit of the people
living there and allow them to become part of
mainstream Manitoba and see some of their goals and
objectives come to fruition.

Madam Speaker, rural Manitoba has always looked
at highways as being important, but | find out today
that there seems to be a lot of work going on on the
No. 1 and No. 16 junction. Last summer, we very clearly
pointed out to the Minister that, if he was going to
dump on the federal initiative to put money into the
Yellowhead Highway, he’d better make sure that he
didn’t put that money into a large interchange at the
junction of No. 1 and 16 and leave 16 to deteriorate.

Now | give fair warning that as a member of this
Legislature which Highway 16 runs through, that that
is not an acceptable manner in which to put the
provincial share of that federal money to use. There’s
no use of having a major interchange if you don’t have
a quality highway afterwards. Promotion of that route
for tourism means that when the tourist gets on there,
he’s going to enjoy travelling on there and not have
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MADAM SPEAKER: Order please. The hour being ten
o’clock, | am interrupting proceedings according to the
rules. When this motion is again before the House, the
honourable member will have 24 minutes remaining.

The hour being 10:00 p.m. the House is now
adjourned and stands adjourned till 1:30 p.m. tomorrow.
(Tuesday)

234





