
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Thursday, 25 March, 1 982 

Time - 8:00 p.m. 

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY 
SUPPLY - NATURAL RESOURCES 

MR. CHAIRMAN, Harry M. Harapiak (The Pas): We'l l  
cal l  the Committee to order. W e  are o n  Natural 
Resources, Resolution 1 1 3, Item No. 1 3. Acquisition/
Construction of Physical Assets. 1 3. (a) .  

The Honourable Minister. 

HON. AL MACKLING (St. James): M r. Chairman, 
before members make further contributions, depart
mental staff have kindly prepared for me answers to 
q uestions that were asked, not necessarily u nder this 
item, but I'd like to give that information now. 

Questions were asked in respect to Water Reso u r
ces Branch Estimates and the Honourable Member  
for  Lakeside had asked in respect the  n u m ber  of 
Water Rights licences issued and the answer is 1 ,042 
issued to date; 77 licences issued in 1 98 1 .  An estimate 
of the n u m ber of u nlicenced works, the answer was 
1 25.  The n u m ber  of Water Rights licences u nder 
active review, 30.  The n um ber  of applications for 
Water Rights licences, the answer 345 new licences 
and 1 7  renewals. 

The Honourable Member for Pembina asked a 
q uestion ,  the n u m ber  of Water Rights licences issued 
for groundwater use in the southwest area of the pro
vince, 1 9; n um ber of private dams in the province 
which have been licenced, 245. 

The Honourable M e m ber  for Morris asked about 
I r rigation Water Rights licences issued on the Assini
boine River, the answer is 65. 

The Honourable Member for Springfield enquired 
about brushing undertaken recently on Cooks Creek. 
He wanted to know if it was related to construction 
and also wanted further details in regard to the brush
ing. The brushing was u ndertaken on Cooks Creek by 
the Cooks Creek Conservation D istrict in the winter of 
1 980-81 beginning near the northern boundary of the 
RM. of Springfield and working southward. 

The B rushing Program was renewed in 1 981 -82 and 
is currently u nder way and has progressed to the Zore 
Road or north of 7-1 2-5 east. Costs in the district 1 981  
program were $6,326.57, estimated cost for  1 982 is 
$20,000. These costs are cost-shared by the province 
as per the normal arrangements. The Creek is desig
nated a fifth order below the Satan's Creek Conflu
ence and the costs are 1 00 percent p rovincial. 

U pstream of Satan's Creek, the Cooks Creek is 
fourth order and costs are s hared 70 percent by the 
province. The anticipated benefits are lowered water 
surface d u ring higher flow levels. The program is not 
connected with any proposed reconstruction and is a 
matter of maintenance only. 

The Hono u rable Member for Springfield also asked 
about d rain 62 in the R . M .  of East St. Paul which 
apparently has inadequate capacity through PTH 59 
resulting in spring flooding. The answer to that con
cern is, this is a m unicipal d rain located in the nor
theastern corner of the m unicipality. There is no 
record in our  files that this problem was ever referred 

845 

to us. It was mentioned by the Reeve to a Regional 
Water Manager i n  a recent conversation. The Reeve 
stated that it is the view of his counci l  that the culvert 
through PTH 59 is not large enough but they have not 
been successful in convincing the Highways Depart
ment of this. O u r  Regional Water Manager. Mr. Ste
fanson, indicated that the Water Resource Branch 
could provide a technical assessment if requested to 
do so by resolution of the council .  

The Honourable Member  for Emerson enquired as 
to whether or not any improvements are proposed to 
the Marsh River Channel as part of the Marsh River 
P roject being  u n dertaken  u nd e r  t h e  C a n ada
M a n itoba V a l u e-Added Crops  Prod uction Ag ree
ment. The answer is, no  channel  improvements along 
the Mars h  River are included in the Marsh River 
Project. 

The Honourable Member for Morris wanted to 
k now how much money had been expended on the 
Domain Drain Project u nder the Canada-Manitoba 
Value-Added Crops Production Agreement in fiscal 
year 1 981 -82. The answer is, total expenditures in 
1 981 -82 were $425,000.00. 

The Honourable Member for M orris and the Hon
ourable Member  for Pembina asked for various items 
of information concerning the Almasippi Wet Sands 
Area Project being u ndertaken u nder the Canada
M a n  itoba Val ue-Added C ro p s  Prod uction A g ree
ment. The questions raised related to: (a) What kind 
of works to control f lows;? (b )  Are headwater struc
tures being considered? (c) Kinds of crops which 
w o u l d  be c o n sidered? ( d )  W h e n  does p roject 
terminate? 

The answer is, the study is to develop and evaluate 
s e v e r a l  w a t e r  m a n a g e m e n t  p l a n s  ( d ra i n a g e  
schemes), t o  determine effects, costs and benefits. 
The only works constructed as part of the study are 
small u n derground tile d rain instal l ations. Works 
being considered are ditches, c ulverts to control 
flows, dyke water detentionaries and tile d rains. 

Headwater control structures are not being consi
dered since the study is confined to an area where 
these are not appropriate. Crops used in plot trials are 
corn, alfalfa and barley. Phase I of the project termi
nates March 3 1 st,  1 983. Phase I I  if u ndertaken, wil l  
terminate September 30th,  1 985. 

I think there was also q uestions in respect to maps. 
There were a n u m ber  of q uestions in respect to aerial 
photography, M r. Chairman. The fol lowing of the line 
kilometers or miles and costs for aerial photography. 

Supplementary 7 m m  reconnaisance photography 
flown in MGS aircraft using the Branch 70 m m  camera 
system. This photography cannot be used to make 
topographical maps, 8,000 line kilometers o r  5,000 
l i n e  m i l e s ,  a tota l  cost of $34,665.00.  A g e n cies 
requesting this photography were M unicipal Plan
ning, M u nicipal Assessment, Park's B ranch, Agricul
tural Crown land, Forestry, Nort hern Affairs, Water 
Resources and Wildlife. 

Contracted aerial photography for mapping pur
poses, flown d u ring 1 981 , the spring-fall flying sea
son,  1 5, 5 1 0  line kilometers or 9,635 line miles, a total 
cost of $1 1 1 ,500.00. The scales ranged from 1 -5,000 
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to 1 -56,000; 1 -20,000 scale topographical mapping for 
O R EE, 350 l i ne k i lometers, 220 l i ne m i les; 1 -2,000 
scale flood damage reduction mapping, 280 l i ne 
k i lometers, 1 70 l i ne m iles; 1 -1 5,840 scale forest i nven
tory mapping, 1 4,880 l i ne k i lometers or 9,245 l i ne 
m iles. 

I also have copies of a leaflet, M r. Chairman, i n  
respect t o  t h e  maps that are avai lable from t h e  S u r
veys and Mapping Branch and I ' l l  be happy to see 
these distributed to the members. I notice also that it 
says, "The Map People," and it's in red, white, and 
blue, Mr.  Chairman. We'l l  have to see about that later 
on. 

Mr. Chairman, we are deal i n g  with Item 1 3, the 
capital items and the maps, deta i l  has all been d istrib
uted i n  connection with that and we're vot ing on the 
capital amount and although the detai l  has been given 
to you, of course, the carrying out of this work is 
s u bject to the program being proceeded with i n  th is  
fiscal year. It 's sti l l  s u bject to evaluation by the 
department as the work is  brought forward and it 's i n  
the budget; it's there, but a s  and when these projects 
proceed, of course, there is  an evaluation from the 
department and from the M i n ister as to how they 
progress or when they progress. 

MR. ENNS: M r. Chairman, I don't want to d isrupt the 
p roceedings to date,  but I happen to k now that when 
the M i n ister of Health presents h is  Est imates and 
there is  an amount in there for $800,000 for a personal 
care home here, or  an amount for $2 m i l l ion there for 
hospital reconstruction, as i s  the case with the M i n is
ter of Education, when she presents her Est imates 
and there are detai led Est i mates before them that we 
are as a Committee being asked to comment on and to 
pass and to approve, that we then have some assur
ance that those programs are going to be carried 
forward. I m ust admit it's only 1 2  m i nutes after the 
Committee has assembled, but what you're tel l i ng 
me, M r. M i n ister, is that you're asking us as a Commit
tee to pass approval for some $1 3,255,000 worth of 
expend itures that you then s u bsequently reserve the 
r ight to change at w i l l  without reference to the Legis
lature, without reference to this Committee and say 
we're j ust putting this before you as a projected pro
g ram. If we check back and f ind that there's too much 
i n  this area or there's too much i n  a Conservative 
riding  that it's subject to your review. 

M r. Chairman,  I th ink  we can resolve th is very 
q uickly. If you wi l l  th ink  about what you've j ust said, 
Mr .  M i n ister, and say that by and large, these are the 
considered Est imates of the department about the 
works they wish to carry on  i n  the coming construc
tion year. I f  you're tel l i n g  us that the items, the maps 
that you have provided us with latterly, the drains that 
we are specifically talk ing about, are subject to 
further pol it ical and Cabinet review then, Mr. Chai r
man, there's very l ittle more that we could do at this 
Committee. 

M R .  MAC K LING: M r. C h a i r m a n ,  t h e  H o n o u ra b l e  
Member waxes ind ignant about something that, of 
course, he as M i n ister, and he as part of an adm i nis
tration certainly fol low. For example, we have heard 
the honourable members becoming very ind ignant 
about protection for Red R iver Valley towns. Yet there 
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was provision made in the former adm i n istration's 
b udget for the necessary funds, voted by a s im i lar  
committee on a previous occasion, and that work was 
not proceeded with.  There was no agreement arrived 
at with the towns - apparently a lack of com m u nica
tion - yet the money was voted. Now in recent days I 
have suffered, on behalf of the ratepayers in Mani
toba, some embarrassment, that this work having not 
been proceeded with, although voted many, many, 
many months before, and no consultation with the 
local comm un ities, hasn't been proceeded with. And 
the adm i nistration had proceeded on the supposition 
that this was the right thing to do to let those commun
ities know what  the terms and arrangements were. 
Now for the honourable member  to say that if any
th ing is  voted by this Committee then it's cast in stone 
and there can be no change in that, that's a departure 
that from past practice that I w i l l  not accept, because 
that is  not the way the previous administation worked, 
and that is  not the way the previous M i n ister worked, 
because the works were voted by this committee. The 
items were voted by this committee, but the works 
were not proceeded with. And I am saying,  Mr .  
C hairman, that th is  is  the itemized capital out l i ne, but 
i t 's certa in ly subject to review by the Cabinet as i t  
always has been. 

MR. ENNS: Well ,  Mr. Chairman, it's one th ing and I 
ful ly appreciate that where d ifferent j u risdictions are 
i nvolved, m u n icipal or  federal, and we have cost
sharing arrangements with d ifferent j u risdictions that 
can offset, that can delay i mplementation of certain 
voted funds for specific p urpose. But the M i n ister 
d i dn't say that. I n  fact, i t  was this committee and 
members of  my g roup that  suggested to the M i n ister 
that those specific funds that he now a l ludes to as an 
example, the u pg rading of the val ley comm u n ity 
d ikes, they may not be expended because of that k ind  
of  a d isagreement.  But  what the M i n ister has  sug
gested was that the entire capital budget, the specific 
drains that are 1 00-percent provincial  responsib i l ity, 
are s u bject to review after having been passed in th is  
Committee. That's what I f ind d ifficu lt to agree with.  I 
do not press the honourable m i n ister on the basis of 
where he has to seek concurrence as he has to. I ' m  
remi n d i ng the M i n ister that is  a pol icy decision made 
by h is  government. But I can agree with him that 
un less the concurrence is  there, whether i t  comes 
from federal authorities, or for federal reasons, or 
from mun icipal authorities, that somewhat p laces that 
responsib i l i ty out of his hands. That surely doesn't 
apply to those areas of construction that are being 
portrayed in these Estimates where i t  is  1 00-percent 
the provincial's responsib i l ity. 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Chairman, neither this adm i n is
tration, the previous adm i nistration or the adm i nistra
tion before that was bound by the outl ine of capital 
items to proceed with those items. That is just not the 
practice of government. The honourable members 
k now that there are many reasons why projects may 
not be proceeded with. They may discover design 
problems i n  the works, they may u nder reassessment 
decide that because of d ivided interest, because of 
whatever, the works may not be proceeded with. I j ust 
ind icated to the members of th is  Committee that the 
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passing of this Estimate does not bind this Minister or 
this government to proceed with every single one of 
these items. It may be that some wil l  not be proceeded 
with and I 'm just being very frank with the members. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for River East. 

MR. PHIL EYLER (River East): I noticed a smal l  item 
here in the park budget, Marina I nfrastructure, can 
you give me an idea what that is? 

MR. MACKLING: Just a moment, M r. C hairman. How 
m uch - what was that item? 

MR. EYLER: Oh, wel l it's one of many projects for 
58,000. 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, to the best recollec
tion of Mr. Doyle, it's a water supply and parking area 
item. 

MR. EYLER: Marina I nfrastructure then doesn't mean 
docking facilities? 

MR. MACKLING: Mr.  Chairman, I 'm advised that 
there are some docking improvements being devel
oped by the Federal Government there in the Hecia 
Park waterfront area, and some docking facilities 
being built by a private individual,  but there's nothing 
specifical ly in these capital Estimates dealing with 
docking facilities. 

MR. EYLER: I was j ust wondering because I know a 
lot of Winnipeggers take their boats u p  and they park 
at the provincial dock up there and they keep their 
boats there all summer. I don't k now if they're paying 
fees now but they used to stay there the whole 
summer  for free, and it was getting pretty crowded. 
Are there any plans to collect fees or are they collect
ing fees now there? 

MR. MACKLING: I ' m  given to u n derstand that at the 
south harbo u r, it's a federal work and fees are paid on  
mooring there. In  Gu l l  Harbour. these are  facilities 
maintained by a p rivate operator, but the fee structure 
has to be approved by the Minister because they are 
fees imposed in a provincial park concession. 

MR. EYLER: You mean the province doesn't own that 
dock anymore? 

MR. MACKLING: Mr.  C hairman,  perhaps I in my 
answers didn't provide the kind of information the 
honourable member  needed. There are private moor
ing facilities, private slips, that an individual has built 
and he rents out from that. I t  wasn't built with provin
cial taxpayers' money apparently; it's built by a private 
individual and he's renting out space there, but any 
c harge  t hat is m a d e  within  the area h as to  be 
approved. 

MR. EYLER: I ' m  glad to hear that somebody built that 
and gave it to my friends for free. I know they haven't 
been paying any dockage fees or anything like that for 
a few years now. -( I nterjection ) - no names, it might 
be too close to the other party. On the other side of the 

lake there's a nice mooring place on the Rice River 
and I was wondering if that's the Rice River where this 
Rice River forestry road is projected to be built? 

MR. MACKLING: Could you elaborate on that a little 
bit? 

MR. EYLER: It's Rice River Road u nder Forestry, 
Canada-Manitoba Northern Development. 

MR. MACKLING: That's on the east side of Lake 
Win nipeg and it's going u p  from the whole river area 
fol lowing up on the east side of Lake Winnipeg. That's 
primarily for timber extraction for Abitibi. Abitibi is 
the contractor there. 

MR. EYLER: So, that's not for channel loggers or 
anybody, it's just for Abitibi. 

MR. MACKLING: It's j ust for Abitibi, but it's being 
built to standards that the province sets so that it can 
be used for other p urposes. It wil l  open up the area for 
recreational use or other use. 

MR. EYLER: So. this road then wil l be u pgraded to an 
al l-weather, all-vehicle road? 

MR. MACKLING: I t's a resource road, but it's being 
built to a g reater dimension at g reater cost than ordi
narily would be if we j ust left it to the standard that 
Abitibi needed to extract the logging. 

MR. EYLER: Ordinary cars could travel on it, or  is it 
just al l  train vehicles? 
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MR. MACKLING: Mr.  Chairman, on most occasions 
these roads are reasonably restricted because of the 
risk involved to people travel ling when forestry opera
tions are in being. However, there is a problem 
attendant in restricting their use at other times for 
game management and so on. It 's a policy area that 
we have to deal with. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member  for River East. 

MR. EYLER: I was j ust wondering what the intention 
was. if this was just for forestry if you were envisioning 
u pg rading it at a future time for opening cottage 
developments or j ust where it went. I t  says Rice River, 
so I imagine it goes to Rice River. 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Chairman, if we had a map 
here.  u ltimately a road wil l go on the east side of Lake 
Winnipeg up to the communities that are now isolated 
and that Rice River Road wil l  be continual ly added to. 
Hopeful ly we wil l be getting up to - I think the first 
comm unity is Berens River. 

MR. EYLER: I was just wondering then, is this tied in 
at all with Park Development? 

MR. MACKLING: No, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. EYLER: Not at a11. ·  Do we usual ly build forestry 
roads for private enterprise? 
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MR. MACKLING: Let me read an explanatory note on  
this road, M r. Chairman. 

"Road construction commenced d u ring 1 979-80 to 
provide al l  weather access to previously inaccessible 
forest areas located east of Lake Winnipeg in the 
vicinity of the Rice River. The Rice River Road wil l 
form part of a future road network serving the com
munities of B loodvein, Berens River and others. Con
struction of the Rice River Road was included in the 
Abitibi Timber Supply Agreement signed by the prov
ince and Abitibi-Price I ncorporated on May 29, 1 979. 

" I n  its five-year operating plan the company intends 
to complete 25 miles of Rice River road by December, 
1 983. By March 31 , 1 981 , the company had completed 
the first 1 0  miles of road construction and the engi
neering investigations necessary for the next 8.75 
miles u nder contracts with the province. 

" D u ring fiscal year 1 98 1 -82, the department in 
Abitibi-Price I ncorporated wil l jointly construct miles 
1 O to 1 8. 75 and locate the centre line of the proposed 
road from the Rice River to B loodvein, a distance of 
approximately 35 miles. F unding in the amount of 
$500,000 was provided in the 1 981 -82 Estimates for 
t h e  p rovince's  s h a r e  of t h e  ' 8 1 -82 e x p e n ditu res .  
Expenditures incurred by the province on the Rice 
River road prior to Apri l  1 ,  1 981 , were sharable on  a 
60-40 basis with the Federal Government under  the 
C a n a d a- M a nitoba N o r t h l a n d s  A g re e m e n t .  I t  was 
anticipated that the 1 98 1 -82 expenditures would be 
s h arab le  u n d e r  t h e  Canada-M anitoba N or t h e r n  
Development Agreement." 

I won't read the following note because there's 
some kind of negative q uality to the note and I'm not 
bound to read it. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member  for Roblin-Russel l .  

MR. J. WALLY McK ENZIE (Ro blin-R ussell) :  M r. 
Chairman, I ' m  very concerned and very excited about 
what's going on here in this Com mittee tonight and 
we're expected to pass this $1 3,255,000 item without 
very little evidence of what's going to take p lace, how 
those dol lars are going to be expended, and the many 
serious problems we have in rural M anitoba this day 
and age. 

The first q uestion I'd ask the Honourable Minister 
is, where does agriculture, our n u m ber  one industry 
in this province, sit with the priorities of this govern
ment? I'm looking through these expenditures and I 
expect it's about 99th on thei r  list because if this 
government is interested in agricu lture which again 
as I say is our n um ber one industry and they're going 
to stand up and support the farming industry in this 
province, there's no dol lars that I 've got here in this 
d rainage problem which I've been exposed to for 
many years, is going to even tell these farmers that 
there's a hope for the future because there's not even 
maintenance dol lars in there for all these drains, not 
even maintenance dollars. 

I have letters here from farmers in  my constituency 
who have had their d rains surveyed. The works were 
promised and they were pledged and all of a sudden 
we saw the First Minister now in B randon the other 
day say, it's a l l  off. So I 'd  like to get the Minister to tel l  
this Committee where, does agriculture stand in the 
priorities of this govern ment, in the Treasury Bench? 
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Because if it's 99th like I u nderstand,  then we may as 
wel l  pack up this Committee and leave because I don't 
think there's any hope. 

I 'm most concerned about the d rainage system 
around the Riding Mountain National Park, the Duck 
Mountain Provincial Park , where there are not even 
enough dol lars in here standing round here and yet 
the Minister is asking us to expend $ 1 3  mil l ion  and I 
j ust wonder where his priorities are and where are we 
going to get more information before we pass these 
Estimates. I don't have enough information in front of 
me. I have the Water Resources Branch Acq uisition 
and Construction projects and I have the Parks and I 
don't see any $ 1 3  mil lion in those Estimates, Mr .  
Chairman. I hope the Minister would first of  al l  
respond and give at least me, more detail of how he 
hopes to expend those $1 3 million that I ' m  getting 
now, and then I ' l l  have some more q uestions. 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman,  as I earlier indicated 
the honourable mem ber perhaps wasn't present, 
details of what is included in this item were handed 
out. 

In respect to maintenance of d rains in the honour
able member's area, the area for which he represents, 
we have a l ready passed an item in these Estimates 
that includes his constituency and a l l  the other consti
tuencies in Manitoba where drains are maintained by 
the province and also by the conservation districts 
where we have voted funds in accordance with these 
Estimates. The Maintenance Estimate that we have 
voted already - maybe the honourable member 
wasn't here and didn't recognize that - was $4.75 
mil l ion in respect to drains. -( l nterjection)- You are 
familiar with it. Wel l ,  we've al ready provided for that 
and w hat we have before us is a capital item in respect 
to new projects. I 've indicated in respect to that what 
they are and you have details of it. 

I n  respect to your rhetorical q uestion,  I don't  think I 
need answer that, M r. Chairman. I think that the 
record wil l speak for itself. 

M R .  McK ENZI E :  We l l ,  i t 's  q uite evident  to t h e  
members o f  t h e  Committee that this Minister i s  not 
going to answer the q uestions I raised in the House 
today; I raise them again here. Agriculture is not in the 
priorities of this government, it's q uite clear and it  
comes out loud and clear. 

I ' l l  read into the record a letter I got this week from a 
constituent in Gilbert Plains by the name of Manzuk 
who had his d rain surveyed in the spring of '81 and the 
construction Estimates he was told would be in this 
year's Estimates for the tune of $50,000 and now he's 
told by the staff out there that there's not even dol lars 
to provide maintenance for that d rain. 

So now I come back and ask this Minister again and 
this government - it's known as the brown d rain - if 
this Minister wil l tel l  Mr. Brown and these other peo
ple who are out here trying to provide and support our  
n u m ber one industry in this province, agriculture, and 
that wil l provide you a lot more dol lars than you' l l  ever 
get from ManOil. 

I f  the Minister wil l get back to reality and forget 
about this socialist d ream that we've been listening to 
since this House opened. Are these farmers in my 
constituency going to get some capital dol lars for 
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their d rains to support the n um ber  one industry in this 
province, which is agriculture? 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, this government like 
the previous NOP Government in this province . . .  

M R .  O R CHARD:  I t  doesn ' t  give a s h it a b o u t  
agriculture. 

MR. MACKLING: Let that be recorded the honour
able member said that. It has taken an attitude that 
everyone in this province wil l  get fair treatment and so 
they wil l .  We recognized in the eight years we were in 
government before in this province that we had a 
c o m m i t m e n t  to a g ric u l t u re t h at t h e  h o n o u ra b l e  
member  seems t o  forget very q uick ly. Regardless of 
the honou rable member's posturing, this govern
ment's deeds wil l speak louder than the honourable 
member's words of b luster. The record will indicate 
where our  priorities lie in this province. 

MR. McKENZIE: M r. C hairman, I ask the Honourable 
Minister, is the B rown's Creek in the capital works for 
this year? 

MR. MACKLING: No, Mr.  Chairman, it's not on the 
list. 

MR. McKENZIE: That's right. Who's telling the truth, 
me or the Minister that's speaking? 

Are there other d rains in Roblin constituency or the 
old constituency I used to represent, Ethel bert Plains, 
that d rains the Duck Mountains and the Riding Moun
tain Provincial Park.  Are there capital works for those 
constituents, farmers who are p leading out there with 
some help from this g overnment to keep our n u m ber  
one industry thriving in this province? Are  there any 
dollars? -( I nterjection) - I've been through the list. 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Chairman, there are a n um ber 
of projects and the honourable member  can study 
them for himself. I f  he's asking if I know whether the 
projects in his constituency are incl u ded, I thin k we 
reviewed the detail of a l l  of the projects before. I f  he 
has some doubt about them, wel l  I can't detail that 
now. 

I think there's a Silent Creek development there -
maybe it was so silent the honourable mem ber didn't 
hear it - I gather that may be in his constituency. But 
in any event as I 've indicated, these projects are there, 
we' l l  vote the funds and we'l l  develop them in accor
dance with the usual practice and that is to look at 
each one of these items, reconfirm the desirability 
that they can be proceeded with and they are in 
accordance with our priorities. 

MR. McKENZIE: M r. Chairman, can the I ask this 
Minister, can I tell my constituents, M r. Manzuk and 
others, that their priorities wil l  be met next year? 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. C hairman, I 'm not going to 
indicate to the honourable member that whatever his 
constit u ent 's  d esi res are that  n ecessari ly  t h e y ' re 
going to be fol lowed. I don't k now whether he could 
get that assurance from the previous Minister when 
he probably made the same request, but not openly 
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before the Committee, otherwise they would have 
been completed, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Chairman, just to correct the 
Honourable Minister, I ' l l  forward this letter to him if he 
wants it  for further information. 

I am told by this constituent that the d rain was 
surveyed in 1 981 and the construction estimates for 
the Brown Creek were supposed to be provided in this 
year's Estimates at $50,000 and all he's got to show is 
$26,000 and that doesn't even pay for the mainte
nance of the d rain . 

Now can the Minister tel l my constituent, Mr .  Man
zuk,  that it's not going to be next year; it's not going to 
be the next year or the year after, that he as a farmer 
may as wel l  forget it ,  as this government has no prior
ity as far as agriculture is concerned. 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, if the honourable 
member  has a particu lar  concern and if he has a 
constituent, if he has a m unicipality that's concerned, 
of course I will receive, I ' l l  talk to those people, I ' l l  talk 
to the m u nicipalities, but for the honourable member 
to badger me and suggest that he has to get a com
mitment from me for a particular d rain tonight, we'l l  
b e  here a long time because I won't give him that 
assurance. 

The honourable member had four years in which to 
get that kind of development proceeded with by a 
government of which he was a member of the gov
ernment caucus. He failed then and he's asking me 
tonight to make a commitment. The man is very fool
ish, Mr. C hairman 

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. C hairman, I have one more 
q u estion. In response to the Honourable Minister, I 
wonder if he can tel l  me who else I can go to on behalf 
of my constituent, and if he wil l  again refute the fact 
that that d rain was surveyed last year and this man 
was promised that the capital works, $50,000 woul d  
be in this year's Estimates. What more c a n  I tel l  my 
constituent? 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. C hairman, I am given to u n der
stand that the department surveys h u ndreds of drains 
every year and some of those d rains obviously haven't 
come forward in this program, despite the requests of 
many honourable members, I suppose, in this House 
and the imploring that was made by similar members 
to the honourable member, to the Minister before m e  
t h e  Member for Lakeside. I 'm sure he heard those 
submissions and I'm sure the department received 
those eloquent requests. It's obvious by the large 
n u m ber of surveys that were made, that not al l  of them 
received the p riority that the honourable member 
wants for his constituency. 

MR. McKENZIE: For the last time, wil l the Minister 
give me any indication that agriculture has any priori
ties in his department? 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Chairman, this government 
considers that agriculture is one of the most impor
tant industries in this province, if not the most impor
tant industry. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Arthu r. 

MR. DOWNEY: Mr.  Chairman, I was l istening earlier 
with the answers of the M in ister and the q uestions 
that were being raised by the Member  for Lakeside 
and during our  q uestioning the other n ight I was 
somewhat assured by the M i n ister that there were 
certai n  projects which I was concerned about in the 
western part of the provi nce were current review or 
consideration was being given for future Estimates. 

I have to tel l  the M i n ister that I 'm not afraid of losing 
anything in the western part of the provi nce because 
you can't lose someth ing that you haven't got. and I 
can see by the map it's total ly a blanked out section of 
the province. 

That leads on to the real issue that's before us,  M r. 
Chairman, and that is - I hear members of the Gov
ernment Benches doing q uite a bit of squealing 
around here as if they too have been left out of the 
Est imates of the Department of Natural Resources 
and Water Resources - the M i n ister has tonight. I 
th ink he has put on the record someth ing  that is of 
very much concern to me because we're sitting here 
tonight as members of the Opposit ion,  members of 
government that are here, can beat us in a vote. 

We, Mr .  Chairman,  have looked at a program which 
has been proposed, $1 3,255,000 and what we are 
going to see happen is, this government, M r. Chair
man,  probably by force, push a vote of $13 ,255,000 
through for a s lus h  fund - a slush fund - for the 
M i n ister of Natural Resources; not as voted for by the 
members of the government, not as voted for by the 
members of the Opposition or against, but a s l ush 
fund for h i m  to use i n  any way he sees fit. 

In other words what he has presented as programs 
before us means noth ing.  i f  I heard h i m  correctly, and 
I would l ike him to c larify, for me as a member of the 
Legislative Asse m bly,  what he has told us, that he is  
vot ing h i mself a $13 m i ll ion  s lush fund to i mplement 
that money w here he wants to. to the programs and 
the projects that have been proposed. 

He said and I'm interested in this.  he said, "We may 
not proceed with some." He may not proceed with 
some, Mr.  C hai rman. which is  understandable, if  they 
can't for some part icular reason .  move with the pro
gram. But is  he tel l i ng us if he doesn't proceed with 
that program. that those funds wi l l  be switched and it 
coul d  be that he i m mediately says, we can't work out 
half of it ,  or  we can't work on most of them for certain 
reasons. and we' l l  use them for other areas. 

I l istened to h i m  the other n ight and I took h i m  
somewhat for h i s  word that he was meaning what he 
was saying.  But tonight he has i mmediately now 
changed d irection and saying that he's gett ing h im
self  a s lush fund to use i n  the best way that he can.  I 
can't support, M r. C hairman. representing the people 
of Arthu r  Constituency. that k ind of use of taxpayers' 
money u nless there's an accountabil ity for that. I can
not do that. M r. C hai rman, and I would have to vote 
against this. Otherwise I would bide my t ime and hope 
that we could work out with the M i n ister. who I again 
believed, was firm i n  his commitments to work on 
water conservation projects and bel ieve firmly i n  that, 
and I commend him for that. 

It  bothers me. i t  bothers me very m uch.  that he's 
going to have $13 m i l l ion u naccounted for. doesn't 
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have to answer to anybody for and can use in any way. 
That is the principle that I don't l i ke and, Mr.  Chair
man. if th is  is what the government that we have i n  
Manitoba today is  trying t o  hoodwink,  a n d  that's true, 
hoodwin k  the people of Manitoba, the whole Estimate 
process is  worthless. We are truly wasting our time 
and the people's money in sitt ing i n  Committee to 
l isten to this k ind of fraudulent approach to the Esti
mates of the expenditure of the people of Manitoba's 
money and I, Mr. Chairman. woul d  hope that is  not the 
case. 

M R .  MACKLING: M r .  C h a i r m a n .  t h e  h o n o u ra b l e  
member  is  l i ke  t h e  Honourable Member  f o r  Robl in
R ussel l ,  postur ing.  I 'd  a l ready i n dicated that the 
former admin istration had placed before a s imi lar  
Committee, I presume a year ago.  outl ine of  works to 
be undertaken, but there'd be no consultation i n  
respect t o  the development o f  those works. The funds 
were voted, the works weren't proceeded with. A l l  
right, and that may be the case again. 

I ' m  ind icat ing that these items are there, they have 
been recommended, they have been looked at, but 
they are subject -( l nterjection)-yes, there's a gen
eral i ntent that these are good th ings to be done. But i t  
remains for th is  government to decide as and when 
they'l l  be done.  or i f  they w i l l  be done.  That capacity is  
not being removed from government and I 'm ind icat
ing  to you that is the case. 

The honourable member  says that it's a s lush fund.  
Wel l ,  the honourable member k nows that every cent 
of publ ic  spending has to be recorded and has to be 
accounted for. To suggest that I, as a M i n ister of the 
government or my colleagues together can spend one 
penny of pub l ic  money without a full account ing is  
absolute nonsense and he knows it. And to say that 
this fund is  going to be avai lable to be spent i n  an 
u n acco u n t a b l e  w ay is a b s o l u t e l y  fa lse a n d  t h e  
member  knows it. 

But what this M i nister is  saying to these members 
and these col l eagues at th is  t ime is  that although 
these works are outl ined and they look desirable, the 
Executive Counci l  remains to decide as and when, or 
i f  and when. these projects wi l l  be proceeded with ,  
and I 've made that very clear. 

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, that's of course. where 
the d ifficu l ty comes. You're asking this Committee 
tonight to give a blank cheque to Executive Counci l  
without the accou ntabil ity to the Legislature and,  Mr.  
Chairman,  the q uestion again is.  if a project isn't pro
ceeded with. w i l l  those funds lapse and be re-voted 
again next year and approved by a Committee on the 
project that you, Mr.  M i n ister, are prepared to lay 
before this Committee? 

MR. MACKLING: Mr.  Chairman, I 'm not going to give 
that k ind of undertaking.  The honourable members 
know that there are demands that are bei ng made 
throughout the length of the provi nce for works that 
have to be looked at. Just today, for example, M r. 
Chairman,  I met with a delegation,  I th ink from the 
constituency of the Honou rable Member for Pem
bina; the town of Carman is  i n  the Honourable 
Member for Pembina's constituency. And,  it was indi
cated to me that there is a desperate situation there i n  
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respect to public expense and I was implored to make 
a pretty early decision in respect to a very substantial 
capital expenditure. I don't know whether we are 
going to provide assistance there, there's nothing in 
this b u dget; there's no line here, and it may be that if 
we decide that we want to shift priorities we wil l want 
to do something in respect to problems of that consti
tuency, that area. I ' m  indicating to you, M r. Chairman, 
that we are not bound by the individual  items to pro
ceed with them, j ust as the Honourable Member  for 
Lakeside and his col l eagues were not bound in 
respect to the Red River dikes, the didn't even com
m unicate with those com m unities the nat u re of the 
fun ding, the nature of the expenses they had planned 
to pass on to those comm unities. 

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to ask the 
Minister that in presenting this series of projected 
capital works, I take it that he does this with the grea
test amount of personal integrity, with the g reatest 
amount of -( l nterjection)- good intention to u nder
take these capital construction corks that are menti
oned on some six pages of individual works. Now, the 
Minister indicates to us tonight that although he has 
presented these six pages of individual works of pro
posed capital u ndertakings throughout the Province 
of Manitoba, that by the act of approving them tonight 
and getting the support of not only government 
members who are here tonight, but also O pposition 
members, that this does not bind him to u ndertake 
those capital works. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can appreciate that if the 
Minister fails to, for instance, acquire the property to 
u pgrade the Dog H u n g  Creek Diversion and that he 
can't accomplish an expropriation d u ring the con
struction season, I can appreciate that p roject possi
bly not going. What the Minister has asked us to do 
tonight is to approve six pages of capital works which, 
after we approve them, they are beyond the scrutiny 
of Members of Her Majesty's Loyal O pposition and he 
can proceed to Cabinet next Wednesday and throw 
this whole list of six pages of capital works out. M r. 
Chairman, this is what the Minister is telling us tonight 
that we can approve these six pages tonight and then 
he is going to take them to Cabinet and they may or 
may not decide to proceed with them. 

M r. Chairman,  I want to ask the Minister right now 
that - I just want to ask him one simple  q uestion - does 
the Department of Natural Resources, in their Acqui
sition and Construction line in the Estimates, main
tain a carry-over program? 

MR. MACKLING: No, M r. Chairman, there is no 
carry-over. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you, M r. Chairman. Then in 
other words, Mr.  C hairman, if all six pages of these 
projects which are voted u pon by this Committee, by 
this Legislature, if none of them are proceeded with 
there is absol utely no priority within the Department 
of Natural Resources to u ndertake them next year. 
-( I nterjection)-

MR. CHAIRMAN: O rder, order. O rder, order. 
The Member for Pembina. 

851 

MR. ORCHARD: M r. Chairman, I did not hear the 
Minister's response to my q uestion. 

MR. MACKLI N G :  Wel l ,  M r .  C h airm a n ,  I c o u l d n 't 
make a response here. The Honourable Member for 
Lakeside was involved in an intemperate harangue. 
So I have no reason to try and answer the honourable 
member d u ring the course of that which was com
pletely out of order. 

MR. E NNS: M r. Chairman, on  a point of order. I apol
ogize to the Committee for, yes, what was an intem
perate display on my part. But, Sir, in 17 years of 
having served in this Legislature and Committees of 
this kind, I have never experienced the kind of posi
tion that we find ourselves in today. I 've never had a 
Minister who is responsible for representing some 
$ 1 7  million of p ublic expenditures before a Commit
tee of the House, and tell us that he is in no way bound 
by the decisions of that Committee. I find no prece
dent for that. I m ust say that I am shocked beyond a l l  
imagination. We have i t  f rom the back bench; the 
excuse is another administration brought some of 
these Estimates up to this point. So, this Minister is 
bringing these Estimates before us but he's done the 
incredible thing; he has said that, yes, we'l l  get them 
passed and he then he wil l  take them back to his 
Cabinet and get them approved politically as they 
want them. Now, Sir, that is an u n believable position. I 
just want that on the record. 

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

HON. L A U R E N T  DESJARDINS (St. B o niface): I f  
that's a point o f  order, I would like t o  speak t o  the 
same point of order.  I think that maybe we should 
have a little common sense here.  I 've also seen 23 
b udgets and they've a l l  been approved the same 
thing, except the Minister might be a little more for
t h right or naive and maybe he's talking a little too 
m uch. 

Now, everybody knows that before this is approved 
in the exercise of the Cabinet that you have to prepare 
your program. This was done. This is the way it was 
passed in Cabinet. Now it's being passed here and 
there is a possibility - of course, the Minister said 
himself that these are the ones that are recom
mended, these are the ones that he has in mind to do 
right now. Now t hings change; that's exactly what h e  
said. He says that things c a n  change. You try to take 
one and say can you guarantee that'l l  be done and he 
can't  do that .  That has been done for 23 years that I 
can remember by every single department including 
my own when I was a Minister. He's brought a pro
g ram;  it is possible that there' l l  be other priorities. 
That has been done. He's not saying that he's not 
going to change the whole thing. I t's  been done by 
you people in Cabinet, in government. H e  is saying 
that this is the program that he wants to go ahead, but  
t he r e 's a possibi l ity t hat t h e re mig h t  b e  s o m e  
changes. That's a l l  he's saying a n d  this i s  t h e  way it's 
been going on for 23 years that I know of, by every 
department including my own. I 've stuck with a pro
g ram and this is what he's doing but you cannot say 
one wil l be done. You did the same thing on Health in 
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personal care construction; you've changed some of 
those. You have a mandate to do certain things and 
he's not getting a s lush fund o r  a license to steal. Next 
year you'll have a chance again and if he deviates from 
that - the whole thing - then he's on the carpet; he 
loses credibility. Don't try to make a big thing. You 
know, you're talking about us; you can keep us here 
a l l  n i g h t  o r  f o r  a l o n g  t i m e .  T h a t ' s  f i n e .  -
( I nterjection ) - We can waste a lot of time. We can 
start in a shouting match or we can try to do it in a 
proper way. People like you that's got the experience; 
you know damn well that you've done the same thing, 
but you didn't advise them like he did. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Member  for Pembina on a point of 
order. 

MR. ORCHARD: What the Minister of Health has told 
us tonight is that has happened before. But what the 
Minister of Health did not tel l  the Committee is that 
the Minister said these Estimates wil l be approved 
tonight and they will go to the Cabinet for fu rther 
priorization and they may not proceed. That has never 
happened that a series of listed Estimates of commit
ted construction, if that has not passed Treasury 
Board and Cabinet for approval to be here tonight for 
the Legislature, then what are we doing here? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Member for Springfield on a point 
of order. 

MR. ANDY ANSTETT (Springfield): Mr. Chairman, to 
the same point of order. What we're discussing here is 
a q u estion of whether or not in terms of parliamentary 
practice, a precedent has been set by what the Minis
ter proposes to do tonight. The Member for Pembina 
says it's never happened in the history of the Legisla
ture. My experience isn't as great as his. I haven't been 
here since 1 867 or 1 870, but I would suggest that 
exactly what the Minister is describing has been the 
practice by every government in recent memory in 
this province. The Minister has perhaps described it in 
a much more broad fashion by suggesting that all of 
these things go to Treasury Board. Perhaps he does 
not mean it in the same sense that the Minister of 
Highways when he proposes a highways program, 
does not have the prerogative if he can't get land, can't 
get right of way, can't proceed with a particular pro
ject, may go back and consult with Cabinet or what
ever and modify, he may add. 

Both of the members opposite who seem so u ptight 
tonight about a parliamentary precedent in terms of 
the rules of what these Estimates are a l l  about - and I 
think that's the point of order that's being raised - are 
members who have been in charge of substantial cap
ital Estimates. They have never, neither of them nor 
any other previous Minister of Highways has been 
able to stand in a Committe of this House and advise 
the House that he wil l proceed with every item that's in 
that sched ule, that he will not have to go to Cabinet 
and ask for advice or direction with regard to a pro
ject, move in another direction or spend monies on 
something different than what's in the proposal. 

I did not hear the specific comments the Minister 
made because I was out of the Com mittee room right 
at the beginning. The Minister has restated them and 
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what I heard him restate I see as no different from the 
parliamentary practice that I 've seen followed in this 
Committee and in this House for eight years. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Lakeside on the 
same point of order. 

MR. ENNS: Mr. Chairman, I take with some defer
ence the comments of the Member  for St. Boniface, 
the Minister of Health, who has served in this House 
for many years. Certain ly every government of a l l  
descriptions have not  always been ab le  to carry for
ward programs that monies have been voted for. I 
gave this Minister of Natural Resources that out. I said 
- and he happens to deal in that area - if agreements 
can't be reached with other j urisdictions with the val
ley dyking comm unities for instance, then certain 
monies may not be spent in these Estimates. That's 
not what we're talking about. I acknowledge that if for 
some reason some of the shared programs that 
involve the Federal Government and if some reason 
t h e  senior  g ov e r n m e nt,  t h e  Federa l  Gover n m e n t  
changes t h e  rules midstream or delays them, then this 
Minister or this government can't be held responsible 
for not carrying these programs. I n  the same way as 
when the Minister of Education presents a school 
building program and a school division can't sort out 
it's priorities and even though the senior government, 
a provincial government plans to build a school build
ing but the politics at the local level aren't sorted out, 
t h e n  t h at 's  d eferred . T h a t  certai n l y  h a p p e n s .  I t  
happens with hospital boards. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not what we heard today. 
What the Minister of Natural Resources said today is 
that the entire amount, the $1 3,255,000 are not bind
ing on this Minister, and that he reserves for himself 
the right after having gone through this whole exer
cise - and I thought we've had a pretty good exercise 
in this last little while - that he can go back and then 
discuss with the Member for l n kster and decide, hey, 
you know the Tories got a few too many drainage 
ditches in their part of the constituency; that we don't 
have to do something for the Member for M orris; we 
don't have to do something for the Member for Roblin. 
Let's j ust now p riorize where we're going to spend the 
$1 3.5 mil lion. That is what the Minister of Natural 
Resou rces said and,  Sir, Mr .  Chairman, I ask you 
-an d  if need be we'l l  adjourn the Committee to hear 
the transcripts of precisely what the Minister said -
that is what's u psetting us and that is a difference. I 've 
been a Minister of Highways; I 've been a Minister of 
Natural Resources; I k now what can happen with the 
problems of bad weather, even if I was committed to 
build a road and I can't build a road. I know that you 
can have contract failure. I k now that you can have 
trouble with acquisitions of lands but, prompted by 
the Member for l nkster, the trou ble with these Esti
mates is that they've been prepared by a previous 
government and so we should not be binding our
selves to those Estimates. Now, I say, M r. Chairman, 
that makes this exercise a charade; that's not what 
this exercise is all about and I insist on . . .  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister of M u nic
ipal Affairs on a point of order. 
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HON. A. R. (Pete) ADAM (Ste. Rose): Mr. Chairman, 
last year i n  this Committee, deal ing with the Estimates 
of the M in ister of Northern Affairs, I recall that we had 
q u ite a lengthy debate on an item in the Estimates of 
$5 mi l l ion  where we were never able to f ind out how 
that money was going to be spent. A request was 
being made for $5 mi l l ion  by the Min ister of Northern 
Affairs and we, after deal ing with that item for hours 
u n d e r  t h e  C a n a d a - N o r t h  l a n d s  Agreement ,  were  
never ab le  to  f ind out  what th is  money was i ntended 
for and we still don't know, at this part icular t i me, how 
t h at m o n ey was s p e n t .  I am s u r p r ised t h at t h e  
member, especial ly t he Mem ber for Lakeside, w ho is  a 
longtime member here, realizes that these th ings 
happen from t ime to t ime and, I would just point that 
out so we don't have to go 23 years ago to find out 
what happened, it happened last year. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. M i n ister, on that same point of 
order. 

MR. MACKUNG: Well, M r. C hairman, I don't th ink  
anybody has  been speaking on a point of  order, 
they've been argu ing .  Let me just indicate and recap 
what I 've said. I said that we've got spending Esti
mates before us, Capital spend i ng Est imates, we may 
not spend all of that money, there may be projects 
that, for whatever reason, we may not proceed with; 
we've given an outl ine of what the proposals are, what 
the department is com ing forward with, but they may 
not be proceeded with for any n u m ber of reasons. 
And those reasons have to be decided on a polit ical 
basis and on the basis of a pol it ical decision as to 
whether or not we can afford to proceed with them. 

The honourable members know that fai rly shortly 
we' l l  be d iscussing a b udget and, of course, we have 
to raise taxes to provide spend ing funds and if the 
government decides that, because of our  spending 
constraints, we cannot proceed with al l  of the Capital 
items that are otherwise desired, so be it. Let me point 
out that's the f iscal  side of,  M r. Chairman, that's the 

fiscal side of it i n  respect to the i nd ividual items. There 
are some of these items that are in this l ist that have 
been on a l ist for three years but haven't been p ro
ceeded with because of various problems, and I 
referred, M r. Chairman, to one that the honourable 
members have made a great fuss about i n  this Legisla
ture - the valley dykes - and yet they had i t  in their  
Est i mates to go ahead with and yet there had been no 
consu ltation with those com m u nit ies ;  nothing,  and 
yet was that a breach of what that government had 
done. They had asked the memers of a committee to 
vote $900,000 for a project that was going to go ahead 
the following year; it d idn't go ahead. I nstead of that 
the mem bers of this honourable opposition stan d  up 
i n  House and berate this government for having  
i n it iated something i n  respect to that commitment. 

For the honourable members to say that because 
they vote on  these items the government is  bound to 
proceed with them, that is  r id iculous and they know it. 
And they are g randstand ing ,  M r. Chairman, and they 
know they're g randstanding. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: M e m be r  for  P e m b i n a ,  are y o u  
ready t o  proceed? 

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, I bel ieve we are sti l l  
o n  the point of order. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: There has been no point of order, 
do you want to proceed? 

MR. ORCHARD: Then, Mr. Chairman,  I w i l l  just enter 
the d iscussion then. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Proceed with the items we are d is
cussing then. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you. What the M in ister said, 
in h is  f i rst couple of m inutes, that he astutely avoided 
saying  in the last justification of the most major faux 
pas I 've ever heard a M i n ister make in the six sessions 
I 've been here; what he d idn't say in the second rou nd 
which has alarmed us is  that he d id n't ment ion that 
when we pass this $1 3,255,000 l ine of Est imates that 
he then takes i t  to Cabinet for them to make the polit i
cal decision as to whether they proceed with the 
spend i ng - ( I nterjection)- Mr.  Chairman, wi l l  you 
please rule the M i n ister to order,  please I bel ieve I 
have the floor, thank you. M r. Chai rman,  we have 
been presented with six pages of projected spend ing 
on Capital Works to the value of  $1 3,255,000.00. 
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The M i n ister has told us that once we pass this that 
he w i l l  then go to Cabinet and h ave these Esti mates 
polit ical ly priorized as to which goes, which stays and 
which gets pu l led out and where they might have to 
spend the money again.  The M i n ister for Health said 
tonight  that th ings happen and, M r. Chairman, we 
don't argue with that.  My col league, the M LA for 
Lakeside, said if a federal agreement fal ls  through, if  a 
m u n icipal  agreement fal ls through, if a land acqu isi
t ion fa l l  throug h ,  that's fine, a p roject may not go 
ahead. And that is  the way i t  happens i n  the Depart
ment of H ighways and Transportation as a n u m ber of 
people who have had that responsib i l ity know. But, 
Mr .  Chairman, never, never, never I don't bel ieve in 
the h istory of this committee, and the Est imate sys
tem, has a series of Capital Est imates come forward 
and then go back to the Cabinet after we have 
approved them for priorization, for deletion and for 
re-al location. It has been practiced whi lst we were 
government, M r. Chairman, to take a Capital program 
to Cabi net, to Caucus, to Treasury Board and to get i t  
approved before i t 's  entered i n  the Est imates. 

Now, this M i n ister is  saying that we write an arbi
trary l ine i n  the Est imates, we develop a series of 
Capital Expend itures and the, after we get the opposi
t ion sucked i nto passing it,  we go back to Cabinet and 
we could change it. That's what he told us tonight, and 
I don't bel ieve that this is  happen ing to democracy i n  
Manitoba. 

Now, M r. Chairman, the Min ister of Health said that 
th is  happens al l  the t ime. Wel l  I want to point out to the 
M i n ister of Health that last year we developed a H igh
ways project; after it had gone t hroug h  the hoops of 
Cabinet and Caucus and Treasury Board, we decided 
that the Split Lake Road should be bu i l t  and you know 
what we d id .  We didn't pul l  other roads out of the 
project we approved addit ional funding for it .  That is 
the way a government can change their  priorit ies that 
the M i n ister is  saying has to be changed. 

On the basis of this kind of a move by this M i nister, I 
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move Committee rise, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister of Agriculture. 

MR. ORCHARD: No, you have a motion for Commit
tee to rise, Mr. Chairman. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: We'l l  cal l  for a voice vote, then. A l l  
in  favour? 

MR. ORCHARD: Recorded count, Mr. C hairman. I 
have support. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Motion is, are we going to have 
the Committee rise? 

A COUNTED VOTE was taken, the result being as 
follows: 

Yeas, 1 2; Nays, 1 7. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I declare the Motion lost. 
Item 1 3. (a) The Honourable Minister of Health. 

MR. DESJARDINS: Mr.  Chairman, it seems that there 
is not m uch point in appealing for a little bit of com
mon sense because it seems that some people have 
made up their mind that they're not going to have any 
today. Let me remind some of them that there was an 
election in October, 1 977. There was a Budget that 
had been approved before. There was a change of 
government; a government that came in and froze 
everything that was supposed to be done in the 
Department of Health,  for instance, and then there 
was a change when some of them were al lowed, and a 
change in my honourable friend's constituency to 
take care of a Personal Care Home that had never 
been recommended by the Manitoba Health Services 
Commission. We c riticized that like it was our  right, 
but we did not say that you did not have the mandate 
to do what you want when you're in government, and 
that's exactly what happened; and now the Minister 
stated that he's got a program that has been recom
mended, he's saying he can't go on and swear that 
every single one of these things wil l  be done, he's 
saying that he might go back to Cabinet to review 
things. 

I ' m  doing the same thing in my department, in some 
areas there are certain things I'm not too sure, and I ' m  
asking for money because I think this i s  what's going 
to be done, that I 'm going to review it and I'm not 
going to do it if I 'm convinced that it's wrong. You've 
got to start somewhere. This is exactly what's hap
pened. The govern ment had a mandate. Your gov
ernment had a mandate; they did it. I 'm  not c riticizing 
it; I 'm j ust pointing out  to you ,  when you play Holier 
Than Thou and say this has never happened. There 
was a thing that was passed by the House, all the 
Members of the House, for a 5-year construction plan, 
certain things were going to be done that year, the 
money was voted in the House; what did the govern
ment say, "There's a freeze, we're not moving, we're 
not doing a damn thing." You had the right to do that; 
you were criticized; it helped you lose an election, but 
don't say that we haven't got a mandate, that a gov
ernment in power �.asn't got the right to change if 
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there's a policy. That's sheer hypocrisy and you k now 
it, and you know it more than anybody else. 

MR. ENNS: Again I defer to the experience and the 
wisdom of the Member for St. Boniface, the Minister 
of Health. The only difference is we had the guts in 
1 977 to come in, when we presented our Estimates, 
that showed those frozen programs, that showed 
those deferrals and we took the flak for it. We took the 
flak for it every day and you fellows in Opposition 
reminded us and the media reported it. The difference 
here is we're being asked to pass a $77 million set of 
Estimates that the Minister has j ust acknowledged he 
has no intention of carrying out, and that's the differ
ence, and that's what exercises us. Wel l ,  Mr .  Chair
man, that's why I suggest, with all due respect, 
because there's precedent for that, that the Commit
tee rise; that we check what actual ly the Minister said; 
that we check the pre-edited editions of Hansard 
tomorrow and we find out what was said, because that 
is what caused this explosion in this committee which 
has, otherwise, been a reasonably good commission. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister of Agriculture. 

HON. BILL URUSKI {Minister of Agriculture): Mr.  
Chairman, the Member for Lakeside, and members on 
the this side, conveniently try to forget what has hap
pened and what has been the normal procedure going 
on in this House. Mr. Chairman, the Minister of Health 
indicated what was done with respect to the n u rsing 
home projects; but, M r. Chairman,  not only that, that 
budget was approved, it was approved by this Legisla
ture; and then there was an election, and then a l l  
those items, even those n u rsing homes which were 
tendered, were stopped. They were stopped, Mr.  
Chairman, and we didn't even have a chance to vote 
on the change in the program, subsequently, M r. 
Chairman, even though those items that were passed 
by this Legislature were tendered, they were ready to 
be constructed and they were kil led. They had to be 
re-tendered, there were additional costs, and, M r. 
Chairman, the Minister of Natural Resources brings in 
a program and indicates that, "Look, barring u nfore
seen items, this program wil l go ahead, but certain ly 
we wi l l  want to review the items as they proceed." 

Mr. Chairman, are the Conservative mem bers in 
this Legislature saying that they didn't make any polit
ical decisions vis-a-vis items that were passed in 
Legislature? What a bunch of hypocrites. You were 
elected as politicians and you made political deci
sions. You froze n u rsing homes that were tendered; 
you kil l ed p rojects and then you re-activated them 
and you even brought in additional programs that 
weren't even voted in this Legislature. 

Mr. Chairman, the Members of the Conservative 
Party are saying that they never made any political 
decisions vis-a-vis programs that were approved. Mr.  
C hairman, there wil l be changes in many programs 
that are brought into this House. The general thrust is 
voted u pon and,  from time to time, there wil l  be cir
cumstances that will change al most any program. 
The former Minister of Highways should k now that 
there have been items on the Highway's budget going 
back 7-8 years that have not been proceeded with and 
they're still on the damn program. No matter how the 
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Minister can squirm, wel l  he says, "Yes they're on the 
program." Wel l ,  we're not proceeding with them. Mr. 
Chairman, he can't tel l  m e  that it takes 8 years, that an 
area's been wet o r  we can't  buy land for 8 years 
because some projects don't proceed that long.  It is 
the wil l  of the govern ment not to have some projects 
to proceed and he can't tell me that wasn't done on 
many of the projects. You look at the Highway's pro
jects over the year, Mr. Chairman, regardless of who 
was in government.  You can't tell us, here, that when a 
program is voted on that there won't be changes in the 
program and the changes won't be made. Who makes 
the decision, Mr .  Chairman, if it isn't a political deci
sion of the members who are elected as politicians in 
the Legislature? M r. Chairman, who do you want to 
make the decisions? 

MR. DOWNEY: Thank you, M r. Chairman. I want to 
be very brief because what I have heard here tonight, 
and I think it's certainly, as I u nderstand it, the 
responsibility of a government, they are people that 
are elected to this Legislature, to spend the money of 
the people of the Province of Manitoba in the best 
interests of all those people regardless of political 
stripe, but in the best interest, and they are held in 
trust, for that job. I have no problem with a govern
ment that doesn't move with any particular project. I 
agree total ly, that is their responsibility or their deci
sion not to proceed. But,  M r. Chairman, the point that 
has to be made is that if they are going to use those 
funds that weren't used in that particular project, they 
can not go to Cabinet, Mr. Chairman ,  and make the 
decision to buy $1 3-mi l l ion worth of N O P  sign s  to 
plaster all over the province, and that is what they're 
tel ling us, M r. Chairman. They are a government for 
the N O P  party people. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: O rder p lease. We are speaking on 
N u mber 1 3  and you're off base. We are not speaking 
on a point of order. That has been chal lenged and 
lost. We are now on 1 3(a) .  

MR. DOWNEY: I wil l  speak to 1 3, Mr .  Chairman,  I wil l 
speak to that very p lainly.  I have been told by the 
Minister of  Natural Resources, and I agree with him, 
that if he wants to cancel any project, the same as the 
Minister of Agricultu re, he is q uite free to cancel any 
project and not spend those funds. In fact, that is 
saving the people of the Province of Manitoba money 
which they don't think is spent in thei r  best interest. 
M r. Chairman, the second statement that I have heard 
is that the Minister of Natural Resources can take his 
$ 1 3  mil l ion  which we are voting for here right now; if, 
tomorrow he strikes out all the programs, can go to 
Cabinet, and use that money for any political rim of 
that Cabinet. Mr .  Chairman, I cannot support that in 
the system that I live within today. 

MR. ENNS: Mr. C hairman, let's try to bring some 
order into the Committee. I appreciate the comments 
that are being made. Yes, elected members certainly 
have the right to change priorities, but I chal lenge 
members opposite to show on the Estimates that we 
brought in ,  that did not reflect the spending intentions 
of t h a t  g ove r n m e n t .  We c a m e  in in O c t o b e r  -
( I nterjection)- You're right; I won't argue with you, 

there were intentions by the previous NOP adminis
tration. You have to remember, it was an election year. 
There were more sod-turning ceremonies in this prov
ince than you saw in your life. There were more per
sonal care homes going to be built ,  more hospitals 
going to be built than you woul d  believe; those were 
your intentions and you're q uite right, a new adminis
tration came in and we deferred, we stopped, we 
folded some of them. But show me in the Estimates 
that we then subsequently brought in, in  February 
and March, where those items that we were asking a 
Committee of the Legislature to pass on ,  where those 
Estimates were included and passed on.  You cannot 
find that, my friend. You cannot find that, Mr. Chair
man. That is the point. 
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Mr. Chairman, I have the floor. If this administration 
did not want to accept the Estimates that were 95 
percent prepared for them by the previous adminis
tration, that's one thing; I accept it. I f  they said we' l l  
c u t  o u t  half o f  them, or we' l l  freeze half o f  t hem, or 
we'l l  take them out of M orris Constituency and put 
them in St. George, that's fine,  or  we' l l  put them in 
Gimli ,  that's fine, but that's not what they're doing.  I 'm 
appealing to the First Minister right now. The Minister 
is bringing in a set of Estimates and that is a little 
different than a government that comes into power 
and says, "Hey, we have inherited a g roup of pro
g rams that we don't agree with ,"  and they have the 
mandate of the people,  and they cancel them, they 
defer them or they change them. That is certainly the 
right of any newly-elected government. But it is not 
then, appropriate, I submit, Mr .  Chairman, then to 
come into Estimate point in time, and then parade 
those programs on as though they were going to be 
ongoing and then have the audacity to say that, after 
two weeks of hard work in Committee, these pro
g rams are, of course, a l l  subject to political review; 
they're meaningless; that we're not going to proceed 
with them on the basis of what Cabinet decides. We've 
given a l l  the necessary exceptions to that. We u nder
stand that certain projects can't be proceeded with .  
We have not  asked or tied this Minister down to build
ing every d rainage ditch, every bridge, in this set of 
Estimates. We know that land acquisition, we k now 
that arrangements with other jurisdictions, federal or  
m unicipal, can prevent projects from proceeding. I 
know that, and a l l  experienced members know that. 
But there is a difference, Mr. Chairman. The Honour
able Minister of Health says, "Yes," and I agree with 
him. He had on his p rogram, and by the way, M r. 
Chairman, there's a big difference between programs 
that are on  a five-year program, particularly in the 
field of health, or  something like that, but I am talking 
about actually programs that were on that year. Fine, 
they were in that year and we cancelled them and then 
we did not bring them back in the Estimates that we 
presented. -( I nterjection ) - Al l  right, but that was 
our first opportunity to bring new Estimates in the 
House, in February of '78,  and we said we rejected 
what the previous administration is doing .  These are 
the Estimates that we asked the Committee to pass. 
That's not what this Minister is asking us to do and I 
find it a charade, Mr .  Chairman. 

MR. USKIW: In observing the project map here, it's 
obvious, M r. Chairman, that 28 out of the 36 projects 
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are located in what we would refer to as Tory land,  
constituency-wise: 28 out of the 36. The Minister has 
indicated that he cannot assure that every one of 
those projects wil l ,  in  fact, take place; that he cannot 
guarantee that; and that, yes, it may be that he wil l  
have to revise his p riorities. I think he said that, Mr .  
Chairman. That is  fundamental to the system u nder 
which we function .  For whatever reason,  at any time, 
the government may decide to change their priorities 
in spending. A l l  we are voting here is authority to 
spend, not compulsion to spend, but authority to 
spend, and that authority could be shifted from one 
place in the operation of government to another 
p l ace,  d e p e n d i n g  u p o n  t h e  circu mstances ,  M r . 
Chairman. The government of the last 4 years did that 
very thing by announcing that they were not going to 
complete certain things even though they were voted 
on by the Legislative Asse m bly,  by the Committees on 
Supply. 

Yes, they came in and they said, "We don't intend to 
complete those projects; we're going to put these 
projects on  hold; we're going to have a freeze; we're 
going  to  lay peo p l e  off because w e ' re s h ort of 
money." That's what was said, M r. Chairman, not
withstanding all of those things were approved item 
by item in the Estimates review process. So this is 
authority to spend, M r. Chairman, not direction to 
spend; it's authority. This program, Mr. Chairman, is 
an indicative program of what is expected to be done 
over the next 12 months,  as they a l l  are. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Burrows. 

MR. CONRAD SANTOS (Burrows): Thank you, M r. 
Chairman. I never speak, as you notice, I am trying to 
learn my way around in this Committee. I would like to 
make it clear the distinction what an Estimate is. An 
Estimate is s im p l y  a l egis l ative a u t h o rization to  
spend, as  distinguished from a mandate to spend 
where you have no more discretion .  I t  is simply a 
legislative authority to legalize this spending, the 
Estimate proceeding, you don't have to spend it but 
the authority is there,  because if  the discretion of the 
Minister who has a Ministerial responsibility in his 
own department is to be tied down in a straitjacket 
and wil l have to do everything that is in the Estimates 
and there are certain events and circumstances that 
are beyond his control, it doesn't mean that he has to 
spend all the money in the Estimates. To remove from 
the Minister the discretion is to deny that the govern
ment has the authority to govern. I mean the ru ling 
majority. 

MR. MACKLING: Mr.  Chairman, let me indicate that 
what the Honourable Member for Burrows has said 
and others of my col leagues have spoken is certain ly  
right. What we have presented here are Estimates as 
to the costs of projects that the department has 
looked at and are recommending for the subsequent 
year. That is not to indicate that these projects wil l  of 
necessity, proceed. There may problems with acquir
ing land, with working out arrangements that are 
sat isfactory in repect to  t h ese p rograms .  W h at 
members are being required to do is vote in respect to 
individual lines of spending. Each member has been 
given all of the detail early by my staff, and you have 
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separate lines and within those separate lines the 
Minister has always had discretion to move in respect 
to varying projects, in the line. 

I f  you look for exam ple, M r. Chairman, at the detail 
that I have supplied to members, land d rainage 
reconstruction, there is flexibility on the part of the 
Minister and his department to vary the programs 
there, to proceed with some, not proceed with others 
and so on. I or  my Ministry cannot switch programs; 
can't switch from bridge replacement program funds 
to land drainage reconstruction. I can't do that within 
the department. But that prerogative remains with the 
Executive Council. The Executive Council can do 
that. We have been elected with a mandate to govern. 

M r. Chairman, I find it very interesting. The honour
able members from the O pposition feel that they're 
still in  government and they still feel that they are 
directing the spending Estimates of this government. 
That is not so. We are making the decisions in respect 
to the spending of this government,  and we wil l spend 
or we wil l  not spend depending u pon our findings. To 
suggest, Mr .  Chairman, that when the process is in the 
works and tenders are cal led, regardless of what the 
contract price is, we have to proceed with that project. 
You k now,  t h e  a r g u m e n t s  t h at t h e  h o n o u ra b l e  
members present are ludicrous. They know they are. 
They are trying to govern now from the O pposition .  
Wel l ,  the  people on  Nove m ber  1 7th made a decision 
and that decision is here and we wil l  decide on the 
basis of these projects whether they can be pro
ceeded with; whether they ought to be deferred; that 
is a discretionary act on  the part of the Executive 
Counci l  and I am not, nor would my government, be 
bound to spend every cent that's voted in any Esti
mate. For the honourable members to suggest that, 
oh, that's always been the case is just utter and com
plete nonsense and they know it. 

I indicated that simply because these items were 
here, did not mean that necessarily they were going to 
be constructed in this construction year. That's what I 
said. I said there has to be consideration given to each 
one of these items as and when they are ready, and 
part of the consideration is the cost, what the tender 
price is and so on. For the honourable members to say 
it's automatic when we vote this money, that we are 
bound then and the administration is bound by our  
decision; that's a bunch of  rubbish and you know it. 

You never fol lowed it and I set out the example; I set 
out the example, Mr .  Chairman, and I ' l l  set it out 
again. The honourable members presented an item in 
last year's Estimates for $900,000, yes, based u pon a 
formula that they k new and they had the members 
here vote on that item, but then they didn't proceed 
with it, M r. C hairman. Why? They took it to Cabinet 
and Cabinet decided that item was not going to pro
ceed, because they lacked the political wil l to pro
ceed . Now, M r. Chairman, the honou rable mem bers 
are saying that if there's a capital item in our Esti
mates, then they wil l have to proceed. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Lakeside on a 
point of order. 

MR. ENNS: Wel l ,  the Minister made a very specific 
al logation that the previous administration, the pre
vious Minister, took a particular item to Cabinet. I 
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asked h i m  to document that charge. 

A MEMBER: That's not a point of order at al l .  

MR. ENNS: Yes, i t  is.  I t  happened to be a very i m por
tant point of order. 

MR. MACKLING: Well ,  then why wasn't it proceeded 
with, M r. Chairman? 

A MEMBER: Because i t  never got to Cabi net; no 
decision was made. 

MR. CHAIRM A N :  I t ' s  not a p o i n t  of order .  M r .  
M i n ister. 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Chairman, if it d id n't go to 
Cabinet ,  let me f in ish -( l nterjection) - Just a m i n ute. 

M r. Chairman,  if i t  d id n't go to Cabinet, a pol itical 
decision was made by the M i n ister that wasn't fore
seen. He d id n't even s hare with with his col leagues 
then, Mr.  Chairman. And now to suggest that because 
there's a l ine  or there's a project in these Est imates 
that M i n istration of the day is bound to proceed with, 
is  a bunch of rubbish and he knows it. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: M i nister of Health. 

MR. DESJARDINS: M r. Chairman, I th ink that every
body had their  fun.  I th ink  that those who wanted to 
make a point have made it. We're gett ing away from 
the Est imates and I move that q u estion be put Mr.  
Chairman. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Agreed? {Agreed) O rder, order 
please. Order, order p lease. 

1 3(a) to 1 3(c) were each read and passed. Resol u
tion No. 1 1 3-pass. 

R ESOLVED THAT it  be g ranted to Her Majesty a 
s u m  not exceeding $13 ,255,000 for Natural Resour
ces for Acquisit ion/Construction of Physical Assets 
for the fiscal year endi ng the 3 1 st Day of March, 
1 982-pass 

Now we have to go back to the Item 1 of the M i n is
ter's Salary. 

MR. MACKLING: No, the Committee's not rising .  
I tem 1 ,  Mr .  Chairman. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: We're i n  Item No. 1 (a) ( 1  ) ,  M i n ister's 
Salary. 

The Member for Emerson. 

MR. DRIEDGER: Thank you, M r. Chairman, we've 
just been exposed to someth ing that, not having  had 
the experience of the Member for St. Boniface, but in 
the short time I 've been here, I cannot envision the 
k i nd of th ing that has gone on here tonight. A l l  k inds 
of activity, pros and cons, have been d iscussed on 
points of order, etc. What bothers me very much,  M r. 
Chai rman, is the fact that if th is  M i n ister had decided 
that he wanted to change their priorit ies as was indi
cated that sometimes governments do when govern
ments change, that would have been fine. What this 
M i n ister did,  he did not change. H e  presented Esti
mates to th is  group here tonight,  presented the Esti-
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mates that he wanted us to approve. We've gone th is 
charade for two weeks trying  to g ive good del i bera
t ion,  good d iscussion. I thought we had a good asso
ciation with th is  M i n ister and his people. I t h i n k  
everybody i n  t h e  Committee room enjoyed what was 
going on 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Emerson has the 
floor. So,  we'd l i ke a l ittle order please. 

MR. DRIEDGER: Mr. Chairman, I have to indicate 
that there was a sort of acceptance that we would 
possi bly pass these Est imates today because things 
have gone relatively wel l ;  there has been a good 
u nderstanding. But, when the M i n ister in his opening 
remarks i n dicated that, l i sten, what we've done here 
basically is  noth ing and I w i l l  take it back to Cabinet 
and we wi l l  reassess this whole th ing ;  that's when the 
i re of everybody got aroused and I th ink  q u ite r ight
f u I ly so.  I t 's u n precedented .  We've h ad a few 
unprecedented th ings i n  the Committee already i n  the 
last two weeks but this m ust be something else. 

I u nderstand, you know, the Member  for Spri ngfield 
i nd icates that we cannot use arrogance, it's not a 
parl iamentary word. I don't know what else you could 
cal l  what the M i n ister has done. I thought we had a 
relatively good u n derstanding with h i m ,  we were 
working along relatively well with the Est imates and 
then he turns around tonight, when he coul d  have had 
h is  Esti mates completed, turns around and he ind i
cates to us,  l isten boys a l l  th is  work that  we have done 
unt i l  now means nothing ;  after you've passed th is 
Estimate here, I 'm going to go back and we're going to 
c hange our  p riorities. Unprecedented! U nbel ievable! 

I s  this what the M i n ister also i n dicated to the mun ic
i pal  people along the Red R iver Val ley when he met 
with them? That $900,000 that they were supposed to 
pay; that he was going to reconsider? There is  abso
l utely no way that we can show any k ind of confidence 
in this M i n ister. He has been rather feisty from t ime
to-t ime i n  terms of the way he has been act ing but we 
accepted that. We also accepted the fact that he has 
not been the M i n ister that long and we showed a 
certain amount of tolerance dur ing the Est imates for 
some period of t ime and we d id. I th ink  i t  was relatively 
enjoyable; I th ink  the M i n ister enjoyed it; we had good 
d i scussions; we had our fun once in a whi le .  But what 
happened tonight is contrary to anything that has 
ever happened before; that the M i n ister can turn 
around and say, hey, what we've done here, I'm going 
to take i t  back to Cabinet; we' l l  review it ;  we' l l  make 
changes. 

I f  he wanted to make changes, why d id n't he put i t  i n  
t h e  Est imates a n d  w e  could have looked a t  t h e m  and 
you could have pushed anything  through. That's not 
w hat he d id .  He brought these Est imates forward and 
then i n dicates on the last n ight,  supposedl y - I th ink  i n  
h is  mind t h e  last n ight a n d  i t  was i n  ours for a w h i l e  too 
- that now we'l l  take i t  back, we'll review i t  and we' l l  
make changes i n  i t .  And that is  what created t h e  whole 
rhu barb here; we've spent al most two hours on this 
whole thing. We've had a l l  kinds of i l lustrations made 
on each side. The Member  for St. Boniface i l l ustrated 
the things that had changed when governments 
changed. We g rant all that; we never argued that. 
What we argue is  the fact that h e  presented these 
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Est imates and then ind icates tonight that once you've 
approved them I ' l l  take them back to Cabinet and we'l l  
change our  priorities. That is what he i n dicated and 
you can read Hansard and you' l l  check and f ind out 
exactly what happened. 

Mr. Chairman, for that reason it is going to be some 
t ime before we pass this because, all of a sudden, the 
M i n ister has shown h is  true colours. I tel l  you some
th ing,  the m unic ipal  people and the people of Mani
toba wi l l  not accept that k ind of th ing.  I f  we are in 
opposit ion, f ine, we accept that role;  we accept the 
j udgment of the people i n  November, that's accepta
ble, we have our  obl igation here. But a M i n ister that 
will sit here and say, hey, whatever you do here, if  th is  
is  going to be the format that each M i n ister is  going to 
use, pass my Est imates and then we' l l  go and change 
the ru les. Hey, not acceptable, and there's going to be 
a long, long s u m mer  before this i s  all going to be over 
if this is  how the attitude of the government is  going to 
be; a government that indicates open government. 
We've seen open government with this M i n ister when 
he opposed - ( Interject ion)- open, yes, too open. 
Open government when he i mposes a 10 percent cost 
of the projects that he's i mposing on the dyking in the 
Red R iver Valley, that is  open government? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order. 

MR. DRIEDGER: M r. Chairman, I 'm having trouble 
concentrat ing when the Member  for St. Boniface is 
i nterrupt ing all the t ime. -(I nterjection)- I am. I have 
my r ight to speak my piece and I 've l istened to you 
speak yours and now it's my turn.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order. The Member for Emerson 
has the floor. 

MR. DRIEDGER: That M i n ister, that M i n ister wi l l  
never have the confidence of  the m u n ic ipal people 
again, I can assure h i m  of that, after what he has done 
here today and the way he has treated the people, the 
m un icipal people in the Red R iver Valley. 

U nti l  now, I th ink  we coul d  accept what had hap
pened. But what happened, you met with the mun ici
pal people and you indicated that you were p repared 
to proceed with some of these projects and you were 
going to review the cost ing of the 1 O percent. But now 
what has happened is,  after what has happened here 
today, is  he going to go back to the people in the 
m u nic ipality along the Red R iver Val ley, the dyking 
people, and tel l  them; wel l ,  l isten now, I ' m  going to 
take this back to Cabinet and review my Estimates 
agai n ,  my p riorities? That is what he told us today and 
that is what the whole problem is  about and I am very 
very perturbed with this k ind of th ing.  

I n itial ly, i n  my closing remarks on the M i n ister's 
Salary had a much d ifferent s lant than I have to give it 
r ight now. I ' m  totally perturbed and a government and 
a M i n ister that says, we're open, they show nothing 
but flagrant arrogance i n  terms of deal ing with the 
people of Manitoba. They made al l  k inds of com mit
ments dur ing the election campaign and si nce that 
time there has been a steady regression of the th ings 
that they've committed themselves to, inc luding the 
beef program, and here we have another example. 
They just cont inual ly  keep backing off on 
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these th ings. 
The F i rst M i n ister, as well as the M i n ister of Nat u ral  

Resources, w i l l  have to be accountable for the actions 
today and the actions that they are proceeding with at 
the present t i me.  The people of Manitoba are being 
d is i l lusioned; they've been led down the garden path 
and their  expectations have been raised and you w i l l  
have to  be accou ntable to  the th ings that you  are 
doing.  Mr. Chairman, I ' m  actual ly having a bit of a 
problem i n  exactly how to express my views as to 
what has happened here. Really, I have difficulty with 
that because here we have, supposedly, a democratic 
system where we can view the Estimates, both parties 
are debat ing this type of th ing,  and after this whole 
thing has gone through, i t  just total ly bogg les my 
mind .  We want to make very sure that the people in 
Manitoba k now what has gone on here today. I f  he 
had worded it any other way, if he wanted to change i t ,  
but to f lagrantly come u p  here and wave the f lag to us 
and say, l isten approve th is and then I w i l l  go back to 
Cabinet and change it. Unacceptable, and we wi l l  
make the people of Manitoba aware of this and th is 
M i n ister w i l l  not have the confidence of the people of 
Manitoba or of anybody as far as I ' m  concerned. 

Thank you very much. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Morris. 

MR. CLAYTON MANNESS (Morris): Thank you, M r. 
Chairman. Wel l ,  I 've sat back and I 've l istened with 
great i ntrigue tonight at some of the goings on and I 
m ust say I ' m  terribly d isi l l usioned. I 've seen th ings 
here tonight that I d id n't bel ieve I could see. You 
k now, when I was campaig n i ng,  as I come in as a new 
member, and I 've campaigned around,  our party 
sometimes was accused of being a l ittle bit  closed, 
close vested, but what I 've seen tonight from th is 
government certainly takes the cake, it really does. 
We've worked now for two weeks through these Esti
mates and, not knowing the h istory of what has been 
done in previous years, I guess, I was u nder the 
i mpression,  however false, that when we passed most 
of these items that, in fact, they woul d  be completed 
and accompl ished as such. 

I can u nderstand i n  the Capital works area; I have 
no difficulty in u n derstanding where, in some situa
tions, part icu larly in Natural Resources and in the 
Water Resources section,  where you're f ighting the 
elements in a lot of cases and other technical matters 
that situations w i l l  arise from t ime-to-time that wi l l  
prevent one project from moving on. And naturally, I 
come from a farming environment and we know that 
the best laid plans from summer and spring and fal l ,  
from the wi nter previous, are  sometimes not  met and 
often are  not  met  through many reasons, reasons 
part icularly though related to weather. It's the any 
number of reasons comment made by the M i n ister, I 
guess, that I f ind so disturbing and I can understand 
when emergencies arise and there's maybe need for 
monies to be brought forward from department to 
department that, at those t imes, if the government i n  
power makes that known t o  t h e  opposit ion a n d  cer
tainly to the people of the provi nce at large, that natu
rally those pre-passed Esti mates, in Sessions such as 
we are f ind ing ou rselves in at th is  part icular point i n  
time, naturally that y o u  wi l l  want t o  pu l l  where you can 
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in periods of emergency. 
But that's not what the M i n ister has said tonight. He 

said there coul d  be any number of reasons and he 
said maybe there ' l l  be other p riorit ies that arise and I 
suppose I can understand that. too. Priorities I th ink  
he was saying i n  the sense of  resource priorities, 
other projects that maybe, throug h one reason or 
another, they deem to be of greater benefit. But I ask, 
why haven't those been laid out now. and then select 
the ones that you wi l l?  But that hasn't been done 
either. We've heard al legations towards the former 
M i n i ster that, in fact, it were his est imates, they were 
too far gone you couldn 't change them. and yet I k now 
you've been i n  government now for four months and 
nobody can tel l me that you had no opportunity to 
k now what was comi ng up,  th is  day was here.  The day 
was coming and yet the Member for l n kster says, 
former M i n ister, you had your opportunity, these are 
your est imates we d idn't have t ime to change them. 
That can't be true, surely that can't be right. 

So, I look specifically at the projects i n  m i nd which I 
asked in great detai l  the other n ight  of the M i n ister. I 
asked h i m  about items 1 0, 1 1 and 1 2  on h i s  Capital 
Projects l ist, and also 2 1 ,  22, 23, 24, and 25, and he told 
me. he says, yes, these have been al located for this 
year, these are the th ings that we i ntend to do th is 
year. And the i nterpretation I took out of the word 
" intend" was that this is  1 982-83, that once i t  receives 
the endorsement and the ratification of this part icular 
committee it's a fact, notwithstand ing the fact that 
s i t u a t i o n s  can a r i se ,  and those s i t u a t i o n s ,  a g a i n  
main ly o f  a weather nature, i n  t h i s  part icular Capital 
Estimate or i n  an emergency that we can't foresee. 
But what he tel ls us today is  that, no, we can pass 
these Est imates r ight now and he has the l iberty to go 
to Cabinet in the period of two weeks and br ing in any 
priority, other than the ones that are l isted here. and fit 
i t  i nto the shortcoming or to the d isqual ification of 
any of the ones here. 

And if that's the case then.  I guess, I have to say I 
f ind this whole process reprehensible and this Com
m ittee basical ly a joke because what are we doing 
here? So, specifically, we go on to these projects and 
we move i nto the Val ley Dyking Projects. Members of 
the Committee wi l l  remember th is, I gave the M i n ister 
full compl iments here the other n ight because I th ink  
some seven days ago, the secon d  or th i rd day of  th is  
Com mittee, when the whole problem related to the 
cost-sharing formulas related to the dyking and the 
responsib i l it ies that may, i n  a financial sense, have to 
be picked up by the towns in q uestion and we d rew it 
to the M i n ister's attention and, of course. he used as 
h is  defense, weak as it was at that t ime. that there were 
defin itions of equity that al lowed this sort of th ing to 
happen with the citizens of Winn ipeg. Although they 
had been protected by the provi nee at large, by way of 
the floodway, they sti l l  had made some contributions 
to their secondary dykes and that I accept. 

J ust the other n ight he gave me further i nd ication 
that part of the decision as to whether, i n  fact, the 
govern ment woul d  give further consideration to the 
requests of the m u n icipal  officials, that he, i n  fact, 
u nder h i s  department would go out and attempt to 
attain the costs to the citizens of Winn ipeg, in total, 
and on a per capita basis; and I accepted that in good 
faith also. After havi ng spoken to many of the officials 

of the mun ic ipal ities and the towns concerned who 
met with the M in i ster last Fr iday and who came away 
relatively wel l-satisfied that the Min ister. at least, was 
going to represent their  case again in Cabinet, so 
m uch so that some of them asked me, and I accepted 
their  request, they asked me not to push the M i n ister 
too hard. That's g reat. I thought I had done al l  I coul d  
do a n d  there was nothing more for me t o  do i n  that 
particular case. 
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Then we move i nto the House today and the q u es
tions were asked of the F i rst M in ister; had Cabinet 
considered this issue? The F i rst M i n ister, in his elo
q uent style of never answering a q uestion, said, no, 
the M i n ister responsible would make that decision. 
Now, I don't k now where we're at at all .  We have a 
M i n ister on one hand saying  that, in fact, it is going 
back to Cabinet and,  u nder deta i led q uest ioning here 
last week, said probably it would be considered by 
Cabi net in the next ten days, the same n u m ber  of days 
that he left with my officials; the F i rst M i n ister asked i n  
t h e  House today i f  it was going t o  Cabinet saying, no, 
that the M i n ister h i mself would look after it. So one 
becomes suspicious. 

Then we move i nto the final,  what I thought wou l d  
be t h e  final sitting o f  t h e  Committee tonight, a n d  we're 
told i m mediately that, no, all the efforts that you've 
put i nto sitting, to going throug h the detai ls and, 
again ,  as the Mem ber for Lakeside has said on  so 
many i nstances. that we are not here to q u estion dol
lar  for dol lar, we're here to q uestion pol icy and i nten
tions and general d i rections. And I th ink the Commit
tee led by our critic has done full well by that 
comment, we've l ived up to our word. But the rules 
changed a l itt le bit  tonight when the M i n ister comes 
forward and ind icates to us that. no. these projects 
may not go ahead. I try and balance off all the th ings 
that have happened over the last week and I 've come 
to the conclusion that, i n  fact, what is  going to happen 
is  that there wil l  be no change in Cabinet regarding  
the change i n  fund ing ;  that the  government is  betting 
that there is going to be a showdown with the valley 
towns and that they w i l l  not, i n  fact, go forward with 
these projects and all this money will be avai lable to 
use on the other priorities that are not l i sted, that we 
have no u nderstanding of whatsoever. Can you blame 
anyone for being a l ittle suspicious? 

Let's leave for a whi le the flooding concerns and 
move . . .  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Mem ber for Morris has the 
floor. 

The Member for Morris. 

MR. MANNESS: Thank you. Mr. Chairman. Then we 
go specifical ly i nto the projects l isted 2 1 ,  22, 23, 24, 
and 25 - the Domain Drain Demonstration Project, 
the Roberts-McTavish D rain,  the M i l l s-Wheatland 
D rain ,  the U pper B ryson D ra in  and U pper Elm Creek 
- al l  of these particular capital projects. ones which 
the M i n ister wel l  knows are of i n terest and of vital 
concern to me and to the constituents that I represent. 
I guess I probably can't ask h i m  any longer if he has 
anything more to add. 

But I posed my q u estion very specifically the other 
n ight whether i n  fact, these projects would conti n ue 
in 1 981 -82 and I asked h i m  even further what appro-
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priations would be considered for 1 982-83 and he told 
me, he told me q u ite openly. I suppose what disturbs 
me the most as a rookie and someone q u ite naive, of 
cou rse. maybe there are a few of us around,  I d id  
something probably pretty fool ish.  I cal led a l l  these 
munic ipal ities, their  secretary-treasurers the other 
morning and I said, "Guess what's happened?" The 
capital projects have been laid before us. I 've asked 
q uestions, we've been told what the appropriations 
w i l l  be for the next year and these, we've got the 
assurances of the M i n ister that these projects wi l l  
continue. Not  only that  cont inue,  given of  course that 
weather or techn ical  reasons al low. I even went 
further to tel l  them what appropriations they could  
expect i n  1 983-84. 

So I made fou r phone cal ls to the M un i c i pal it ies of 
McDonald,  to G ray, to Morris, to R i chot, and told 
them this good news, the news of which I was certain 
because I thought that was the purpose of a Commit
tee l i ke this,  that's r ight, the purpose of the Commit
tee. I mean, what other purpose can there be to sit  
around this table for two weeks? 

I 've m issed 1 0  of my k ids' hockey games as I know 
every other member has too, but for what p urpose? 
-( I nterjection ) - That's right, we get paid for it. The 
M i n ister says that's what we get paid for. So I guess 
we get paid to sit here and make decisions and pass 
Est imates that are meaningless and I ' m  saying,  isn't 
that a tremendous waste of the publ ic  purse? I th ink  i t  
is .  

So I g uess I ' l l  have to cal l  these four m u n ic ipal ities 
back tomorrow and I ' l l  say, well the ru les have 
changed a l ittle bit - and I haven't been here 23 years 
l ike the M i n ister of Health nor however many the 
Member for Lakeside has been here - ( lnterjection) 
s i x  - s o  I w i l l  beg g reeness. I ' l l  say, wel l  w e  h a d  a 
commitment but I guess in this game a person's word 
doesn't mean a heck of a lot. Of course, they'l l  say 
that's what we thought anyway, particularly now. 

So we've come to the point and again I want to 
reiterate the comments that I made earlier that I can 
accept, as has the Member for Lakeside said, that 
there are at t i mes reasons for some projects not going 
ahead and I would expect that when that occurs that 
money will lapse and it will not be spent at all. We've 
had no such assurances here tonight and again,  I f ind 
this whole process reprehensible and the Committee 
a joke and hopeful ly I ' l l  learn in t ime that th ings 
maybe aren ' t  as bad as I fee l .  T h a n k  y o u .  M r .  
Chairman. 

MR. MAC KLING: Mr.  Chairman, I think the Honour
able Member for Morris in h is  remarks, has i ndicted 
h is problem. He obviously feels that when he partici
pates at this Committee and agrees with a proposed 
spending Est imate then that's an accompl ished fact, 
that now that project is  bound to proceed. Well the 
honou rable member then if he hasn't int imated that, 
that's certain ly what he i nt i mated to the people he 
called, that these works are therefore definitely going 
to go ahead. 

Well ,  the honourable member knows that govern
ment spends money on behalf of the taxpayers of the 
province, has to tax the taxpayers of the province to 
raise those monies to spend and -( I nterjection)- wel l  
the honourable mem ber says he d idn't k now that. 
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That's pretty obvious. 
Now the honourable member says that that trou

bles h im.  I'm sure that honourable members in past 
years reflected on items that were put on a capital l ist 
and to their  d ismay i t  wasn't proceeded with that year. 
It wasn't proceeded with the fol lowing year either, 
even though they were a member of the government 
caucus, it wasn't proceeded with because there were 
problems, problems with either acq u i ring  the land, 
engineering problems that weren't foreseen ,  envir
onmental problems that arose, any n u m ber  of cont in
gencies, inc luding the fact that perhaps the depart
ment ran out of money. 

The honourable member  says, well all these th ings, 
what's the M i n ister talk ing about. M r. Chairman, when 
we budget for items we have an estimate of costs but 
as I have indicated earl ier when these items are put 
out for tender if the pr ices come back and they're too 
h igh  in the advice of the department, the decision is 
made to proceed or not to proceed. 

The honourable member  nods h i s  head in approval, 
but that isn't the k ind  of i nt i mation that the members 
are making. The members are saying look, Mr.  M in is
ter, it's in the l ine.  you've set out these projects so 
you've got to go ahead with them. Let's fol low the 
logic of what he's talk ing about. 

We fol low the projects. Now how do we priorize 
them? Does the Dog Hung Creek Diversion get pr ior
ity over the Brunki ld Town Dyking System, if the esti
mates of cost are out? If the first two or three items we 
put out for tender come back one-and-a-half t imes 
h igher than what we anticipated, we're not going to 
have the money. So what do we do, Mr. Chairman? Do 
we cal l  up the Member  for M orris and say gee, you 
k now we've got a problem. The work i n  your consti
tuency isn't going to go ahead because we had to go 
ahead with the work i n  the constituency of the Hon
ourable Member for Arthu r. 

The honourable member is trying  to suggest that 
somehow the pr iorities are going to be establ ished by 
th is Committee here now, at th is  t ime. That's what 
he's i nt i mating. Now the honourable member should 
k now that there are many factors that decide whether 
or not the matter goes. One of them is cost, one of 
them is environmental i mpact, yes pol itical.  Are we 
going to raise more taxes to fund these d rains? How 
much money are we going to have for capital works 
out of the monies we raise by taxat ion? That's a polit i
cal decision. 

We're going to have to consider what the local 
commun it ies consider. Have these capital projects 
been properly art icu lated in the community? Are they 
total ly  acceptable to the com m u n ity? I take the exam
ple again of the Red River Commu n ity Flood Proofing 
- the honourable member sits and smi les - appar
ently those comm u nities d idn't have a dialogue with 
government before the budget item was appropriated 
a year ago and it's the same amount of money being  
appropriated th is  t ime. 

Now we have to consider local response. The local 
commun ities may say, we're not prepared to put up 
some money for th is  project, then a l l  of these factors 
had to be considered , M r. Chairman. But the h onour
able mem ber th inks that when he is sitt ing here and 
making a decision, vot ing on a l i ne. that's it. 

We are government - he thinks he's government -
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I ' m  advising you, M r. C hairman, I ' m  advising the hon
ourable member that he doesn't make those deci
sions. I q u ite candid ly said to you and to al l  members 
here that though we vote th is money, there has to be 
decisions made as to whether these projects go or not 
go in accordance with all of the factors we have to 
deal with and I would not undertake that al l  of these 
projects are going to proceed. There has to be an 
evaluation made on a n u m ber  of aspects before the 
projects are finally proceeded with and that was my 
u ndertaking and that's a fair, s incere and honest one. 
I f  that shocks the honourable member, I 'm sorry, but 
that decision, that heavy responsib i l ity is with gov
ernment and I and my colleagues have to exercise 
that despite the fact that he may l ike to exercise it from 
where he sits now. 

MR. MANNESS: Thank you, M r. Chairman. With due 
respect to the M i n ister, I too wasn't born yesterday 
and naturally I realize there probably is some proba
b i l ity that not all these projects wi l l  be completed this 
year and some of them may not even be started, but 
that's not the concern here. The concern is  that, in 
fact, projects of which we have no knowledge or 
u nderstanding w i l l  be replaced for the ones that have 
been p laced in front of us. That's the concern and 
nothing more. 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, on a point of order. 
The honourable member  is  attr ibut ing words to me 
that I never used. He's i nd icating that I said that there 
would be items d ropped from this and other items put 
in t h e i r  p l ace .  I n ev e r  u s ed those words .  -
( I nterjection) - No I d idn 't .  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Arthur .  

MR. DOWNEY: Mr.  Chairman,  i n  my comments 
would say that I have misunderstood what the M i n is
ter has said and I th ink  i t  w i l l  take a check of Hansard 
to verify exactly what has been said tonight and we' l l  
be able t o  d iscuss i t  a t  some other point i n  t h e  future. 

M r. Chairman, the M i n ister well knows as the peo
ple of Manitoba that they're the majority in govern
ment and they can use their  social democracy to 
spend the monies which are voted in Comm ittee in a 
way in which they see fit. Mr .  C hairman, what we're 
asking  as a Comm ittee is  to in the best possib le way, 
see the proposals that the government are planning to 
use that money for and we've seen as a Comm ittee 
those very projects. 

The M i n ister in a recent statement just a m inute ago 
said that he has not said ton ight that he is  able or 
going to be al lowed to use those funds that may be left 
over or may be avai lable from a project that he 
decides not to proceed with - no one has forced h i m  
to p roceed with i t  for certain reasons b u t  h e  has now 
i nd icated and I would like h i m  to verify if this is  his 
posit ion - that he does not plan to replace those 
projects or use those funds in another way that we 
aren't going to be knowing of in a major way, mainly 
the $13 m i l l ion that were d iscussed in the l ast Esti
mate item. If that is the case, M r. C hairman, I th ink he 
has shed a l ittle bit of l ight that coul d  have been shed a 
l ittle earlier. 

M r. C hairman,  I th ink  what we're seeing here 
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tonight ,  if I'm reading i t  correctly - and i t  may explain 
why the Fi rst M i n ister of th is  provi nce and the New 
Democratic Government get along so well with the 
Prime M i n ister i n  Ottawa and the Liberals i n  Ottawa -
is that they bel ieve very much in that system of 
government; that they don't have to account to the 
people of Canada, the people of Manitoba on how 
they're going to use the taxpayers' money. They have 
no respect for the B rit ish parl iamentary system on 
which this country has been developed and governed 
u nder for some 1 1 4 years. 

A good exam ple,  Mr. C hairman,  was the recent epi
sode that took place where the Tories i n  Ottawa, when 
i n  fact they al lowed the bells or had the bells r inging 
because the Pr ime M i n ister of Canada was tryi ng to 
prove an energy b i l l  that would g ive h i m  the authority 
in Cabinet - not in the Legislative Assembly,  not i n  
t h e  House o f  Commons - would g ive h i m  authority to 
increase the gasol ine tax to f i rst of all approve some 
20 some cents that he has al ready put on the people of 
Canada, but to further al low h i m  by O rder- in-Counci l  
to put that tax on gasol ine u p  to a $ 1 .00 a gal lon 
without tel l ing anybody in the country of Canada 
what he was doing. Mr.  Chairman, that is what we're 
seeing i n  a social democracy. 

M r. Chairman,  th is  social democracy wash that we 
hear all the time is  someth ing that I th ink  t he people of 
Manitoba better start paying a l itt le more attention to. 
I bel ieve in a free democracy, Mr. Chairman, where 
everyone knows what is  going on and we don't have a 
government taking the taxpayers' money and not 
being accountable for it .  That's what we're asking for. 

The Member for Dauph in  laughs and is  taking it 
very l ightly.  I, Mr. C hairman, have some deep con
cerns and if I could agai n  just go back and I ' l l  close 
with these comments. Will the M in ister put on the 
record that he does not plan to use the funds from a 
project that is dropped from h is  program for another 
major way - and I use it as the $ 1 3  m i l l ion .  I don't 
th ink  he coul d  be expected to be d i rectly or total on 
course, there has to be some redirection. But for 
total ly new projects there has to be some recogn it ion 
or accountabi l i ty to the taxpayers of the Provi nce of 
Manitoba. I th ink  that, as far as I am concerned, has 
been one of the most contentious issues and maybe 
he could answer that for me, Mr.  Chairman. 

MR. MAC K U NG :  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  the h o n o u r a b l e  
m em ber is  concerned about my making a commit
ment. There's no problem with my making a commit
ment along those l ines.  I can't myself move, d rop one 
item and put another item in. I don't have that k ind of 
power. 

Now the honourable member and the other hon
o u rable members keep overlooking the fact that we 
enter i nto agreements in some instances with mun ici
pal ities for certain projects. They have to consent to it .  
We have problems as they know in respect to some of 
those th ings, they know them from their own expe
rience. We have in most of these projects an i nvolve
ment with the Federal Government and the way the 
Federal Government has been reacting  i n  respect to 
some agreements we have with them, we have no 
absolute certainty that they're not going to withdraw 
from these projects. 

These projects are contingent on Federal Govern-
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recall as  we went  through the Est imates, there were 
not only in the capital items here, but there were i n  
other aspects o f  the Estimates, provisions for part of 
our  spending. - ( I nterjection) Well ,  Mr. Chairman, if 
the honourable member doesn't want to hear what I 
have to say. There are provisions for these programs 
and t hey are contingent on or t hey are based on par
t ic ipation by the Federal Government and the refer
ences have been several throughout the Estimates 
here. 

If the Federal Government backs out of the fun d i ng 
arrangements then there wi l l  be a tough decision for 
us to make. Do we go ahead with those programs or 
do we not? That's a tough pol it ical decision to make 
and that's a quantitative decision we're going to have 
to make. But for the honourable members to say, oh 
no, no, once you make a decision here in th is  l i ne 
you're bound, that j ust fl ies i n  the face of common
sense. So, replete through these Est imates are prob
lems i n  respect to funding and conti ngencies over 
which I don't have any absolute control .  For the hon
ourable members to say, well you k now, you're bound 
by it, that's just folly. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Pemb ina. 

MR. ORCHARD: When we're on  this l i ne of the M in is
ter's Salary, is  the M in ister open to specific q uestions 
t h at req u i re a n swers or do y o u  want  g e n e ra l  
statements? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The M i n ister has indicated before 
that he's pretty flexible so he said he' l l  continue to be 
flex ib le. 

MR. ORCHARD: Okay, Mr .  Chairman. I 'd  j ust l ike to 
establ ish as to whether Estimates are prepared and 
pr inted that have been subjected to Treasury Board 
scrutiny? 

MR. MACKLING: Yes, Mr. Chairman, I u nderstand 
that the Treasury Board does review Est imates. 

MR. ORCHARD: The Treasury Board then reviewed 
the Est imates that we are looking at tonight? 

MR. MACKLING: M r. C h a i r m a n ,  the d epartment  
would submit the  l ine  item, the general ity, but not the  
d eta i l ,  as a p pa r e n t l y  i s  the  usua l  p ract ice ,  M r .  
Chairman. 

MR. ORCHARD: Oh, the usual practice the M i n ister 
says. 

MR. MACKLING: As I u nderstand. 

MR. ORCHARD: Now, Mr. Chairman, when Treasury 
Board decides that a given l i ne is  not sufficiently 
funded or is insufficiently funded, they would make 
that change and that change woul d  be the final total 
that appears in any given l i ne in the Est imate book; 
woul d  that be a correct assumption? 

M R .  M A C K LI N G :  I w o u l d  b e l i e v e  s o ,  M r . 
Chairman, yes. 
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MR. ORCHARD: Mr. C hairman, does Cabinet get an 
overview of the total Est imate and g ive its approval to 
the total Est imate package, as printed? 

MR. MACKLING: Wel l ,  Mr. Chairman, the member is 
asking  a lot of q uestions that he should have as much 
fam i l iarity with as anyone and I th ink  that the practice 
has not c hanged. The honourable member can reflect 
on that. 

MR. ORCHARD: M r. Chairman, that is  exactly why 
I ' m  asking this M in ister what goes on because what 
has gone on in the past appears to be qu i te radical ly 
changed by th is M i n ister and I want to determ i ne the 
process u nder which these Est imates are before us 
tonight, and I woul d  just ask my q uestion again ,  were 
these Estimates subject to Cabinet review? 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, the process has not 
changed I ' m  advised by my staff who readied the 
Estimates. 

MR. ORCHARD: Then, Mr. Chairman, I w i l l  assume, 
and the M i n ister can correct me if I am wrong, that 
these Estimates received the perusal and the approval 
of the Cabinet. 

MR. MACKLING: The general l ines, as I 've ind icated, 
Mr. Chairman, but the detai l  that we've submitted to 
th is  Committee apparently is  not generally perused 
by Cabinet. 

MR. ORCHARD: Mr.  C hairman, when we get down to 
an item such as Item 1 3  in Construction/Acqu isit ion 
of P h y s i c a l  Assets,  does T re a s u ry Board see a 
detailed l ist as we have seen tonight, in other words, 
the six-page l i st which i n dicates certain projects 
valued at certain dol lars? 

MR. MACKLING: Mr. Chairman, I ' m  advised that the 
tentative projects and the rough Estimates o r  cost are 
available, yes, to make up the total. 

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Chairman, are those tentative 
costs, which are now f inal ized in the six-page han
dout called Description of Acquis it ion and Construc
tion projects, are they presented to Cabinet and 
approved by Cabinet? 

MR. MACKLING: No, Mr .  Chairman. They weren't in 
the past either were they? 

MR. ORCHARD: I take i t  that the M i n ister says that 
this six-page descr iption of the construction u nder 
Item 13 has only received Treasury Board perusal and 
approval and not Cabinet's approval? 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, I'm given to under
stand that the Treasury Board reviews the total. 

MR. ORCHARD: I 'm sorry, I m issed that answer, M r. 
Chairman. 

MR. MACKLING: I 'm advised that Treasu ry Board of 
Cabi net reviews the total. 
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MR. ORCHARD: Mr. C hairman,  d i d  not the M i n ister 
j ust about three questions ago tell me that they were 
given the projects, the rough Estimates of costs, item
by-item as appeared in the six-page handout? 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, I i ndicated that the 
Treasury Board has avai lable to it ,  through the staff, 
the detail of the p rojects and the approximate Esti
mates of cost, yes. 

MR. ORCHARD: Then I wi l l  attem pt to p hrase what 
the M i n ister has said ,  once again he can correct me if 
I 'm wrong. Treasury Board would have knowledge of 
the six-page, 36 item, Capital Construction Program 
a n d  t h e i r  a p prox i mate costs as t a b l e d  to t h i s  
Com mittee. 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, it's my understand
ing that staff make available the detail of the items. 

MR. ORCHARD: The detai l  of the items being  the 
detail that has been presented to us in Committee. 

MR. MACKLING: Yes. 

MR. ORCHARD: I bel ieve the M i n ister said ,  yes, and I 
thank h i m  for that answer. 

Tonight ,  Mr. Chairman, in case t he Min ister feels 
that there is  some part icular d is l ike that members i n  
Her Majesty's Loyal Opposition have t o  t h e  method i n  
w h i c h  he presents h is  Estimates, or  t o  h i m ,  I can 
assure h i m  that that's not the case. I can assure h i m  
that this opposition w i l l  work with t h i s  M i n ister to 
carry out the k inds of polic ies ,  the k inds of d i rections 
in Water Resource Management that he enunciated i n  
h is T h rone Speech Debate a n d  w h i c h  he has des
cribed at some length in these Est imates process. 

We were u nder the i mpression when we came i n  
here tonight, M r .  Chairman, t o  approve Item 1 3, which 
was some $13 m i ll ion  of  expenditures that this M i n is
ter is seeking Committee's approval of, that that l ist 
that we were presented some two n ights ago had been 
put through the normal process of approval by a gov
ernment who wants to responsibly present their  Esti
mates and that,  as such,  M r. C hairman,  that l ist of 36 
projects, and I bel ieve the total on it wi l l  come to the 
$ 1 3  m i l l ion  that are being voted, represents the 
undertakings . . .  

MR. MACKLING: Excuse me, M r. C hairman, I want to 
correct the honourable member. That's just the water 
items. 

MR. ORCHARD: Yes, okay, I'm sorry i t  won't total $ 1 3  
m i l l ion ,  it ' l l  total something considerably less. Now, 
this is  where the opposition has some d ifficulty with 
the M i n ister's opening statements when we d iscussed 
I tem 1 3. He told us that once we pass this l i ne tonight 
authorizing  the government,  and he as M i n ister, to 
spend some $ 1 3  m i l l ion ,  some $3 m i l l ion  of which 
have been detai led i n  th is  36-item handout, once 
we've approved it he wil l  take it back to Cabi net and 
they w i l l  decide whether, i n  fact, what this Comm ittee 
has approved in good faith wi l l  be carried out Cabinet 
wi l l  decide whether, in fact, certain projects proceed; 
Cabi net wi l l  decide whether certain projects don't 

proceed; Cabinet wil l  decide what new projects may 
take up the $3 m i l l ion,  approximately, that we, the 
Committee, were led to believe would be u ndertook i n  
expenditures b y  the M i n ister's department i n  the fis
cal year 1 982-83. 

Now, the M i n ister said just a couple of m i nutes ago 
that these are tough pol itical decisions that have to be 
m a d e  a n d  I s u p pose t h at i s  w h at c o n c e r n s  u s ,  
because t h e  M i n ister has tol d  us t hat, even thoug h 
these Esti mates of Capital Expenditure have passed 
Treasury Board , he has told us tonight they go before 
Cabinet before they are going to be spent And if 
Cabi net decides in their political w i l l  to change them, I 
have to assume from what he said ,  because that's the 
prerogative of government, that they wi l l  i ndeed be 
changed. I guess what real ly concerns us,  M r. Chair
man, is that the Member  for l nkster, when he sat 
behind us at th is  side of the table, said that the prob
lem with these Est imates were that they weren't N O P  
Est imates; they were Tory Estimates; we d idn't have 
t ime to do the Estimate process properly. This ,  Mr .  
Chairman, after the M i n ister has told us that those 
Capital Estimates went to Treasury Board which is  a 
committee composed of Cabinet M in isters. 
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Now, the backbencher, the Member  for l nkster, 
says the problem with them is they were Tory Esti
mates, not N O P  Est imates, and this is  where we have 
some concern that we approve them tonight. The 
Member for l n kster and this government seems to 
have a habit of letting backbenchers set government 
pol icy and non-Treasury Bench members announce 
government pol icy; that, i n  fact, the Member for l nk
ster tonight was announcing government pol icy; that, 
Boys, come in and approve this tonight and after 
tonight we'l l  go to Cabinet next Wednesday and we'l l  
rearrange the priorities. As the M in ister of H i ghways 
and Transportation said tonight,  there are some 27 or 
28 of these projects are in Tory constituencies. That 
tel ls me that he wants to change some of them as wel l ;  
that leads me to bel ieve that the M i n ister of  H i ghways 
wants to change that. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: O rder. O rder. 

MR. ORCHARD: Now, M r. Chairman, there was q uite 
a considerable d iscussion, and the M i n i ster of Health 
carried on and I bel ieve even the Member  for Spri ng
field made a few comments, about the fact that, hey, 
there's nothing new, th is  happens all the t ime when 
g overnments change, and they used the example of 
what we did i n  1 977 with the '78-79 Capital  Est imates, 
to the Capital Est imates that the Legislature approved 
for '77-78. In other words, they accused us of c hang
ing a set of Capital Estimates that were voted by the 
Legislature but were not brought i n  by us,  not brought 
i n  by us, but rather that we changed Capital Estimates 
that another government brought in .  

What we are  talk ing about tonight,  Mr .  C hairman, is  
th is  M i n ister tel l i ng us that he is  going to br ing i n  a set 
of Capital Estimates, approved by the Treasury Bench 
of th is  government, and then proceed to change 
them, after the fact, at the wi l l  of the Cabi net. An 
entirely d ifferent situation than from what the M i n ister 
of Health tried to make the phony case t hat we were 
doing,  entirely not a proper comparison of what is 
happening here tonight, not even close to an approx-
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i mation of what happened in 1 977. They used the 
examples that we switched Capital  i tems i n  1 977. You 
bet we d id .  In 1 978-79 Capital Estimates we bui l t  a 
hospital i n  Snow Lake, Manitoba, which the previous 
N D P  administration saw fit not to bu i ld ;  we bui l t  it .  We 
m ight have removed the priority from someth i ng they 
wanted to do but we p laced i t  in Snow Lake. We 
approved the Selkirk Hospital in Selk i rk ,  someth ing 
that they hadn't approved, naturally we changed 
priorities, but when we tabled a series of Capital Esti
mates in Health, i n  Education, i n  H ighways, i n  Natural 
Resources, when we tabled those Estimates we l ived 
by them. We d idn't take them back to Cabinet to 
peruse them, to change them, as th is  M in i ster says 
he's going to do with these Estimates. 

That, M r. C hairman, may seem to be someth ing 
strange for  these newcomer social ist backbenchers 
to realize why we are concerned about it .  We never d id  
that i n  our  four  years and I would venture to say, M r. 
Chairman, that i n  the eight years the Schreyer admin
istration was in place they never b rought i n  a series of 
Capital expenditures with detailed projects and then 
told the Committee that they're going to take them to 
Cabinet afterwards and rearrange the p riority and 
maybe change the spending,  as this M i n ister has told 
us that th is  government is  going to do.  That's incredi
ble, Mr. Chairman. And these backbenchers sit  here 
and are going to b l ind ly follow along the lead of this 
autocratic government that is  asking us tonight to 
spend $ 1 3  m i l l ion .  And, Mr. Chairman, I want to point 
out that the M in ister of Health called the q uestion and 
thwarted further debate on item l i ne 1 3, Reso lution 
1 1 3. He thwarted debate. We moved Committee rise. 
This govern ment thwarted that move and used their 
onerous power of majority to defeat us. And,  Mr. 
Chairman, what is  i ncredib le  about this is  that i t  is  of a 
g reat d ea l  of l a u g h t e r  to t h e  m e m b e r s  i n  t h e  
Government. 

No, my members aren't laughing at that. Now, the 
M i n ister is  saying that money is a problem, that 
maybe they're not going to have the money.  Now, if 
they aren't going to have the money, then what are we 
doing here talk ing about $2.8 bi l l ion worth of expendi
tures? Are you going to spend them or aren't you? D id  
you i ntend to  spend them o r  d id n't you? What is  the  
Est imate process for? What are we here for? Th is  
M in ister is go ing  to change spend ing priorities. Now, 
maybe I m is interpret him and he' l l  no doubt answer 
this and he will maybe clarify that, in fact, he's not 
tak ing  this Capital Estimate to Cabinet for further 
polit ical decision and I ' l l  g ive h i m  that opportun ity to 
clarify that now. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member  for Arthu r. 

MR. ORCHARD: No, Mr .  Chairman, if the M in ister 
would clarify that or wants to clarify that, I ' m  wi l l ing to 
l isten. 

MR. MACKLING: I 've explained that. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: He's clarified his position. The 
Member for Arthur .  

MR. ORCHARD: No, M r. Chairman,  I asked a q ues
tion of the M i n ister; he d idn't answer; I d id not give u p  
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my posit ion. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Pembina, you're 
on.  

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you,  M r. Chairman.  Now, 
another argument that he used besides the money 
was that maybe these Est imates are going to come i n  
and maybe they're going t o  cost a lot more. Wel l ,  th is  
to me means that the M in ister is  call i ng i nto q uestion 
the competence of his department in developing 
Est i mates .  H e 's t e l l i n g  u s  t h at i f  t hese Est i mate 
guesses aren't correct, prepared by h is  department, 
then we're going to have to cancel them. Wel l ,  if  he 
doesn't trust his department to develop proper Esti
mates, why did he trust his Deputy M i n ister to make 
th is announcement on Garrison? You can't trust the 
Deputy i n  one regard and then say, as an excuse for 
changing Est imates, wel l  maybe the department isn't 
budgeting properly. Where does this M i n i ster s it  with 
h is  department? Well ,  we don't real ly know. We do 
k now, however, that th is  M i n ister has  letters go out  
that he has  no k nowledge of  that rad ical ly change the  
pol icy of  flood protection i n  the Red R iver Val ley; we 
k now that. Now we have h i m  saying,  Mr .  C hairman ,  " I  
have t o  have the reservat ion here because I don't trust 
the Estimates that my department have developed for 
me. I don't trust my engineers who have g iven me 
these Estimates. I don't bel ieve they're competent to 
est imate properly; therefore we might have to change 
them." Mr.  C hairman, that's not right. If the M i n ister 
does not have the trust of the competence of h i s  
department, then he should remove h i mself a s  M i n is
ter or change his department. He can't come here and 
use that as an excuse for changing the Est imates, 
which he has tonight. 

The M i n ister, earlier on tonight, made a blatant 
accusation .  He said that there was $900,000 voted i n  
t h e  Est imates for val ley d i ke protection voted i n  '81-
82,  and i t  wasn't used; he said that the first t ime. But 
the second t ime, M r. Chairman ,  the M i n ister said,  
"We, the former Progressive Conservative Govern
ment, took that to Cabinet and it was turned down by 
Cabinet." Mr. Chairman, that is  absolutely not factual .  
The M i n ister was not giving true facts to the Commit
tee and the proof w i l l  be read in Hansard, when about 
two m i n utes later he backed off, and tried to weasel 
out of it, saying,  "No, they d id n't take it to Cabinet, but 
they d id n't spend the money," but he tried to mislead 
the Committee, saying that we had turned i t  down i n  
Cabinet t o  spend that $900,000.00. N o w  when y o u  get 
a M i n ister who is so desperate that he puts half truths 
on the record to try to justify a m istake that he made 
e a r l i e r  o n ,  t h at h e  d i d n ' t  h ave t h ese Est i m ates 
approved i n  Cabinet, and that he's going to take them 
back to Cabinet and change them, I suggest, Mr.  
C hairman, we don't have an awful lot i n  the Opposi
tion to rely on in the cred ib i l ity of this M i n ister. We 
don't k now whether what he's tel l ing us is  going to 
happen, not going to happen, be changed; in fact, we 
don't even know whether the M i n ister knows what 
he's going to do. He d id n't know he was going to 
charge the Red R iver Valley commu nit ies 1 0  percent 
ext ra for t h e i r  d i k i n g ,  an u n p recedented p o l i cy 
change; he d id n't know that, and he tells us tonight he 
doesn't k now if these capital construction projects 
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are going to, i n  fact, be done because he is going to 
take them to Cabinet for pol itical perusal by the 
Cabinet. That, Mr .  Chairman, is  u nprecedented. 

MR. ENNS: M r. Chairman, throug h you to the M i nis
ter. D u ring  the supper hour,  recognizing that perhaps 
we woul d  get to the M i n ister's Salary, I was attempting 
to sort out i n  my own mind, some of the sum mation 
that I would l ike to make with respect to these Esti
mates, and I remind  all members of the Committee, 
that no i ndividual  mem ber is  abusing the privi leges of 
this Committee by using the M i n ister's Salary to dis
cuss all the issues, all the subject matter that i nvolves 
th is department. That is  a rule,  a regulat ion,  a h istory 
and tradition of how we deal with Estimates in this 
Legislature of Manitoba. 

I had certain concerns that I had ticked off in my 
own mind  that I was going to pursue. That was prior to 
what I have to acknowlege are utterly astonish ing 
revelations that the M i n ister made regarding h is  atti
tude towards the passage of these Estimates, and my 
colleague, the Member for Pemb i na, has dwelt at 
some length on that attitude. You see, M r. Chai rman, I 
was concerned about the items not inc luded i n  the l ist 
of capital projects. I was concerned about: what if 
th is  government decides to do something about the 
flood i ng problems i n  G i m l i?  What if they want to do 
someth ing about the  f lood i ng problems i n  Ste. R ose? 
I know they may not be worried about the flooding 
problems of  Carman because they may not  have 
immed iately fallen in love with the Member for Pem
bina that represents that f ine city. But I was con
cerned, what if, they wanted to proceed with the Cor
d ite d iversion that I know the Member  for Spri ngfield 
is  i nterested i n? What if, M r. C hairman, they were to 
do something;  w hat if, as i n deed, the p revious admin
istration was,  as demonstrated by the visits by the 
M i n ister, by delegations, what if, Mr .  Chairman, they 
were to do someth ing about Paider 1 1 1  that I know you 
have a personal concern about, aside from just the 
hand hold ing and maintenance work that is  being 
done on Polders I and I I ?  What if, M r. Chairman, the 
department decided to u ndertake some of the major 
conservation projects that this department has the 
responsibi l ity for? 

And I was mount ing those up because, Mr. Chair
man,  there has been a concern expressed i n it ia l ly by 
all our  spokesmen when the Th rone Speech came i n ,  
when t h e  first i n dication o f  t h e  spending Est imates 
came i n .  as to just how much money this government 
was going to spend. I was looking through the l ist of 
m issing items that were not contained i n  these Esti
mates, to add to that l ist, to check on their  accounta
b i l ity, their  i ntegrity, in terms of their  spending Esti
mates. We a l ready know that they have made no 
account ing for the a l ready announced Education 
progams. They made no accounting for the much 
promised and contin u i ng to be promised Beef Sup
port Programs in their  spending Estimates. They have 
made no account i ng for a n um ber of programs, that 
just throug h q uest ioning in the House, we have u nco
vered and gleaned from the govern ment, i ntentions 
that the government expects to spend money on.  So, 
M r. Chairman, -( Interjection)- That's right, every 
other day any member  that questions the government 
f inds more dol lars that they i ntend to spend on. 
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So, Mr.  Chairman, my main concern was going to 
be in these Esti mates, in summation,  was what are the 
govern ment's i ntentions that they i ntend to spend 
money on that are not being l isted here? I really f ind i t  
d ifficult to bel ieve that they would leave the newly 
elected Member for G i m l i  i n  the l u rch.  After the pre
vious administration made a f irm commitment, where 
the Counci l  of G i m i l i  has passed an u nan imous Reso
l ut ion in Counci l ,  where water resource people have 
been sent out to actual ly purchase land to help the 
Member for G i m l i  who sat with us rather s i lently 
through most of these Estimates but who, I k now was 
with us i n  body and spirit, and I 'm looking for him right 
now, but he was there. I really don't bel ieve that this 
government would not want to do someth ing that 
resolved that f looding problem i n  G im l i .  I suspect 
they'd like to do the same for your col league, the 
M i n ister of Mun ici pal Affairs representing Ste. Rose, 
because we had a solut ion to that p roblem. It was by 
and large acceptable to the com m u nity of Ste. Rose, 
but, M r. Chairman, none of those items appear i n  
these Estimates. 

I was prepared, but I should know better after 1 7  
years. I was prepared to charge i nto these Estimates 
in one way, and call this government to task for not 
real ly com i ng clean with what they i ntend to spend, 
but then I get the rug p ul led out from u nder me, al l  of a 
sudden tonight. The M i n ister has said he's got appro
val for $ 1 3,255,000, but he reserves for h imself the 
r ight how he's going to spend it ;  and,  of course, then 
a l l  th ings become clear to me. I now k now how they're 
going to spend it, and the M i n ister ind icated i t  w i l l  be 
spent; cold, hard, pol it ical decisions made at Cabinet. 

And so, to my honourable frien d ,  whom I take a 
moment to congratulate, the Member for Morris,  who 
has made an outstanding contr ibution to this Com
m ittee as a f i rst-t ime member, who bel ieved, and went 
l i ne  by l i ne with the M i n ister on the various programs 
that were being held out as being  projected for con
struct ion i n  his constituency, and I object to a fine 
young man l i ke Mr.  Manness being led down the 
garden path i n  that manner. That could leave trau
matic scars on  his psycholog ical soul so early in h is  
polit ical career. 

A MEMBER: He's crying,  Mr. Chairman. 

MR. ENNS: Mr.  Chairman, I know that I tend to some
t imes i nject a degree of humour in some of my com
ments but I 'm deadly serious and I i ntend to go on for 
some time. 

Mr.  C hairman,  the comments made by the M i n i ster 
of Health who was present for a period of time in the 
d iscussion, are not lost on  me. H e  made a g reat point 
of saying that when new governments come i n ,  when 
new governments get elected, they have certain ly the 
r ight to change the priorities of the outgoing govern
ment. Certain ly they do. Mr. Chairman, I could spend 
the next 20 m inutes i n  recounting some of those hard 
decisions that i n  the administration that I was part of 
had to make u nder very s imi lar c i rcumstances. 

The d ifference is only a few days - a month. We 
came in October 24th;  you came in November. Cer
tainly, as I said, the Honourable M i n ister of Health 
talked about all the cancelled personal care homes, 
all the hospitals that were going to be built and I 
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suggested there were more sod-turning ceremonies 
carried out i n  late fal l  of '77 than this province has ever 
seen .  But, Mr. Chairman, they were not passed by a 
Legislature in a set of Est imates. They were projected 
as programs. 

Mr. Chairman, when we had the responsibi l ity of 
br inging in the Est imates, we had the responsib i l ity of 
either inc lud ing them or deleting them. M r. Chairman, 
those programs that were deleted; they were noticed; 
t hey w e re c o m m e n te d  u po n  by t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  
members; they were commented u pon b y  the O pposi
tion of the day and they were certain ly  commented on 
by the media of the day. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I real ly can't express my ind igna
tion more s incerely than the fact that we have in my 
judgement had a pretty good go at these Est imates. I 
bel ieve that i n  many ways we have handled these 
Estimates in a way that I th ink  Est imates should be 
handled; not i n  the m inute eye of admin istration 
detai ls ;  not in argu ing about SMYs in every d ivision, 
every branch, every department of office. 

Mr. Chairman, I have too m uch respect for the 
senior Civ i l  Service in th is  province. I know that they 
are by and large capable and competent managers. I 
k now the wringer that they have to go through. Mr.  
C hairman, I say that with some reservation, because 
perhaps a year from now or two years from now when 
we see substantive shifts in the Estimate procedure, 
when we see certain programs bu lg ing,  certain staff 
requ irements bu lg ing in certain areas, we w i l l  get 
down to that k ind of q uestion i ng.  

But, Mr .  Chairman,  as I i nd icated at the outset as we 
by and large carried out, we have had I th ink  a good 
debate on the issues of your department. I th ink  it's 
good for members that aren't every day i nt imately 
i nvolved in the affairs of the Department of Natural 
Resources. I think for many members that aren't really 
concerned about d rainage ditches; aren't really con
cerned about wi ld l ife issues; aren't concerned about 
parks development, i t  adds to their general develop
ment as members to become knowledgeable and to 
that extent at least, anybody that sat on this Commit
tee had that opportunity. 

Certa in ly contributions were made from all s ides of 
the House. We heard some n ice, d ifferent, d iverging 
op inions on  many subjects. The Member for l n kster 
contributed in many ways to the Committee work that 
brought a d ifferent aspect to some of the concerns of 
environment and so forth and they were a l l  welcome. 
We d id n't waste our time argu ing about h ow many 
pencils the department was buying, or whether or not 
a secretary or clerk should or should not have been 
h ired. Wel l ,  Mr. C hairman, we've had that k i nd of a 
debate i n  this Committee. 

M r. Chairman, I w i l l  not fool myself in bel ieving that 
we wou l d  in a very serious way i nfluence a govern
ment decision one way or another. But what we can 
do at this Committee, is  indicate the depth of feel ing  
there is  for  certain projects, the importance of  certain 
projects and, Mr. Chai rman, that tells part icularly a 
government l ike this government that has very few 
feelers out in rural  Manitoba. No, M r. Chairman, I 
appreciate and I k now where your members come 
from but I 'm talk ing  about rural  farm Manitoba. I sus
pect that for many members of this Committee, they 
had a bigger education as to what makes farm rural 
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Manitoba t ick than they've ever had before, and that's 
good, because we're all members of this Committee. 
But what's d isappointing, M r. Chairman, is  the M in is
ter's statement today that he accepts this whole exer
cise as a exercise to be gotten over with, and one that 
then needs to be paid l ittle attention to. 

Mr .  Chairman, I thought we had given the M i n ister 
every opportunity when the issue f i rst arose to soften 
that posit ion,  to acknowledge as we were prepared to 
let h i m  acknowledge that we are not that naive or 
i n experienced that we bel ieve that all 36 items of a 
projected program can be carried out. We're aware 
that there are any n u m ber of c i rcumstances that can 
make that not possib le. But, M r. C hairman, the M i n is
ter chose to ignore a l l  those avenues for a way out of 
the d i lemma that he h i mself created. He persists in the 
idea that this whole Estimate process is  a charade; 
that is  now for h i m  to deal at Cabinet level where the 
precise monies that we are passing for h i m  are to be 
passed. 

Mr. Chairman, that's s imply not the way I read the 
rules and regu lations of how we do business in the 
Provi nce of Manitoba. I don't  think this is  the way the 
provincial A ud itor rules the rules and regulations of 
how we do business in the Province of Manitoba. I 
happen to know that the department has to and I have 
to. I have very often as M i n ister pleaded, have asked 
my staff when a certain program isn't moving forward 
and another program has a chance, or I want to i nject 
a new program m id-term. I argued with my adm i nis
trators, " But, damn i t  a l l ,  can't we take this $300,000 
and spend it there?" And they say, "No, the Auditor 
won't let you do that." You're te l l ing me that you're 
going to override a l l  that tradit ion; that you're going to 
look at th is  and do it your way. 

You know there was another M i nister around,  i n  
fact, he was M i n ister o f  th is  department, Natural 
Reso u rces .  He often e x p ressed s i m i l a r  att i t u d e s  
toward the responsib i l ity, t h e  power and the authority 
of the M i n i ster. I f  he thought that a part icular advisory 
comm ittee was giv ing h i m  advice that he d i d n't l i ke to 
have, he j ust d ismissed the advisory committee. If h e  
felt that certai n  regulations or legislation was i n  p lace 
that prevented h i m  from exercising h is m i n isterial 
authority, he changed the legislation. But at least i n  
d o i n g  that, he brought t h e  issue u p  and w e  h a d  a 
chance of debating it i n  the House. We debated it i n  
t h e  House. Mr.  C hairman, I 'm referring t o  t h e  former  
Member for l nkster, the  Honourable Sidney G reen. 
M r . C h a i r m a n ,  w h at of c o u rs e  is m is s i n g  -
( I nterjection)- You've got to defend the former 
Member for l nkster. -( I nterjection)-

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order. The Member for  Lakeside 
has the floor. 

MR. ENNS: What, of course, is  m issing from the esti
mates and something that should be dwelled on is the 
k i nd of conservation projects that this department 
should be u n dertaking particularly at this time snd I 
i n d icated to the Honourable M i n ister that I plead with 
him to i nsist on gett ing h is  fai r  share of capital resour
ces for those purposes. 

When you're being besieged by your col leagues to 
pour the m i l l ions i nto ManOi l ,  to get i nto the joint 
venture programs that have no assured payout, let  me 
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assure the M i n ister that $40 m i l l ion spent on a Hol land 
Dam wi l l  have a payout. That $20 or $30 mi l l ion spent 
or that $300,000 d iversion from the Ass in iboine to La 
Salle w i l l  have a payout, and an i mmediate one. The 
provision of adequate water suppl ies for Morris, for 
that south-central part of the province where we have 
the g reatest potential for a thriving vegetable process
ing,  food processing ,  i ntensive farming area that has 
an i m mediate payout. Those are the k ind of th ings I 
want th is  M i n ister and th is department to be talk ing 
about. Those are the k ind of  t h ings that we were 
talk ing about, even dur ing a period of hard t ime to get 
the dol lars. 

But, M r. Chairman, I can remember. Let me break 
all Cabinet ru les with the M i n ister and d ivulge to h i m  
t h e  k i n d  o f  th ings that only R uss Doern writes about i n  
books, because I c a n  recall t h e  arguement i n  m y  
Cabinet about whether or n o t  t h e  people o f  Manitoba 
should invest $200 m i l l ion in a Potash Development 
and we made the decision to do that, $200 m i ll ion or 
more, 25 percent. But the argu ment was, well could 
health use that $200 m i l l ion betterr? Could natural 
resources use that $200 m i ll ion  better? Could educa
tion use that $200 m i l l ion  better? That's the argument 
that you socialists have to ask yourself before you go 
rushing  off i nto your ManOi l  developments. Because 
there is  a l imitation of funds and you are going to be 
experiencing that. 

So, Mr. Chairman, un less you can honestly satisfy 
yourself t hat ManOi l  is  going to pay off all those elec
tion promises that you talked about, u nless you can 
satisfy the legitimate demands of this department and 
of the Department of Health, the Department of Edu
cat ion,  that's when you have to priorize the p lac ing of 
public dol lars on  today's money markets. 

I bel ieve, M r. M i n ister through you, M r. C hairman, 
that i t  has always been the capacity of any govern
ment to tax by royalty, d i rectly, i n d i rectly, the benefits 
that these resources owe to all Manitobans because 
they are belong ing to all Manitobans, they are owned 
by all Manitobans. But I argue with you and I w i l l  
continue to argue with  you as long as we put  off, 
particu larly i n  t imes of t ight money, the necessary 
dol lars that our social services demand and what I feel 
most - and i t  has been demonstrated by eight years 
of N O P  admin istration - the k ind of hard gutsy phys
ical programs that your department can del iver and 
that your department can provide for the benefit of 
generations of Manitobans, as the i nvestments made 
by the department i n  the $ 1 00 m i l l ion flood protection 
of the Red R iver Val ley,  as the m i l l ions of dol lars 
i nvested in br inging i nto fruitful production, thou
sands and thousands of acres of land; those are the 
k ind of last ing benefits that in my j udgment - that's 
why I can come and lie with you and you can call me a 
social ist - I bel ieve i n  that k ind of pub l ic  expenditure 
of money. Now when we say that then you would l ike 
to cal l  over to us a l l  the t ime,  oh you're social ist or 
you're talk ing about publ ic  expenditure of money. 

We are tal k ing about the responsib i l i ty of a gov
ernment in us ing publ ic  funds in that way that makes 
it possible for Manitobans with i n itiative, with drive, to 
fu l ly  max imize the potential of th is  great provi nce. M r. 
C hairman,  there is noth ing in t hese Estimates that 
ind icate that you have a desire to do that. 

You gave a good speech, M r. M i n ister, in your 
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T h rone Speech Debate. You talked about the concern 
about water and water conservation. You read from 
Time Magazine about the browning of America. But, 
M r. Chairman, through you to the M i nister, we i n  
Manitoba are i n  a u n ique position.  W e  have more 
waters f lowing across our borders i nto our province 
covering one of the g reatest d rainage sheds in the 
world and we can trap and we could use that water 
wisely if we choose to. But i t  takes wi l l ,  i t  takes deter
m ination on the part of the government to do that. 

I make this suggestion to you in al l  earnestness, 
before monies are spent i nto h igh  risk ventures l i ke 
ManOi l ,  before you want to get i nto the poker game of 
l o o k i n g  for  m i n e r a l s ,  p a rt i c u la r l y  w h e n  we have 
exploration going at  the h ighest level, let  the D i rector 
of Water Resources have some of that money. Let's 
get on  with some of the development in o u r  dr ier parts 
of the prov ince and let's make that k ind  of i nfrastruc
t u re avai lable for future generations of Manitobans to 
enjoy. 

MR. MACKLING: M r. Chairman, I welcome the posi
tive remarks from the Honourable Member  for Lake
side, it's a refreshing change from what I've heard 
earlier. 

I too, share his concerns that in our spend i ng we 
reflect some of our long-term goals in respect to con
servation of our natural resources. It's not g lamorous. 
It's not all that attractive in some ways, but we m ust 
address the problems - as I 've h igh l ighted them i n  
my earlier remarks t o  t h i s  Committee - t h e  problems 
of conservation of our resources. 

O n e  of t h e  reso u rces that  I t h i n k  we h aven ' t  
emphasized sufficiently is our  freshwater resources 
and I th ink  that q uite u n knowingly we have for a long 
t ime practised a course of faci l itat ing the drainage of 
water from the surface of Manitoba, bel ieving  that it 
was vital and in the i nterests of Manitobans to get 
water off the land as q u ickly as possible and to faci l i 
tate agricultural  production. 

Now I'm not saying,  and I haven't said in my 
remarks dur ing the course of the Est imate review by 
this Committee, that those concerns were i nval id .  But 
what I have indicated is  that we m ust now start to look, 
not at the l im ited goals that we may have in particular 
areas, but we m ust look at long-range goals as to the 
conservation of resources. 

I n  doing that we must look back at practices of 
clearing  margi nal  lands, drain ing margi nal lands, and 
reconsider whether or not these lands shouldn't be 
restored to wetland or forest cover, because there is  
no q uestion that we have seen a change, it may not 
have been that d ramatic, but it's been a steady 
c h a n g e ,  a r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  a m o u n t  of o u r  
groundwater. 

We know that we're in a cycle now where nature is 
i mposing a penalty on our  society. We have areas 
that, without q uestion, are going to suffer from reduc
tion in crop because of lack of preci p itat ion.  There is 
no q uestion but the reduced rainfall has had an effect 
on our  hydro-electric generation. But what we haven't 
been doing sufficiently, obviously, is storing water 
where we can and releasing it later for the use of o u r  
entire ecology. 

Now. I th ink  that honourable members have noted 
that within the Estimates and within the Capital Esti-
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mates. there are items that reflect that on that prob
lem. There are specifics i n  respect to provisions for 
structures that wi l l  have the effect of p i lot projects 
that wi l l  have the effect of looki ng at those problems 
and addressing them. There's no q uestion but that 
these programs w i l l  have a very valuable effect on 
determi n i n g  what our  programs from now on wil l  be. 
We have to weigh careful ly and cost-benefit as we 
have with the Federal Govern ment. the various pro
g rams that we are looking at. We will proceed with 
programs that have the most benefit, not for the 
l i mited purpose. but we'l l  be looki ng at the longer 
term goals that we m ust have. that we can conserve 
our  resou rces not just for i mmed iate future. but i nto 
the d istant futu re. So, I th ink ,  M r. Chairman. the Esti
mates my department has broug ht forward reflect 
some of that concern. I hope that in the years ahead 
they wi l l  reflect more and more of that. and that we wi l l  
be ab le  to note with  pleasure some i ncreasing return 
of land to a more vigorous conservation program. 
With those few remarks. Mr .  Chairman, I ' l l  be happy to 
hear other comments. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member  for T u rtle Mountain .  

MR. RANSOM: M r .  Chairman, I move Committee 
rise. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Lakeside. 

MR. ENNS: I move that Item 1 (a) be reduced by one 
dol lar  to read: $20,599, seconded by the Honourable 
Member for Pembina. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: We have a motion. I don't think we 
can vote on it.  I th ink  we'l l  adjourn. 

The Member for Spri ngfield on a point of order. 

MR. ANSTETT: Yes, Mr. Chairman, what the rules 
req u i re is not that the Committee rise when an 
amendment is  p laced, but that when the Committee 
has f in ished d iscussion of the item. then the item is 
carried over for vote at the next sitting of the Com mit
tee .  A l l  d i s c u s s i o n  does n ot cease because a n  
amendment has been placed -(I nterjection)-

MR. CHAIRMAN: On the motion.  any d iscussion on 
the member's motion that h is  Salary be reduced? 

The Member for Springfield .  

MR. ANSTETT: To q uestion of  the d i rection of  the  
Committee. if  there is no debate on  the  motion, the  
q uestion can be held over t i l l  tomorrow. We can pro
ceed to cont inue to debate and we can cont inue -
( I nterjection)- yes m ust be, and we can conti n ue to 
debate the main motion.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: We have a motion on the f loor to 
amend the M i n ister's Salary, reduce it by one dol lar. 
We're asking  if there's any d iscussion on the amend
ment.  Are you ready for the q uest ion? The q uest ion 
wi l l  be held over. 

Okay, I want to make it clear that there wi l l  be no 
d iscussion tomorrow. All there wi l l  be is two q ues
tions. There'l l  be a q uestion on the amendment and 
there'l l  be a q uestion on 1 (a) . -( I nterjection) -
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MR.  M A C K LI N G :  T h e re ' l l  b e  t w o  q u e s t i o n s  
tomorrow. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: There'l l  be two q uestions cal led. 
The amendment wil l  be cal led and then the main 
motion wi l l  be called. 

Committee rise 

SUPPLY - NORTHERN AFFAIRS, 
ENVIRONMENT AND WORKPLACE SAFETY 

AND HEALTH 

MR. CHAIRMAN, Jerry T. Storie (Flin Flon): The 
Committee wil l  come to order. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Before we begi n  the proceedi ngs, I 
woul d  l ike  to d i rect the attention of the members to 
the gal lery to my left. We have 24 members of the 7th 
Transcona Cub Pack and these Cubs are represented 
by the Honourable M i n ister of Energy and M i n es. 

I 'd  l i ke to welcome them here on behalf of all the 
members of the Chamber. 

Cont inu ing  with Item No. 5. Environmental M an
agement, 5 . (a) Salaries - the Honourable Member 
for Turt le Mountain .  

MR. A.  BRIAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): M r. 
Chairman,  I bel ieve when we last met that the M i nister 
was about to tel l  us precisely at what point the Envir
onmental I m pact Studies had progressed to with 
respect to the proposed Alcan Smelter. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable M in ister. 

HON. JAY COWAN (Churchill): Basically it's my 
u n derstan d i ng that we have been in contact with 
Alcan as part of the publ ic review process of the 
env i ron menta l  assessm e n t  and soc i oeco n o m i c  
assessment process. W e  are now i nternal ly  reviewing 
a n u m ber  of the materials which were presented to us 
and,  at  th is  point ,  do not have any set dates for publ ic  
hearings. However, we do have set  plans for  pub l ic  
hearings when we have a bit  more i nformation as to 
the s i te  location and the agreement between the Pro
vincial Government and any a luminum or any other 
major i n dustrial company in the province. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Chairman. I wonder if the M i n ister 
cou ld give us just a l ittle bit more i nformation in terms 
of what factors have been u nder consideration at th is 
point and is h is  department doing i nvestigations or is 
it the company that's doing the i nvestigations. just 
what is being done and how far has it progressed? 

MR. COWAN: The company has been br inging for
ward a series of documents as part of the process. We 
have been reviewing them and it is  my understanding 
that staff have been going back for  answers to specific 
q uestions and provid ing  some d i rection where possi
ble and attempt ing to deal with the i nformation which 
is comi n g  forward. I bel ieve it would be safe to say 
that's the stage we're at now where they have done 
most of the research, most of the development of a 
p roponent  statement and we are reviewing that 
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part icular statement. 

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that 
the Member for Thom pson has i n dicated that there is 
a poss ib i l ity that government would be looking at 
having the smelter locate in Thom pson, has any of the 
environmental studies or the socioeconomic studies 
been oriented towards that site? 

MR. COWAN: This is  one of the d ifficu lties that we 
face, M r. Chairperson, and I 'm certain that the Member 
for T u rt le  Mounta in  is  aware of the new arrangement 
and agreement which has been made with Al  can, and 
that is  t hat t here be no precon dit ions. One of the 
precondit ions of the negotiat ions previously was a 
specific site and we could d irect our  attention to that 
specific site. That precon d it ion having been removed 
i t  opens up the whole process to a n u m ber  of sites and 
there are probably dozens of sites, if not more,  which 
coul d  be considered and unt i l  that process zeroes in ,  
focuses i n  more specifically on  a n u m ber of sites, then 
it is d ifficult for us to do the type of extensive study 
which is  necessary to provide the type of information 
which the member  is  request ing.  When that does 
happen I 'm certain that we w i l l  start to specifically 
deal with those sites. 

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman,  if there are no precon
ditions, I wonder if the M i n ister could advise us then 
how any site is  going to be selected? 

MR. COWAN: I u nderstand that's a matter of negotia
tions between the M i n ister responsible, the M in ister 
for E nergy and M ines, and A lcan at this t i me. I have 
i n dicated to h im ,  through the Provi ncial Land Use 
Committee, t hat i f  they came forward with requests 
about specific sites we would attempt to provide them 
with the technical data which is  necessary through 
my own department. To my knowledge that has not 
happened yet. 

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, i t  would seem to me 
that part of the process of selecting a site would be 
conducting studies with respect to the environment 
and to socioeconomic i mpact as wel l .  I t  rather strikes 
me, from the answers we've been gett ing,  that per
haps the process has s imply been p ut on hold, that 
there real ly isn't any environmental i mpact or socio
economic study u nder way, that the government is 
s imply assessing any i nformation w h ich A l  can g ives it 
and I assume the i nformation that Alcan was prepar
ing was, in fact, related to their preferred site northw
est of Winn ipeg, and with the so-called precondit ions 
removed that their study will then not have any rele
vance because it is  related to that site. 

It 's d ifficult  for me to understand, Mr. Chairman, 
just how the studies can proceed under  those 
circumstances. 

MR. COWAN: The mem ber is  basical ly r ight when he 
says that the fact that Bal moral site is  not the only site 
u nder consideration at the present time, creates d iffi
cult ies for the environ mental i m pact assessment and 
the socioeconomic i m pact assessment as wel l .  He is  
a lso correct when he suggests that what we are doing 
now is reviewing the material which we have at the 
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Bal moral site which we w i l l  cont inue to do i n  the event 
that site is  a chosen site. The fact that we have entered 
the negotiations in the way in which we have does not 
mean that may, in fact, not be one of the sites and if it 
were then that i nformation would be of valu e  to us. 
S ince we have it in our  possession or at least some of 
i t  i n  our  posession,  we are reviewing it from that 
prospective. 

I f  the Department of Energy and M i nes would come 
to us and say, "We are reviewing another site or we 
want to talk about another site, can you pu l l  together 
some technical data for us?" We would endeavor to 
do that and through the Provincial  Land Use Commit
tee provide that to the M i n ister. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. GARY FILMON (Tuxedo): M r. Chairman, this is  
very much new i nformation to th is  Committee and, 
i ndeed, I think the members on th is s ide of the House, 
and further to that, the people of Manitoba. The fact of 
the matter is that I do not bel ieve that anyone u n der
stood that the removal of all precon dit ions i nc luded 
the removal of the site location as a predecided part of 
this whole picture for Alcan and the M i n ister can 
correct me if I'm wrong - but once the site location 
has been removed, then the entire socioeconomic 
review process is  i nval id.  Further to that, a g reat deal 
of the environmental assessment review process is  
i nval i d  un less i t  is  site-specific. So, can the M i n ister 
say exactly where this stands? I have to assume from 
this that the environmental i mpact assessment, the 
i mpact statement that's being done right now by 
Alcan, m u st be in the state of l i m bo because I do not 
bel ieve that they can proceed with the preparation of 
their  environmental i mpact statement without having 
the site chosen. 

MR. COWAN: Wel l ,  the mem ber h igh l ig hts many of 
the problems, in fact, without being able to d i rect o u r  
attention t o  a specific site, i t  is  difficult t o  do a detailed 
assessment. What we are doing is  assessing  the mate
rial which was provided to us in the event that site 
were to be the site. I f  another site is  chosen then we 
w i l l  have to start the process all over again .  I f  the 
Department of M ines and Energy were to come to us 
and ask us for i nformation, technical  data, on a spe
cific site, then through the Provincial Land Use Com
mittee we woul d  provide that data to them. 

MR. FILMON: Mr.  Chairman, the government is  going  
to choose the site based on i nformation provided for 
them by Alcan? 

MR. COWAN: I d id n't mean to i n dicate that, if  that 
was the way it came across. What I'm saying is they 
are negotiating sites right now to my u nderstanding. 
I 'm not i nt i mately i nvolved i n  those negotiations but I 
am i nformed that site select ion is one of the criteria 
which they are d iscussing.  When they come to us as 
the department responsible for the environment and 
say, "Can you give us background i nformation on a 
particu lar site?" Then we are prepared to do that, 
given the i nformation which we have. That would then 
lead i nto a m o re c o m p rehensive env i ron mental  
assessment  rev iew p rocess i f ,  in  fact ,  t hat s i te 
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became more formalized. 

MR. FILMON: Mr. Chairman, can the M i nister i nd i
cate with whom Alcan is negotiat ing site location at 
the moment? 

MR. COWAN: I assume that as part of the general 
negot iations for possible location i n  the Provi nce of 
M a n itoba, they would be n egotiat ing  with the 
government. 

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, the way that Alcan's 
studies and their presence in Manitoba have been 
progressing was that they were determin ing what 
would be the preferred site or sites on the basis of 
economic factors. Having selected a preferred site 
then i t  became essential ,  of course, to proceed with 
detailed environmental and socioeconomic studies. 
The M i n ister has now i nformed us that there are no 
precondit ions which means that the com pany coul d  
therefore not say a n y  longer that t h e  Balmoral site 
was their  preferred site. Now g iven that they were a l l  
economic factors that had entered i nto the  selection 
of that site, what new factors have now been put i nto 
the eq uation that might cause Alcan to select a d iffer
ent site? 

MR. COWAN: I'm not certain that there are any spe
cif ic new factors other than the openi ng up of the 
negotiations to general negotiations overal l .  I would 
hesitate to say so categorically. I cou ld  check and f ind 
out with the M in ister reponsible for  the negotiat ions, 
but I don't k now if that would be the case. I do know 
that they have requested of my department, the co
operation in providing background data to them if 
they feel they need it on other sites. That woul d  be a 
matter of negotiations between them, and we are p re
pared to provide that data to them. But what criteria 
they're using specifical ly,  I th ink  I'd have to talk to the 
M i n ister responsible and find out for you .  

MR. RANSON: Could  the  M i n ister give us any indica
tion at this point,  Mr. Chairman, of how he generally 
assesses the a luminum smelting industry, as pro
posed, as that i n dustry would relate to the environ
ment generally, given then that there are no part icular 
sites that it might be located u pon? How does the 
M i n ister view the i n dustry generally? 

MR. COWAN: Well ,  I th ink  the state of the art to that 
i n dustry a l lows it to put i n  p lace some fairly effective 
emission controls and,  of course, that woul d  be one of 
the pr imary considerations, the effect of fluoride 
emissions. We are reviewing the general i nformation 
which is  avai lable to government on the state of the 
art. We are also reviewi ng i nformation which Alcan 
provides to us as to their analysis of the state of the 
art. I th ink  there is  a potent ia l  for pol l ut ion; that pol lu
tion would be pri mari ly f luoride pol lution. I a lso think 
that there are a great n u m ber of i m p rovements made 
i n  the tech nology which we want to review and to take 
i nto consideration in an Environmental Assessment 
Review; that would be part of the envi ron mental 
assessment review. We would take a look at what 
A lcan is  doing in Quebec where they have one of their  
later p lants; we would a lso take a look at what's hap-
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pening elsewhere in the world in respect to the state 
of the art and we would attem pt to provide an analysis 
which would a l low us to determine what, i n  fact, 
would be the potential for environmental harm as a 
result  of that p lant. We may f ind that with their  emis
sion controls and with the plans which they have put 
forward that potential is  l i mited; we may f ind that it's 
not l i m ited . I don't k now at this point because we 
haven't had the opportun ity to review the specific 
detai ls.  However, I do assure the member that I 'm not 
going i n  with any preconceived notions. 

I 've tried to do some reading on a luminum plants 
and f luoride pol lut ion;  I 've attempted to do some 
research, but I have not been able to, on  my own, 
assure myself that I u nderstand that entire situation to 
its fu l lest. What I am relying u pon is  staff to provide an 
analysis once we can talk about the specif ic detai ls of 
a locat ion and an operation. Of course, the publ ic w i l l  
be  i nvolved i n  that process because I believe that they 
have some concerns which they have expressed gen
erally to me, to the previous M i n ister, through the 
media, and t hat t hose concerns m ust be taken i n to 
account and taken i nto consideration and their  q ues
tions must be answered. So that wi l l  be part of the 
process as well .  

I also bel ieve that many i nd ividuals i n  the general 
pub l ic and in special ized fields have i nformation 
which wou l d  be of value to us as wel l ,  so I would hope 
to see them come forward at that t ime. 

MR. FILMON: M r. C ha i rman,  I wonder if the Min ister 
coul d  give us some i nformation. G iven the state of the 
art of the present technology of a luminum smelting 
and given the advice and the i nformation which his 
staff have obviously provided him with respect to 
a luminum smelt ing, does he bel ieve from an envir
onmenta l  pol lut ion standpoint  that an a l u m i n u m  
s melter could b e  located safely anywhere i n  t h i s  prov
i nce at the moment? 

MR. COWAN: I have nothing  to i n dicate to m e  that i t  
cannot be safely located i n  a n um ber  of areas, no.  

MR. FILMON: G iven the fact that he's indicated that 
the precond it ion of the preferred location has been 
removed from Alcan's process, does he believe that 
the Balmoral site, or the proposed I nterlake site, is 
one of the locations that may not be safe, from an 
environ mental standpoint, as a preferred location? 

MR. COWAN: That has not been indicated to me 
either. I have not gotten i nformation to that effect, that 
it would not be a safe site. 

MR. FILMON: In that case, can the M i n ister i n dicate 
why the Balmoral site has been put aside in the remo
val of all precondit ions for the eva luation of the a lum
inum smelter i n  Manitoba? 

MR. COWAN: I can only assu me that was as a result  
of  the agreement struck between the M i n ister respon
sible and A lcan u pon their f i rst meeting where they 
d iscussed these very matters. They did not g ive me a 
specific reason for that site not being considered 
as a precondit ion. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Turtle Mountain .  

MR. RANSOM: Mr.  Chairman, I wonder if the  M i n ister 
could tell us if he's had any discussions with the Min
ister of  Energy and M ines about the environmental 
effects because dur ing the election the M i n ister of 
Energy and M ines, the Member for Transcona, had 
stated pub l icly that it would be u ndesirable to have an 
a luminum smelter located northwest of Winn ipeg, 
anywhere the w i nds m ight blow towards Winn ipeg. 
Having now learned that there are no preconditions, 
which means that the Bal moral site is  evidently not to 
be considered as a preferred one anymore, I wonder if 
the M i n ister could advise us whether or not there 
actual ly has been a decision made based on an envir
onmental assessment by the M i n ister of Energy and 
M ines without the thorough sort of review that should 
take p lace u nder this department? 

MR. C OWAN: I have discussed the matter generally 
with the M i nister of M i nes and Energy. I don't bel ieve 
that he has made that sort of a decision; he has not 
i nformed me that he has made that sort of a decision. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. FILMON: Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the M i n ister 
could clarify j ust why the precondit ion of site was 
removed from the entire process when i t  is  evident 
that the ent ire environmental assessment and review 
process, i ndeed the preparation of the Environmental 
I mpact Statement by Alcan, cannot proceed without a 
site having been establ ished and that goes without 
saying that the socioeconomic review statement can
not be prepared without the establ ishment of a site 
location. Why would this all have been removed when 
i t  obviously means that the entire process is  set back, 
and in fact, no publ ic  hearings could l ikely be held this 
spr ing o r  maybe even l ater th is  year unt i l  the prepara
tion of that statement were complete, and that state
ment cannot be completed without having the pre
condition of a site location? 

MR. COWAN: I could only suggest that the member 
d i rected the q uest ion as to why that precondit ion was 
not fol lowed through to the M i n ister of E nergy and 
Mines.  because I was not part of that d iscussion. What 
he has told me is  that there are no precondit ions, and 
what I have done in reponse to that is ask my depart
ment to continue  reviewing the material in t he event 
that site is  a site that is  determined to be an approp
riate site, and at the same time to leave options avail
able to us to do the type of socioeconomic and envir
onmental i mpact assessment on other sites, if  other 
sites are determined to be more appropriate sites 
through negotiations. I u nderstand that is a matter of 
negotiations between the M i n ister and Alcan at this 
t i me. Once those negotiations are f inal ized to the 
point where we can start to review a specific site, then 
those pub l ic hearings wil l  certain ly be held and the 
Member for Tuxedo is  absolutely correct when he 
says th is, in fact. does slow that down. We cannot 
proceed ful l-scale down one part icular path if there 
m ight be another site chosen at a later date, but once 
we know whether or not there is going to be another 
site chosen, then we can put back i nto force the type 
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of environmental assessment review process which 
we know is necessary. In the meanwhi le, because we 
have the i nformation avai lable to us,  we are sti l l  
reviewing that i nformation w h i c h  was brought for
ward i n  respect to the Bal moral site in the event that i t  
may be a s i te that is brought forward again as a result 
of the negotiations. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Member  for Thompson.  

MR. STEVE ASHTON (Thompson): I d idn't want to 
i nterrupt the l ine of q uestioning earl ier;  that's I delayed 
my comments unt i l  now. But I th ink  that the d iscus
sion with regards to the Alcan S melter is  perhaps a 
l i tt le too broad-ranging given the portfol io  that is  
being examined here i n  the Est imates. I th ink real ly if 
one is  to take an overall look at the situat ion ,  one has 
to see that in terms of the Bal moral site, while that may 
be the p referred site economical ly as far as Alcan i s  
concerned, that does n o t  necessarily mean that the 
other q u estions of the environmental side or else,  i n  
fact, any external ities or d isexternalities as i s  the eco
nomic term, have also been taken i nto account. 

Now, in talk ing here, when we're ta lk ing about 
Department of Environment, I th ink  the M i n ister can 
really advise on  on ly one particular segment of that 
which is the environmental q uestion ,  and he's ind i
cated that he w i l l  be doing so.  But to suggest that 
somehow the whole process is being changed, that 
this site has been thrown out is  rather premature. The 
person ,  obviously, who would be better equ ipped to 
answer that would be the M in ister of Energy and 
M ines who is  i nvolved with the Cabinet s u bcommittee 
which is discussing that matter with Alcan. 

Now, I have a specific concern about this part icular  
issue,  of course, i n  regards to the C ity of Thompson. 
We've felt for q uite some t ime, that the externalit ies 
were not ful ly taken i nto account when it came to site 
select ion,  that the key factor was really the economic 
factor and that was largely Alcan 's decision ,  and 
along that l i ne, we felt that the government should 
have had more i nput and should have asked that other 
external factors be taken i nto account. Now, there is  
the positive external ities, such as the advantage to 
areas which are economical ly depressed, and I th ink  
Thompson u nfortunately is  one  of  the worst on that 
side of th ings. There is  also the negative externalities 
and this would i nclude th ings like pol lut ion.  not just i n  
t h e  general sense. b u t  i n  t h e  specific sense a s  i t  
relates. for example, to beef p roducers or m i l k  pro
ducers. Now this was raised today by a veterinarian 
from New York, the fact that i n  regards to other a lumi
n u m  smelters, there have been problems with beef 
production,  specifically cows have been stunted and 
in terms of dairy production - it is i n  terms not of the 
same process but the f luoride pol lut ion result ing from 
an a luminum smelter. Fluoride pol lu tion, which I 
understand, was in s imi lar  amounts to the amount 
which would  come about through the proposed alum
inum smelter here i n  Manitoba. 

These are the negative side of i t  and obviously th is  
is where q uestions might be d i rected towards the 
M i n ister of the Environment. because that is  his spe
cific concern, but to raise the positive externalities 
which have been raised by the M i n ister of Energy and 
M ines is, I th ink ,  outside the prerogative of this partic-
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ular  M in ister and this particular department. Now, i n  
terms o f  the Thompson situation,  a s  I said, w e  felt for 
q uite a whi le  that we have a n u m ber of positive exter
nal ities and that we would e l imi nate some of the nega
tive externalities, and I 've personal ly lobbied qu i te 
strenously to have Thompson considered as a site. 
Now, that is  not to say that it is being discussed as a 
preferred site or on a short selection l ist; I realize that 
is  u nreasonable to expect at this part icular t ime. The 
decision was made to have a preferred site; that 
means that much of the discussion is focused in on 
that part icular site, and I th ink  that is  sti l l  going ahead. 
A lot of the concern is  about the Bal moral area. I don't 
see any indication that is no longer the n u m ber one 
site being considered, because this is  certain ly what 
Alcan is d iscuss ing from their  side. But that does not 
mean that other sites should be precluded automati
cally, because if the result of the process of review of 
the externalities and disexternalities is  that site is 
seen as bei ng i nferior to other areas, or  if it's seen in 
terms of a cost-benefit analysis causing more prob
lems i n  terms of environ mental pol lut ion then the 
benefit it creates, then i t  would be only logical to s hift 
attention to other sites. Otherwise the whole process 
of environ mental review and socioeconomic review is 
pointless. 

So what I ' m  real ly  saying is, I th ink  that the 
members opposite are really ask ing the q uestions of 
the wrong person ,  because the M i n ister of the Envi
ron ment is  concerned with one part icular aspect of 
determi n i ng the negative aspects of an a luminum 
smelter as  req uested i n  part icular locations and I 
th ink real ly to suggest that, from the answers that the 
M i n i ster is  giving and a l l  these other th ings, is  going a 
bit too far. 

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Chairman, I thank the Member for 
Thompson for that lecture and that i ntervention on 
behalf of the M i n ister of the Environment. He should 
perhaps be aware, of course, that I assume that their  
Cabinet operates as most Cabinets do, that they have 
discussions about major policy issues such as this 
and I can't i magine that the M in ister of Energy and 
M i nes would simply go ahead and make decisions of 
this nature on his own. I can conceive that his Deputy 
Min ister m ight make announcements of this nature 
on  his own, but I don't th ink  that the M i n i ster would 
want to make that k ind of decision on h is  own. I m ust 
say, Mr.  Chairman, I f ind the arguement put forward 
by the Member for Thompson somewhat confusing.  
Now it may be me, that I don't  understand the positive 
external ities and the negative external ities and the 
disexternalities and the termi nology that's being used 
by the member, but I th ink  what i t  real ly boi ls down to 
is  that the member  has to f i rst of all look at the factors 
that are i nvolved here in terms of making an invest
ment. This  is not h is  money that's being invested. It's 
Alcan's money that they're tal k ing about i nvesting 
and i t  happens that Alcan is a company that doesn't 
even accept g rants from OREE because they don't 
want to have thei r economic decision-making dis
torted by some temporary advantage of that nature. 

The member  may or not be aware that when Alcan 
first began to look at Manitoba as a possi ble place for 
locating  a site of a smelter, i t  was because they were 
asked by us when we were in government to come 
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here because we k new that we had an abundant 
source of power and we had a seaport. Those two 
factors are common to most a luminum smelters i n  the 
world and so, we first of a l l ,  began to examine the 
possib i l ity of locating i n  Churchi l l  and as the com
pany discovered that there were i ndeed some benefits 
to locating in Manitoba, there were also some disad
vantages. I guess those would be the negative exter
nal ities which the Member for Thom pson was refer
r ing to and indeed then they began to i nvest their  
money and look at  what they would choose to be the 
best site.  They did it without i nterference from our  
govern men!  and they chose what  to them appeared to 
be, economical ly, the most viable site. 

Then there would have been a very detai led socio
economic and environmental study u ndertaken to 
determine i ndeed whether from those points of view 
the smelter could  be located in that location. But, M r. 
Chairman, what I have difficulty u nderstanding now, 
and the point that the Member for Thompson is  mak
ing, is  that he seemed to be saying that without pre
conditions, there m ig ht be other sites selected, but 
yet there could be envi ron mental factors involved in 
the selection  of the other sites. But somehow the 
M i n ister of the Environment wasn't expected to 
become involved in doing environ mental studies on 
the selection of the other sites. I have great d i ff iculty 
i n  u nderstanding how that could be, that if you 
remove the economic factor as being the pr imary 
factor i n  determin ing  the site, what other factors are 
there? What sort of g iveaways would your govern
ment, M r. Chairman,  have to provide to the company 
to make them select another site? I f  i t  isn't economic 
factors, w hat would it be? I s  i t  the fact that the 
Member for Thompson s imply wants employment i n  
Thompson and he's prepared t o  accept lesser envir
onmental standards i n  Thompson than they would 
accept i n  Balmoral? Mr.  Chairman, I would l i ke the 
M i n ister to tel l  us then, what other factors could 
determine a possible site if they're not economic fac
tors and t hey're not environmental and socioeco
nomic factors? 

MR. COWAN: I believe that those would be factors 
that would all be taken into consideration. I do want to 
clarify the record to make certain that i t  is  clear. The 
M i n ister responsible for the negotiations has asked 
my department ,  through me and throug h the Provi n
cial Land Use Com mittee, for their  assurance of assis
tance if they want to look at environmental aspects of 
different sites, and I have given them that assurance 
that we w i l l  provide him with as much detail as we can. 
That is  not a ful l-scale environ mental i mpact assess
ment. That can only take place once they have 
focused more on a site for which we can begi n  the 
type of detai led i nvestigations which are necessary to 
do a ful l-scale environmental i mpact assessment, but 
we have assured him and wil l  do our  best to provide 
them with the tech n ical data and detail which may aid 
them i n  that decision. So we are playing a role in that 
way. I 'm not i nvolved i n  the negotiations on  a day-to
day basis, nor am I i nvolved in those negotiations i n  
general , but I w i l l  provide that detailed i nformation as 
it is  necessary through the Provi ncial Land Use 
Comm ittee. 

As you are aware, there's also socioeconomic 
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i m pacts which have to be considered and I ' m  certain 
they would be provided through the Provincial Land 
Use Committee as wel l .  So we are i nvolved from that 
perspective. I don't k now as to the other criteria which 
are being d iscussed r ight now, but the criteria which 
the Member for Turtle M ou ntain outl ined are certa in ly 
criteria which I can see as being ones which can be 
d iscussed as a part of those negotiations. Whether or 
not they are or not ,  I ' m  not certain .  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition. 

MR. STERLING LYON (Charleswood): M r. Chairman, 
a q uestion to the M i n ister and perhaps to the F i rst 
M i n ister who is  with in  sound of my voice. Is it the 
desire of the New Democratic Party Government of 
Manitoba to have an Alcan smelter i n  this province? 

MR. COWAN: I would suggest that we are entered 
i nto negotiations with Alcan at this moment because 
we th ink  that there is  a potential there and that there is 
potential  value to the provi nce as a result of the loca
tion of such a fac i lity here and for that reason, we are 
actively negotiating with them to determine if, in fact, 
that can be brought about. 

MR. LYON: Well, it may be u nfair, Mr. C hairman, to 
put the q uest ion to the M i n ister of the Environment, 
but as I say the F i rst M i n ister is  within hearing of my 
voice. Does his government wish to have an a lumi
n u m  smelter in Manitoba? 

MR. C OWAN: Yes, I th ink  we would want to have an 
a luminum smelter in Manitoba, given that terms and 
conditions were satisfactory, and that's someth ing 
that has to be determi ned through negotiations, but 
certa in ly we'd wish to do so. I f  we d idn 't wish to do so, 
we wouldn't be i nvolved in the negotiations; we 
wouldn't be u ndergoing that process. I th ink  that 
entire process is  indicative of our  desire to see that 
happen u nder the proper terms and conditions. 

MR. LYON: M r. Chairman, I can assure the M i n ister 
that he wouldn't be i nvolved or his govern ment 
wouldn't  be i nvolved in such negotiations if the pre
vious government hadn't f i rst sought them out and 
developed them to the point where they are at the 
present time and where they are now being retarded 
by h i s  government.  I ask the q uestion again, though,  
and the F i rst M in i ster is  with i n  the sound of my voice 
and is now l istening.  Does his government wish to 
have an a luminum smelter or smelters in the Province 
of Manitoba? 

MR. COWAN: G iven the proper terms and condi
tions, certain ly, we would want to have an a luminum 
smelter or smelters with in  the Province of  Man itoba. I 
agree with the Leader of the Opposition that we are 
i nvolved in negotiations with Alcan as a result of his 
government havi ng u ndertaken those negotiations 
previously and what we are now attempting to do is  to 
negotiate in agreement with them that wou ld provide 
an a luminum smelter in the Province of Manitoba 
u nder what we consider to be the proper terms 
and conditions. 
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MR. LYON: M r. Chairman, coul d  we then have an 
elucidation from the M i n ister as to what he and h i s  
social ist government w o u l d  consider t o  be the proper 
terms and conditions? 

MR. COWAN: Well ,  from my departmental stand
point,  and I th ink  it's the same th ing that the previous 
government wanted to see, and the people of this 
provi nce wanted to see, we would prefer to see an 
a luminum smelter that, i n  fact, employs the latest 
state of the art technology that a l lows emissions to be 
kept to an acceptable level and al lows the operation of 
that plant without a negative i mpact on the environ
ment, and that is  why we are making ourselves avai l
able at this point to provide detailed i nformation on  
d ifferent site locations and that is  why we have given a 
very strong commitment to environmental i mpact 
assessment review, once a specific site has been 
determined .  So, from the departmental standpoint 
that is what we would l i ke to see as terms and condi
tions i n  respect to the location of an a luminum smelt
er  by any company or companies in the Province of 
Manitoba. It is much the same as we would l ike to see 
in respect to the location of other i n dustries in the 
Province of Manitoba as wel l .  

MR. LYON: Mr.  C hairman, g iven the fact that no 
a luminum smelter had ever, or no a luminum company 
had ever negotiated with any previous government of 
Manitoba with respect to establ ishment of a company 
off t ide-water, prior to 1 979-1 980 or thereabouts, can 
the M i n ister of the Environment tel l  us what is particu
larly wrong with the site that has been apparently 
selected by Alcan for the choice site for their  a lumi
n u m  smelter, i f ,  i ndeed, they are to bu i ld  one i n  Mani
toba u nder present conditions, what is wrong with 
that site and why is  the site selection, which was made 
heretofore by the A luminum Company of Canada on 
their  own,  why is  that now be ing made a s u bject of 
d iscussion by h i m  or h is  department? 

MR. COWAN: I can't tel l  the Leader of the O pposition 
anything  specific is  wrong with that particu lar  site. I 
don't know that anyth ing specific is wrong with that 
part icular site. I do know that, as a result  of an agree
ment between Alcan and the government, through the 
M i n ister responsible for the negotiations, it was 
determi ned that there would be no pre-condit ions; 
that was one of the pre-condit ions and therefore I 
have made my department avai lable to the depart
ment doing the negotiations to iook at other sites if 
they ask me to do that. They have not asked me to do 
that at  th is  stage; consequently we are  cont inu ing to  
review the i nformation which was brought forward to  
us on the Balmoral site. To say that there is a specific 
th ing wrong with that site, I know of none at the 
present ti me. However, we are sti l l  only i nvolved part 
way through the environmental assessment. 

MR. LYON: M r. Chairman, this being  an i nd ustrial 
development of fundamental i mportance to the future 
of Manitoba, and the M i n ister being a M i n ister who is  
int imately i nvolved, one would expect, i n  the del ibera
tions by the Cabinet ,  one woul d  expect, not just by 
one M i n ister i n  this government, and something that 
is as i m portant to the future of the people of Manitoba, 
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could the M i n ister of the Environment tel l  us whether 
or not the socioeconomic and the environmental stu
d ies that were put u nder way by the previous govern
ment and which were to have resulted in pub l ic  hear
ings,  u n less I ' m  m i staken, some t ime i n  the area of 
Apr i l  of 1 982, just a matter of a few weeks away, why 
they are not proceeding a pace at a t ime when Mani
toba could use this k ind of commitment to a major, 
industrial development in this province of a size and 
of a d i mension that this provi nce has not seen for 
many generations? 

MR. COWAN: They are proceedi n g  with the negotia
tions and once we have a site which we bel ieve is f i rm 
enough that we can conduct our  evaluations on  them, 
that type of socioeconomic and environmental i mpact 
assessment with the publ ic  hearings w i l l  be done, but 
if you don't have a specific s ite to d i rect your energies 
to at the present t ime,  then it's d ifficult  to evaluate that 
site. 

MR. LYON: M r. Chairman, could the M i n i ster tel l  us ,  
very s imply,  is  he or h is  government sayi ng that they 
don't l i ke the site at Balmoral for the proposed site 
selected by the Alcan Comapny for a $600 m i l l ion or 
$700 m i l l ion smelter i n  Manitoba, which when erected 
woul d  become the biggest power user in Manitoba, 
creat ing thousands of jobs for the people of Manit
oba? Could the Honourable M i n ister tell us whether 
he o r  his government have some hang-ups about that 
site. 

MR. COWAN: Not to my knowlege, Mr. Chairperson. 

MR. LYON: I f  the M in ister has no hang-ups about it ,  
has h is  government got hang-ups about it? 

MR. COWAN: Not to my k nowledge. 

MR. LYON: Why aren't we gett ing on with the devel
opment of that project for the economic benefit of the 
people of Manitoba for generations to come? 

MR. COWAN: I t  is  my u nderstanding that the negoti
ations, which are ongoin g ,  are tak ing  in the consider
ation that site as well as many other sites and that is 
the process that has been m utually decided u pon by 
Alcan and by the present government, and that the 
fact that they suggested that there would be no pre
conditions should not reflect on that site specifically. 
I t  is now just a matter of the negotiations. There may 
wel l ,  in fact, be that site selection; there may not. I f  
there is  that site selection,  then w e  w i l l  have the type 
of environmental and socioeconomic i mpact assess
ments done which we know are necessary to take i nto 
consideration those terms and conditions. 

MR. LYON: Then, Mr .  Chairman, I come back to my 
or ig inal  q uestion.  Does the M i n ister and his govern
ment and the F i rst M in ister, who is within sound of my 
voice, do they real ly want an a luminum smelter i n  the 
Provi nce of Manitoba or are they just d i l ly dal lying 
around so they can have some of their  favorite Crown 
corporation types of nonsense pieces pri med to put 
i nto p lace? After we have worked for years and years 
to get someth ing viable and economically possible for 
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the people of Manitoba, are they going to blow it? 

MR. COWAN: I would hope not, and that's why we are 
i nvolved i n  the negotiations at this time for the possi
ble location of a site in the Province of Manitoba. 

MR. LYON: M r. Chairman, has the M i n ister of the 
Environment read the recent Annual  Report of Alcan 
A luminum for 1 98 1 ?  

MR. COWAN: I have received the report a n d  thanked 
the author of the letter forwardi n g  the report to me for 
the report and told him that as soon as I have the 
opportunity, I i ntend to peruse i t  i n  detai l .  I have not 
had the opportun ity to peruse it in detai l  at th is  t i me,  
no. 

MR. LYON: I s  the M i n ister aware that Alcan A l umi
n u m  is a m u lti national corporation? 

MR. COWAN: I 'm aware that Alcan A l u m i n u m  is a 
mult inational corporation,  certa in ly. 

MR. LYON: Does the M i n ister sti l l  have, in govern
ment, the same rather s i l ly  and nonsensical attitudes 
towards m ultinational corporations that he had when 
he was i n  Opposition? 

MR. COWAN: I have the same attitudes toward mul
t inational corporations that I had before. I don't th ink  
they're s i l ly  or nonsensical. I th ink  that g iven proper 
conditions, proper terms and proper co-operation,  
that there is  a role for the m u lt inationals. I th ink 
there's a role for smal l  business. I th ink that there is  a 
role for Crown corporations. I th ink  there is a role for a 
m ixed economy. 

MR. LYON: Wel l ,  I can only say, Mr. Chairman, how 
del ighted we i n  the Opposition - I am sure the people 
of Manitoba know that the M i n ister of the Environe
ment has come to some new revelation personal ly 
about the desirabi l ity of havin g  companies develop
ing in Manitoba whether they are local, national or 
m u lt inational - he not havi ng been too well i nformed 
on that topic when he sat on this side of the House. 

Mr. Chairman, perhaps I can en l ighten the honour
able member then as to some of the comments that 
were made i n  the report of the Alcan A luminum 
Limited i n  the i r  annual  report to  the i r  shareholders 
which reached us about 24 hours ago. 

I refer to page 5 of that report which is  a pub l ic  
report avai lable to al l  shareholders and I daresay that 
all people that can read - and that inc ludes my hon
ourable friend opposite - and it says about two
th i rds of the way down on the page in the President's 
message " I n  Manitoba Alcan is  conductin g  a feasibi l
i ty study that could lead to an i nvestment in a 200,000 
ton a year a luminum smelter and related hydro
electric generat ing facilities. A decision on whether to 
proceed with the smelter w i l l  be i nfluenced by many 
factors inc luding Alcan's fi nancial performance, the 
world outlook for the a luminum industry and satisfac
tory negotiations with the Manitoba Government." 

Wou l d  my honourable friend care to en l ighten the 
Committee and tel l  us whether the negotiat ions that 
h is  col league and he and h is  col leagues and Cabinet 
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are conducting are, as Alcan would say, satisfactory 
negotiations to ensure that th is  k ind of once in a 
l ifetime development can occur  in Manitoba without 
being h ide bound by any of their  previous i l l-founded 
and i l l-considered shibboleths. 

MR. COWAN: I would hope that Alcan would con
sider h i m  satisfactory. I th ink  as long as we're talk ing 
and we're talk ing about the proper terms and condi
tions for the location of a smelter in the Prov ince of 
Manitoba that they would be satisactory to that stage. 
I hope that's what's happening at the present t ime. 

MR. LYON: I s  the M i n ister aware and are h is  col
leagues aware and is  the F i rst M i n ister who is  within 
hearing  of my voice aware that Alcan has the option, 
given the world situation with respect to a luminum 
today, to locate a smelter of  th is  size of  200,000 tonnes 
anywhere in the world practically? 

MR. C OWAN: We're aware that they have many 
options avai lable to them and that's why we are 
atte m pt ing to negotiate with them in a satisfactory 
way; to convince them of the many benefits of locat
ing in the Province of Manitoba. 

MR. LYON: M r. C hairman, given the fact that they 
were already convinced of that before November 30th 
of 1 981 , w i l l  my honourable fr iend tell us and w i l l  the 
F i rst M in ister perhaps tel l  us if he's i nterested in 
this topic - what he and his government have done to 
further convince A lcan t hat t hey s hould locate that 
smelter in the Province of Manitoba to give us the k ind 
of  economic benefit that th is  provi nce so sorely 
needs, particularly under  the k ind  of funny govern
ment we now have. 

MR. C OWAN: We have tried to convince them that we 
are prepared to negotiate with them in a serious way. 

MR. LYON: M r. C hairman, coul d  the M i n ister advises 
us to what he considers to be serious would be consi
dered serious by the people of Manitoba? 

MR. C OWAN: Well ,  what we are asking of them is to 
sit down and d iscuss with us the best way by which 
the provi nce can benefit by their  participation i n  our  
economy and the best way that they can benefit by 
locating i n  this province. I th ink that the people of  the 
province, i n  fact, would recognize those as be ing val
uable criteria for d iscussions and negotiations. That's 
what we're i nvolved in at this t ime. 

MR. LYON: Would the honourable, the M i n ister care 
to give us his own opin ion as to w hat the prospects 
wou ld be at th is t ime; fou r or five months i nto the New 
Democratic Party Government regi me, of an a lumi
n u m  smelter from whatever company being located i n  
t h e  Province o f  Manitoba? 

MR. COWAN: I would hope they would be very good. 
I th ink  that we have in fact some benefits which would 
be of value to an a luminum smelter; any a luminum 
smelter locating i n  th is  p rovi nce. I th ink that we're 
prepared to sit down and d iscuss in a real ist ic way 
those benefits and so I would hope that they would 

be very good. 

MR. LYON: Would the Honou rable Min ister, M r. 
C ha i rman, consider it appropriate for h is  government 
to be saying to others who want a description of p u b
l ic  affairs in th is  province that they are negotiating 
seriously with the Alcan people and they wish Alcan 
to come to Manitoba, notwithstanding the precondi
tion - the fool ish precon d it ion - that his Leader and 
his party put on the location of that p lant in Manitoba 
mainly,  that they would not permit Alcan to i nvest 
$500 mi l l ion  to $700 m i l l ion in a new hydro plant i n  
Manitoba. Would t h e  Honourable M i n ister say that is  
sti l l  a realistic possib i l ity g iven the absol utely s i l ly 
precondition that h is  party i n  Opposition appl ied to 
that negotiation and is  apparently cont i n u i ng now 
that it 's i n  government and has real responsi b i l ity and 
is  responsible for someth ing more than j ust rhetoric 
and socialist jargon.  

MR. COWAN: The fact that we are sti l l  negotiat ing I 
th ink  is indicative that there in fact is progress being 
made. The fact t hat we're negotiating with any a lumi
num smelter operation or a luminum company which 
would l ike to locate here, I th ink is further ind ication 
that we are prepared to sit down and seriously d iscuss 
the location of an a luminum smelter in the Province of 
Manitoba. 

MR. LYON: M r. Chairman, given the fact that the 
location was already set and that the letters of i ntent 
between the former government and Alcan were 
already establ ished, can the honourable member 
advise the House and the people of Manitoba why 
there has been no progress with respect to the loca
t ion of one of the largest i n dustrial developments that 
th is  provi nce could ever hope to see s i nce his gov
ernment came to office on the 30th of November, 
1 981 ? 
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MR. COWAN: Well, I bel ieve that when negotiations 
ongoing at that time - as a matter of fact I k now there 
were negotiations ongoing at that time I know there 
are negotiations ongoing at this t ime.  I know the par
ties are st i l l  ta lk ing and they're talk i ng in a reasonable 
way. I k now we have expanded those negotiations to 
talk to other a luminum manufacturers, so I would say 
yes that in fact progress has been made. 

MR. LYON: Well, Mr. Chairman, to correct the record, 
my honourable friend has no negotiations nor has h is  
government, any negotiations u nder way that  they've 
reported to th is  House, that were not previously 
started by the previous government. I daresay by way 
of editorial com ment that they wou l d n't have any 
u nder d iscussion because probably no a luminum 
com pany i n  the world wou l d  be w i l l i ng  to deal w i th  a 
goverment of th is  sort if they had not a l ready been 
started. But, given the fact, M r. C hairman, that the 
Honourable M i n ister makes a pretense as to h is gov
ernment being i nvolved in serious negotiations with 
A lcan, would the M i n ister confirm that in the docu
ments that were prepared for his government to sel l  
the paper, to sell  the indebtedness of the people of 
Manitoba to i nvestors i n  the U n ited States that they 
were, in fact, touti ng touting is  the word that I use 
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something l ike a racetrack promotor would use, tout
ing the fact that they, Mr. Chairman, were engaged i n  
serious negotiations with Alcan for t h e  establ ishment 
of an a luminum smelter when they,  i n  opposition,  had 
said that they would not agree to the pri mary pre
condition, which was that Alcan be al lowed to i nvest 
in the hydro-electric plant that wou l d  be necessary to 
supply the power for that plant.  Can my honourable 
friend tel l  me how he places that submission by his 
government when they're out trying to borrow money 
agai nst the i deological position that h is  government 
takes when they're talk ing among themselves or with 
their  social ists or Marxist fr iends or when they're talk
ing i n  this House? 

MR. COWAN: Well ,  I do apologize to the Leader of 
the Opposit ion if I said negotiations were ongoing 
with other a luminum companies which I did.  And I 
perhaps would have been better advised to say that 
d iscussions were ongoing. They may be negotiations, 
I ' m  not certain ,  but I ' m  certai n  there are d iscussions 
ongoing. And, I th ink  there are negotiations ongoing 
with Alcan and perhaps d iscussions with others 
wou l d  be the best way to phrase that. And because 
they are ongoing if when we go to borrow money or 
go to sell  the attributes of this province we say that 
those negotiations are ongoing I th ink  that we are 
being q uite forthr ight in expla in ing to people that we 
are i nvolved in negotiations to that extent. 

MR. LYON: Wel l ,  Mr. Chairman, in the p rospectus 
which the Government of Manitoba issued on the 8th 
of March,  1 982, at which time I presume, the M i n ister 
was a member of the government only bei ng a matter 
of two or three weeks ago on page 7 of that prospec
tus which was issued u nder the authority of the M i n is
ter of F inance whom, I pres ume, is  sti l l  a colleague of 
the M in ister of the Environment,  i t  says at the bottom 
of that page and I q uote: "Un der a Letter of I ntent 
between the A luminum Company of Canada Ltd., 
Alcan and the province, Alcan has commenced a feas
i b i l ity study for the construction of a $500 m i l l ion 
pr imary aluminum production processing plant i n  the 
prov ince. Al  can has announced the selection of a site 
approximately 25 m i les northwest of Winn ipeg and is 
conducting environmental and socioeconomic stu
d ies (see g ross i nvestment)." 

Now - and given the fact that the p rospectus later 
on  goes on to say that these matters such as the Alcan 
p lant, the Potash plant, the Western I nter-Tie, are 
u nder review by this new and ben ighted government. 
Did the Honourable M i nister not say when he and h is  
government, part icularly h is  non-perspicacious Min
ister were out  pedd l ing $200 m i l l ion worth of  the 
i ndebtedness of the people of Manitoba that they 
weren't tout ing Alcan as bei ng something that was 
going to come to the Provi nce of Manitoba when, at 
the same time, their M i n ister, their Premier - if he 
may be cal led that - and other members of th is  so
called government, were putting up preconditions 
which would prohibit Alcan from sett l i ng and from 
establ ishing a plant in the Province of Manitoba. And 
one might ask the M i n ister of Consumer and Corpo
rate Affairs, who is  sitt ing in the House ton ight, 
whether or not he might consider that, given the elec
toral declamations of that party as being false adver-
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t is ing to the people who bought our i ndebtedness. 

MR. COWAN: Wel l ,  I u nderstand that a Letter of 
I ntent is  i n  effect; I u nderstand that negotiations are 
ongoing; I u nderstand that we are reviewing environ
mental and socioeconomic i mpacts, so I would sug
gest that statement is basically a correct statement. 

MR. FILMON: Mr.  Chairman, I wonder if the M i n ister 
coul d  indicate whether or not it's possible to prepare a 
val id environmental assessment and review or a valid 
socioeconomic assessment and review for a pro
posed a luminum smelter in th is  province without hav
ing a specific site on which to base that review. 

MR. COWAN: Certain ly not a complete review, one 
can beg i n  to review d ifferent aspects of d ifferent sites 
and one can beg in  to review d ifferent effects of loca
tions in d ifferent sites but to prepare a fu l l  environ
mental i m pact assessment review and to complete it 
without being able to define a specific site would be 
i mpossible, certai nly. 

MR. FILMON: The M i n ister is i ndeed confirming that 
it is not possible to proceed with the environmental 
assessment and review and the socioeconomic 
assessment and review that was started because they 
have removed the precondit ion of having a specific 
site on which to base their studies. 

MR. COWAN: We are sti l l  reviewing the material 
which was presented to us as a part of that site i n  the 
event that that site may, in fact, be a final locat ion.  I f  it 
is  not a final location then we w i l l  review other sites as 
wel l .  

MR. FILMON: T h e n  noth ing is val id, or very l ittle, 
other than the technological  process that nothing 
else is  val id  i n  the reviews that have been done or that 
have been prepared at this point i n  time w ithout hav
ing  a specific site in mind.  

MR. COWAN: Only if there is a s i te i n  mind would that 
become valid, if  that site does in fact turn out to be the 
negotiated site then that would all be val id ,  of course. 

MR. FILMON: Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that 
whatever has been done in environmental assess
ment and review and socioeconomic assessment and 
review to th is point in t ime is  not val id because the 
specific s ite has been removed as a precond it ion,  I 
wonder if the M i n ister could comment on the remarks 
that were made by the Member for Thompson when 
he said that the site was selected by Alcan specifically 
on economic considerations and that other matters 
had precedence and then later on in his remarks he 
said, but i t  may wel l be that there are other econom ic 
considerations which would make Thompson a pre
ferred site. Now, how could that be if in the i n it ial  
going Alcan made their  site selection presumably on 
economic terms and now it's being said that there 
may wel l  be other economic reasons which would 
make Thompson a preferred site. I s  that the reason 
w h y  t h e  p r e co n d i t i o n  h a s  been  r e m oved b y  
this government? 
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MR. COWAN: I bel ieve the precon d it ions in a l l  the 
preconditions were removed to a l low negotiations to 
continue and to attempt to reach an agreement. 

MR. FILMON: I 'm not q uite sure as to what sort of 
agreement the M i n ister is  hoping or considering the 
government wi l l  reach. At the present t i me it appears 
that as though everyth ing is at a standst i l l  with respect 
to doing any valid socioeconomic or environmental 
assessment and review studies on this part icular pro
ject because none of them woul d  be val id without 
having a specific site in mind. And i t  appears to me, 
the M i n ister can correct me if I ' m  wrong, that noth ing 
can proceed without hav ing these studies prepared, 
considered by Alcan and considered by the govern
ment and in a total open review process, nothing  
coul d  be valid without having a specific site i n  mind.  
So it appears to me as though th is  whole project is  on 
the shelf at the moment and wil l  remain on  the shelf 
u nt i l  some further act ion is  taken by either Cabinet or 
the M in ister of Energy and M i nes or whoever that 
government decides is  going to proceed with respect 
to th is  project. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable M i n ister. 

MR. COWAN: Well ,  I can speak from the perspective 
of my own department and we are reviewing the mate
rial which was provided to us and we are learning by 
that review. Some of that material is very general in 
nature and, i n  fact, would apply to most sites. Some of 
the material is very site-specific and that may be i nval
i dated i f  another site is  chosen, but i t  would be valid if 
that site was chosen as a result of those negotiations. 
So we are contin u i ng to review the material .  We are 
benefiti ng  by that review and we w i l l ,  when we deter
mine which specific site to place a full environmental 
i mpact assessment on  and a full socioeconomic 
i mpact assessment on,  do so at that t ime.  

MR. LYON: M r. Chairman, perhaps I could read to the 
M i n ister of the Environment a portion of the report, 
another portion of the report, of the Alcan A luminum 
L i mited A n nual Report of  1 981 , wh ich  appears at  the  
bottom of  page 1 8  thereof, so  that he m ight comment 
u pon th is  statement by the company that we were 
previously negotiating with in good faith to locate a 
major economic  i n dustrial development i n  the Prov
i nce of Manitoba. 

Here's what they say, and I q uote: "Dur ing the year 
A l u m i n u m  Company of Canada L i mited and the Gov
ernment of Manitoba s igned a Letter of I ntent to con
d uct a feasib i l ity study for an a luminum smelter in that 
provi nce. The study is cont inu ing and could lead to 
the company i nvest ing in a 200,000 tonne a year a lum
inum smelter and related hydro-electric generat ing 
faci l ities if and when market condit ions warrant. As 
part of th is  study,  the company annou nced i n  Sep
tember it had chosen a 50-square k i lometre area 
about 40 k i lometres north of Winni peg as the pre
ferred location for the smelter." 

Is the M i n ister now trying to tell the com mittee 
tonight that preferred location for the smelter, one of 
the largest i ndustrial developments ever in the history 
of th is  province, is now bei ng p ut i nto q uestion by th is 
temporary government? 
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MR. COWAN: No, what I ' m  suggest ing and have tried 
to suggest throughout is  that is  a matter of negotia
t ions,  a matter of negotiations between Al  can and the 
government and it's one of many parts of the package 
which is  being negotiated at the present t ime. 

MR. LYON: M r. C hairman,  g iven the fact that there 
were put u nder way as has previously been al l uded to 
ton i g ht, fun damental socioeconomic and environ
m ental studies with respect to that location i n  order to 
determine the benefits or the d isadvantages, positive 
and negative to the people of Manitoba of the location 
of such a smelter in such a locat ion,  can the M i n ister 
honestly stand before this Committee tonight and say 
that his government in one fel l swoop has removed 
the locat ion,  the preferred site that is referred to in the 
Al  can Report ,  the preferred site in the I nterlake of 
Manitoba as being a viable site for the location of one 
of the biggest industrial development projects that 
this provi nce has ever seen ,  which would create the 
biggest s ingle customer that Manitoba Hydro has 
ever had in its h istory, can he honestly say that h is  
government s ince November 30th has actual ly put 
i n to jeopardy that k ind of a development for the peo
ple  of Manitoba based on some wh im or based on 
some funny ideogical and/or ecological ideas that 
they may have that would not be apparent to the k ind 
of  fundamental study that  was put i nto p lace before 
they came i nto office? 

MR. C OWAN: No, I can say we are contin u i ng i n  
negotiations and that i s  one aspect of the negotiations. 

MR. LYON: Well ,  M r. Chairman, given the fact that 
prior to November 30, 1 981 , the company was able to 
say that i t  had selected a site in Man itoba and that the 
Govern ment of Manitoba then said,  subject to socio
economic and environmental stu dies, we wi l l  look at 
that site, can the M i n ister now say that all sites i n  
Manitoba or a l l  sites i n deed i n  the world are open to 
this company because of course this company doesn't 
have to locate in Manitoba? It never located here 
before and it doesn't have to locate here now and can 
my honourable friend tel l  me that he and his F i rst 
M i n ister who seems to be bl issfu l ly  u nconcerned 
about this development in the I nterlake and his con
stituency I th ink  is  part of the I nterlake of Manitoba, 
although he may be u naware of it. Is this M i n ister 
prepared to let this slip by or to blow it ,  to blow i t  as 
we're afraid they are doing because of some funny 
ideas that they may have with respect to ideological 
i d iosyncrasies that they have with respect to al lowing 
people to buy portions of  Manitoba Hydro plants for 
the purposes of supply ing power for a 35 year term or 
whatever the term may be to one of the largest i ndus
trial developments that has ever come to this province? 

MR. COWAN: No, I th ink  what we are saying is  we 
hope that development will come to the Province of 
Manitoba u nder the proper terms and conditions. We 
are negotiating  those terms and conditions and we 
will continue to negotiate i n  good faith u nt i l  we have 
reached a satisfactory conclusion to those negotia
t ions or otherwise and that is  the case with al l  negotia
t ions,  but we are in fact cont inu ing  and we are 
attempting to provide the type of negotiations which 
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w i l l  a l low for the location of that or another smelter i n  
the Province o f  Manitoba. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Turtle Mountain .  

MR. RANSOM: M r. Chairman.  if I u n derstand cor
rectly what the M i n ister has said, he said that there are 
no precondit ions any longer and that any site is  a 
possib i l ity i n  Manitoba. g iven some negotiations that 
are taking p lace between a col league of his and Alcan 
and I have to assume that economic factors are not 
the main consideration because economic factors 
i nd icated that Balmoral was the chosen site. Evi
dently, socioeconomic and environmental factors are 
not the main consideration because the studies aren't 
proceeding.  The M i n ister is waiti ng to hear from h is  
colleague. 

Mr. Chairman. can the M i n ister advise the commit
tee whether or not the Letter of I ntent. signed with 
Alcan. is sti l l  i n  effect? 

MR. COWAN: I bel ieve that Letter of I ntent is sti l l  i n  
effect, but I would have t o  check with the M i n ister 
responsible to confirm that and I can do so and br ing 
that i nformation back to the Member for T u rtle 
Mountain. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Chairman. I 'm afraid that the 
members don't realize the sign ificance of what we 
have been told here ton ight and I ' m  amazed that the 
F irst M i n ister woul d  sit  in this House s i lently and not 
choose to enter i nto the debate and either clear up 
some m isunderstandings or tel l  the people of Mani
toba where he stands. I realize that the M i n ister of 
Environment has not got the sole responsib i l ity for 
negotiations with Alcan, but socioeconomic factors 
and environmental factors are extremely i m portant 
and they fall in the area of h i s  respons ib i l ity and that 
has led to the d iscussion of the overall q uestion.  Now, 
the M i n ister of the Environment tel ls me he thinks that 
the Letter of I ntent is  sti l l  in place. 

M r. Chairman. can the M i n ister advise the Commit
tee whether or not he has read the Letter of I ntent? 

MR. COWAN: No. I personally have not read the Let
ter of I ntent. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Elmwood. 

MR. RUSSELL DOERN (Elmwood): M r. Chairman, 
on  a point of order.  it strikes me that a g reat portion of 
the debate that we are hear ing .  i n  fact, should be 
d i rected to Energy and M ines and I 'm simply saying to 
the two spokesmen on the other side, wouldn't their  
q uestions better be p ut to the M i n ister of Energy? 
There seems to be q u ite a mix of q uestions and the 
environmental concerns are not being d iscussed. 

MR. RANSOM: I ndeed. I would l i ke to put q uestions 
to the First M i nister and I would l i ke to put q u estions 
to the M i n ister of Energy and M i nes and I would l ike to 
put q uestions to the M i nister of F inance on this sub
ject. because. M r. Chairman. something is going on 
here that I don't think the government is  aware of; I 
know the people of Manitoba are not aware of. I th ink  
i t 's  t ime that the backbenchers over there decided to 
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get i nto the act ion and see what's really going on.  
because I th ink the members are about to commit a 
terrible b lunder in terms of the economic future of this 
province. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman. if, in fact. what we have 
been told here tonight is  true, then there are some 
very contradictory and m islead i ng statements that 
are afoot that are publ ic  i nformation r ight now. I 
appreciate. Mr .  Chairman. that there is no point i n  
pressing the M i n ister of Environment any further on 
this q uestion.  because he hasn't read the letter of 
i ntent. 

Mr. C hairman,  there are 13 people in the Executive 
Counci l  of this province deal i n g  with a potential 
i nvestment of h u n d reds of m i l l ions of do l lars. 
hundreds of jobs, thousands of jobs i n  the construc
tion phase. There was a letter of i ntent signed and one 
of those 13 members tells us he hasn't even read it. He 
doesn't k now what's in the letter of i ntent; he doesn't 
know whether that letter of i ntent commits the gov
ernment to al low Alcan to own a portion of a generat
i n g  station or not. and perhaps he w i l l  begi n  to see the 
fundamental nature of the q uestion of whether or not 
the letter of i ntent is  sti l l  in place. Because if i t  is, M r. 
Chairman, that has very serious i m p l icat ions for what 
the govern ment is  do ing ,  and if it isn't. i t  has very 
serious i m pl ications for what the government has 
been tel l i ng  the people of Manitoba, and i ndeed, the 
i nvestors whom this province has approached to buy 
the bonds of this provi nce to fund it, and the credit  
rating of this province and the cred i bi l ity of this prov
i nce are at stake in this q uestion,  M r. Chairman, and 
we wil l ,  i n  the absence of the F i rst M in ister, who has 
refused to enter i nto a debate of this nature, and I 
realize it's not his department. Mr .  Chairman. there 
are many precedents for the F i rst M in ister to come to 
the support of one of his M i n i sters who is faced with 
q uestions of broader i m port than those that deal with 
his department alone. S u rely the M i n ister of Environ
ment deserves more support than the Member for 
Thompson. and I don't say that in any way to belittle 
the Member for Thompson, Mr. Chairman, at all ,  but 
this is  a q uestion which deserves the attention of the 
F i rst M i n ister. 

MR. COWAN: It is  my understanding that the Letter 
of I ntent is  in effect. I can confirm that I have not read 
the Letter of I ntent. I have tried to make my depart
ment avai lable to the M i n ister responsible for the 
negotiations to provide them with technical detai l  if  
and when they need that technical detai l .  

MR. LYON: Mr.  Chairman. t o  reiterate a point that has 
a lready been made tonight by me and by the Member 
for Souris and by the Member  for Tuxedo, I find it 
somewhat alarmi n g  and I 'm sure the people of Mani
toba will find it somewhat alarming that the M i n ister is 
saying to us tonight that a letter of i ntent that was 
entered i nto by the predecessor government with 
respect to the establ ishment of this major industrial 
development in the Province of Manitoba. f i rst of all is  
someth ing that he has not read and second ly, is  
someth ing that may wel l  be. on the basis of h is  u n der
stand ing of affai rs as affairs are apparently run now i n  
t h e  Province o f  Manitoba, not a matter o f  g reat con
cern for the Government of Manitoba, even though it 
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is mentioned by the Alcan a luminum people who 
wrote the report, I presume, some t ime i n  February of 
this year, on the faith and on the understanding that 
they were negotiating in good faith, with this a l leged 
government across the way. 

Now, Mr. Chairman,  that is  a matter of serious 
i m port to the people of Manitoba because this is 
someth ing that goes beyond a mere partisan advan
tage that can be taken of on one n ight  in the Legisla
ture as we debate matters i n  the Committee, and so 
on. This  is someth ing  that w i l l  have a positive eco
nomic effect u pon generations of Manitobans yet to 
be born, and if my honourable friend is  standing 
before the Committee tonight and trying to suggest 
that because of the rather narrow, partisan, i d iosyn
crasies of his party, that he and his party and h is  
M i n ister who has scuttled out of  here l i ke a turt le 
u nder l i g ht ,  is  putt ing  in jeopardy one of the major 
developments that this provi nce has been able to 
negotiate to come to th is province, then I say that th is  
is  indeed a serious moment for the people of M ani
toba and a serious moment for  th is  government, and a 
serious moment i n  the terms of the trusteesh ip  which 
was conferred, a lbeit  temporari ly, u pon these people 
on the 30th of November, 1 98 1 .  I th ink  we deserve it,  
coming tonight, u nder the Environmental M i n ister's 
Est imates, for h i m  to say, because environment is 
certa in ly one of the factors to be considered in th is  
matter, whether o r  not the people of Manitoba can 
rea l istically expect that th is  major a luminum smelter 
development in the I nterlake is  going to take place or 
whether or not he and h is  colleagues are, i n  fact, as we 
fearful ly th ink ,  b lowing the opportunity for reasons 
that are real ly not germane to the publ ic  i nterest of the 
people of Manitoba but have more to do, rather, with 
some of the odd ,  as I 've said before, id iosyncrasies of 
the rather odd ideology that they pursue. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Chairman, this is a serious moment then 
for the people of Manitoba. I t's a serious moment on 
which we would not expect the Premier of this prov
i nce to walk out of the C hamber as he d id ,  to engage 
in activities, God only k now what they could be that 
woul d  be more i m portant than this kind of d iscussion,  
with respect to the people of the I n terlake whom he 
presu m es to represent as the Member for the Consti
tuency of Selk irk ,  to tel l  the people of Manitoba 
whether this development is  i ndeed in the k ind  of 
jeopardy that we fear i t  is, given the k ind of m ishan
d l ing,  i ncompetence and ideological  nonsense that 
has been going on across the way in terms of the 
negotiations with respect to Alcan. 

I say to you, M r. Chairman, and to the people of 
Manitoba, that the c ircumstances which lead u p  to the 
A luminum Company of Canada being  interested in 
developing in Manitoba, as my colleague from Souris 
has already said,  started with the idea that they heret
ofore had always had smelting fac i lities at seaboard, 
and we started our negotiations for the benefit of the 
Member for Thompson, who may not be aware that 
seaboard in Manitoba exists at Churchi l l ;  that we 
started the negotiations with respect to an a luminum 
smelter location i n  Manitoba havi ng regard to  the fact 
that Manitoba of al l  of the in land provinces d i d  have 
seaboard exposure at the Port of Church i l l .  That's 
where we started and then the economics, the state of 
the art as my honourable friend is wont to say, and al l  
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of the other d iscussions that took place and a l l  of the 
other negotiations that took place over the months 
and years i n dicated to us that if Manitoba was to have 
with this part icular company the size of a smelter, 
200,000 tonnes a year, that smelter from the stand
point of their  economic v iabi l ity had to be located 
nearer to their  markets in North America which would 
unfortunately preclude the smelter from being located 
where we wished it to be located in Northern Mani
toba. F i rst of al l ,  starting  at C h u rch i l l ;  secondly, at 
Thompson, would preclude that because of the eco
nomics of the situation as they explained them to us 
and i n deed as they explained them to a l l  members of 
the Legislature only about a l ittle more than a year ago 
now when a meeting of an i nformal meet ing of the 
Legislature was cal led wherein Alcan explain ed what 
its proposal was for the people of Manitoba. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what concerns us on  this s ide 
of the House and I suggest what concerns the vast 
majority of the people of Manitoba is  that my honour
able friends opposite, because of their  hang-ups of 
one sort or another, i nsp ired by God k nows what, are 
blowing this opportunity that was well entrenched 
and well i n  place. We want to hear from this M in ister of 
the Environment, whom I presume is  sti l l  a member  of 
the Cabinet, what he and his colleagues are doing in a 
positive way to ensure that the socioeconomic stu
d ies are proceeding;  that the environmental studies 
that were put i nto place long before his i ncompetent 
hand was put in charge of th is  department are pro
ceeding ;  and that we can be assured that nothing  is 
being done in a negative way to deny to the people of 
Manitoba of this generation and of generations yet to 
come, th is  k ind  of a major job-creat ing opportunity 
for generations of Manitobans yet u n born. What can 
the M i n i ster say tonight in terms of that k ind  of chal
lenge which is  the challenge that faced him when he 
came i nto office on the 30th of November? Has he 
done anything to forward that opportunity or have a l l  
of  h is  activities a long with those nefarious activities of 
h i s  col leagues been to hold th is  back from the people 
of Manitoba and to al low Alcan and other a luminum 
companies to  move the i r  potential smelter activities to  
other parts of  th is  country o r  i n deed to other parts of 
the world because they don't have to deal with Mani
toba, whether or not i t  has a common-sense govern
ment or whether i t  has the k ind of an u nfortunate 
government we have now. 

MR. COWAN: Well ,  we have contin ued in the negoti
ations and we are contin u i ng in negotiations and 
hopefu l ly, as I i nd icated previously, that those nego
tiations w i l l  result in terms and conditions which are 
acceptable to both parties doing the negotiat ions and 
the u lti mate location of an a luminum smeltering 
refinery i n  the province. 

MR. C HAIRMAN: The Member  for Thompson. 

MR. ASHTON: Thank you, M r. Chairman, I m ust say 
that tonig ht's d iscussion has been very i nterest ing.  I t  
h a s  shown me a few th i ngs w h i c h  I perhaps sus
pected. F i rst of all, that is  that the members opposite 
k now nothing about economics. It's not j ust jargon, 
M r. Chairman, that I was mention ing  or as the Leader 
of the Opposition was suggest ing,  Marxist terminol-
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ogy, the terms in regards to externalities, d isexternali
ties, have been a common featu re of microeconomic 
theory, economic theory for  many years. So,  if any
body is talking in ideological terms, it  is the members 
opposite. 

Now I wi l l  refrain from using tech n ical terms and I 
wi l l  talk in terms the mem bers opposite might u nder
stand, such as good and bad. -(I nterjection) - That's 
right. I th ink that the reaction to my discussion i n  
terms of economics was a n  indication of what the 
Leader of the Opposition has said many a t ime; that is,  
he's not an economist and he  knows nothing about it 
and I th ink the record of the last four years shows that. 
But I do not intend to discuss that. 

I 'm really interested in  another thing whic h I learned 
tonight, and that is that the members opposite are fu l l  
of  contradictions. The Member for Turtle Mountain 
mentioned the fact that the site selection process was 
and I quote "undertaken without interference by the 
Provincial Government." The Leader of the Opposi
tion, however, tried to paint a picture of the former 
government starting at Churchi l l  and working its way 
back and then ending up in Balmoral. The fact that 
Thompson or Chu rchi l l  or other northern sites are not 
on the preferred l ist is somehow that we were consi
dered first and they j ust kept going back unt i l  they 
found the ideal place, right in  Bal moral. Wel l ,  how you 
can combine the two I don't know. How you could 
have no interference on the one hand and start talking 
about C h u rch i l l ,  Thompson and other northern sites 
on the other hand is beyond me. So there, we have 
what is happening, I th ink,  contradictions, sure,  but 
that of course is of no concern to the members oppo
site. They're merely trying to score pol it ical points at 
the present t ime. 

Now, if they would just l isten to the argu ments I 
presented earlier, they might have seen where some 
of the confusion on their  part came from.  I t  wasn't 
from the jargon; it wasn't from the jargon at all, Mr .  
Chairman. I f  they woul d  look at  the plain economic 
fact and compare the criterion l isted by Alcan with the 
situation facing northern sites, they wi l l  f ind i t ,  sure. 
We do not meet a l l  the criteria, and why? I s  it a straight 
fact of economics? No it is not. It is a fact of infrastruc
ture for the Member for Tuxedo. Have you seen the 
condition of the rail  l ine to C h u rch i l l?  Have you seen 
the conditions of our highway after the winter? I wi l l  
tel l  you that  we certain ly do not  immediately meet al l  
the criteria and it would be logical for Alcan not in  a 
vacuum to want to select such sites as Thompson or 
C h u rch i l l ,  because if they selected it in  a vacuum,  
they wou ld  have to  pay for  the  improvements to  the 
infrastructure. They would have to improve the rail  
l i nes themselves which wou l d  be a prohibitive cost, 
M r. C hairman, whi le  the Honourable Member for 
Tuxedo asks who is going to pay? 

The real q u estion here that has to be raised in  dis
cussion with various other sites is to whether the 
government can do anything to make other more 
preferable sites, if they are i ndeed more preferable in 
terms of socioeconomic reasons, avai lable. It would 
have advantages for people in  the North to have these 
areas developed. Now, I 'm not saying that - ( In ter
jection)- wel l ,  the Honourable Membe r  for Tuxedo 
suggests that taxpayers wi l l  pay. Well, the taxpayers, 
inc luding the taxpayers of the North, have paid for 
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your fantastic highways down here. You can roll a 
d i me for 1 5  m i les and you won't run across one s ingle 
pot hole .  I t  is common in  a large part due to the 
taxation which has been resulted from developments 
in  Thom pson through I NCO, through the citizens of 
Thompson. We pay our taxes too. I don't th ink it's too 
m uch to suggest that we at least be considered, not by 
Alcan because that's not their business. They don't 
represent the people of Thompson;  they don't repres
ent the people of the north. But, I ' m  saying that we 
should at least be considered in these discussions by 
the Provincial Government. I don't know exactly what 
happened u nder the previous government because, 
as I mentioned, there is a contradiction. I suspect that 
the Honoura ble Mem ber for Turtle Mou ntain p roba
bly put it most accurately and that is that the previous 
government didn't interfere. In other words they 
didn't say anything.  Wel l ,  as I mentioned, that creates 
problems in discussing whether locating the smelter 
is areas such as Thompson is feasi ble and I can see 
that. But, I think it also creates problems at this par
t icular point of the negotiations because of the very 
fact that they've done nothing thus far. They haven't 
raised socioeconomic q uestions, they haven't raised 
environmental q uestions. They let Alcan pick a site, 
and what it leaves us with, as a government, as any 
govern ment would be faced with is a choice of one, 
yes or no, if one sticks strictly to preferred site. 

Now the impact of th is is that we can go along, we 
can analyse on one site, we can analyse all the envir
on mental th ings, a l l  the socioeconomic q uestions 
and what happens if it's not a good place for it, we're 
rejected and what do we do again - start the whole 
process over again? That is, indeed, the di lemma that 
is faced and it 's my u nderstanding of what is happen
ing and this is my own personal view, not that of the 
M i n ister of Energy and M ines, who was actual ly 
i nvolved in  the negotiations, but the concept real ly  is 
we should sit down and in  terms of pre l iminary dis
cussions not exclude anything from the past, not 
adopt a yes or no which could actual ly delay the 
getting of an a luminum smelter for Manitoba, a yes or 
no,  or merely rail road through something s imply 
because we were left with a series of  poor conditions 
by the previous government but go from square one. 

Now that doesn't have to be put in  economic terms 
it can be put in  terms of straight common sense. I put 
it earl ier in  economic terms and I guess the honour
able mem bers opposite don't u nderstand it .  So, let's 
put it in  terms of straight common sense. We want an 
a luminum smelter in  Manitoba, I do, check with any of 
the members of the government, that's what they want 
too. The q uestion really here is not whether or not we 
want one but how we can get one and on what condi
tions. What we're interested in  is getting the best deal 
for Manitobans and that means not what is the best 
deal for Al can because this is what the previous gov
ernment was looking at. If it  truly did not interfere in  
the  whole  process, it  was interested in  giving Alcan 
what it coul d  get as the best deal .  We're not interested 
in just that, sure it has to economical ly feasib le for 
Alcan, but it also has to make sense for the people of 
Manitoba not j ust as an a luminum smelter but the 
particular conditions and i t 's  not a q uestion of eco
nomics, it's not a q uestion strictly of dogma or the 
black and white terms the Leader of the Opposition 
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would l ike  to place i t  i n .  
Well once again, t h e  Leader o f  t h e  Opposition 

s h ows h i s  com p l ete i g n o rance of econ o m i cs 
-( Interjection) - oh, I see -( I nterjection)- I u nder
stand that I'm supposed to be insu lted here. I consider 
this a great honour because many of my constituents 
wanted me to come here in this Chamber and do 
battle with the members now occupying the posit ion 
of Leader of the Opposit ion,  a posit ion I must say he 
does j ustice to. I n  fact, I would u rge h im to stay on in 
that posit ion,  i n  fact run again i n  the next election so 
that I can cont inue my debates with the honourable 
member from th is C hamber because I can say v i rtu
al ly everyone of my constituents said, get down there 
and show - wel l ,  I 'm sorry that's u n parl iamentary 
language - it  was in reference to the Honourable 
Leader of the Opposition. 

Anyway - ( I nterject ion)- once again ,  I can see 
that the honourable member  i s  trying to insult  me, I 
suppose the term landsl ide was in reference my mar
gin of victory in the election campaign -(I nter
jection) - I wi l l  tel l  the Leader of the Opposition that if 
he wants to talk about landslides he should perhaps 
talk to the i nd iv idual  who I beat, as he was b uried 
nonetheless. And I would suggest that real ly if one 
looks at i t  that i t  shows the height of arrogance to 
bring u p  th is k ind  of a label .  Perhaps al l  the members 
opposite feel they're from safe Tory seats, they've 
done such a g reat job and they won by such wide 
victory margins .  I would remi n d  them of some of their  
former col leagues who were i n  the same boat and I 
would mention one from the constituency of R ie l  who 
won by substantial margi ns and who also lost .  That is  
polit ics, Mr .  Chairman,  I don't  th ink it's the su itable 
thing to bring i nto this Chamber, that kind of rather 
chi ld ish i nsult .  

But as I said i n  conclusion, I th ink  what we need 
here is  constructive crit icism, not this kind of ideolog
ical g randstanding on the part of the Leader of the 
Opposit ion,  not these i nconsistent statements which 
try to cover u p  the m istakes of the previous govern
ment. Real ly it's not what the people of Manitoba 
expect from this Assembly and the petty i nsults 
i ncluded. What they want is  for us to get on with the 
business of this province without the rhetoric; without 
the grandstanding;  with straight constructive crit i
cism; constructive suggestions; and sure if the gov
ernment fai ls,  strong criticism for that fai l u re. 

But this is  not what's happening here, the honour
able mem bers opposite are trying to set u p  straw
men, bogey-men. Nothing  more than than.  They're 
trying through various i nconsistent attacks to make 
pol itical poi nts. Wel l ,  that's not what the people of 
Manitoba want, Mr .  C hairman, they don't want polit i
cal points, the want for us to get on with the business 
of the province. 

MR. l YON: Mr. Chairman, I daresay that all members 
of the House feel instructed by the recent comments 
from the Member for Thom pson so recently removed 
from the U niversity of Manitoba Students Union that 
he feels he has to repeat some of those speeches for 
that great body i n  this Cham ber. All we can say to the 
honourable mem ber is  that we hope that his learn ing  
experience here i n  the  next two-and-a-half, three 
years, which wi l l  be about the length of his term in this 
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House, wi l l  be a positive one for h i m ,  that he w i l l  gain 
from his br ief exposure to more adu lt arenas than he 
has been accustomed to deal ing with .  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member  for La 
Verendrye. 

MR. ROBERT (Bob) BANMAN (la Verendrye): Thank 
you, M r. Chairman, after l istening  to the Member for 
Thompson I guess one of the phrases that he used 
and which I have to pick on what do the people of 
Manitoba expect? Wel l ,  Mr .  Chairman, what the peo
ple of Manitoba expect is  job opportun ities and job 
opportunities wi l l  be brought by projects such as 
Alcan.  But I want to just very briefly relate the tragedy, 
w hat I th ink  is  happening with this whole th ing:  Alcan 
in their  wisdom chose two primary sites in the Prov
i nce of Manitoba, one was in Balmoral, one was i n  
Eastern Man itoba. And,  M r. Chairman, what I secretly 
hoped, and what the people in Eastern Man itoba 
secretly hoped was that we could as Manitobans 
attract Alcan who did choose the Balmoral  s ite to 
locate in Balmoral.  And once having  sec u red those 
650-700 permanent jobs along with the thousands of 
construction jobs that brought over the next five years 
we could then could go after Alcoa, Reynolds, hope
ful ly and j ust by looking at the site selection then 
induce by proper arrangements, benefits to the peo
ple of Manitoba, induce another a luminum company, 
Mr. Chairman, to come to Eastern Manitoba. 

Here i n  l ies the tragedy, Mr. Chairman, what we are 
doing here; we are not only al ienating the one com
pany from coming to Manitoba, i nstead of parlaying 
on the one opportun ity that we have in this province to 
gain another company, we are losing even the one 
chance to get the one. What we have heard from the 
members opposite over the last l ittle wh i le; wel l ,  if  
Alcan doesn't come, we're going to Alcoa or Reynolds 
o r  somebody else. Wel l ,  M r. Chairman, I say to you 
that's not good enough. We need as many th ings to 
happen here in th is  Province of Manitoba as we can 
possi bly get and what is  happening is  that we are 
seeing the members opposite f iddle this whole thing 
away. We have heard the M i n ister of Environment say 
today that really there is  no socioeconomic environ
mental i mpact study that can be properly conducted 
u nless we know the site. He has just said, well we don't 
know what the site is going to be. We, when we were i n  
government, k new what w e  wanted to see t h e  study 
done on and that was the Balmoral site. 

So, w hat I say to every M an itoban is  that by the very 
admission tonight we f ind out that we are much 
further down the tube of  ever gett ing an A l  can smelter 
or any other a luminum smelter i n  this province than 
we were six months ago. That's a fact of l ife and that 
was pointed out there tonight. So let no Manitobans 
be u nder the i l l usion that we are looking at jobs i n  the 
i mmediate future. What this govern ment is doing is  
jeopard izing,  not only the Alcan deal ,  but any future 
deals that coul d  possi bly benefit and I speak of a 
parochial nature right now - Eastern Manitoba. 

I have to say to you, M r. C hairman, ton ight, that the 
big concern in Eastern Manitoba and in the I nterlake, 
having spoken to members from the I nterlake, the b ig  
concern is  the loss as  it is  i n  Thompson of  people who 
raise the i r  ch i ldren i n  the  I nterlake, i n  Eastern Mani-
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toba, see those ch i ldren leave, move to Winn ipeg; the 
urbanization trend that we have seen happen the last 
l ittle wh i le in this province. I th ink  we had a d ream. a 
vision i n  the last n u m ber of years, of trying to locate 
some of these faci l i ties outside of the City of Win
n i peg without tryi ng to locate a l l  these people in one 
large, metropolitan area where we al l  k now the social 
problems and things that go on with large metropol i
tan areas is  not conducive to proper - and I have to 
say to proper fami ly  l ife. to proper social  l ife i n  this 
province. 

The g reat tragedy that we see happening here 
tonight and by the admission of the M i n ister in charge 
of the Environment is  that we have seen someth ing 
happen here which is not going to be in the best 
i nterests of the people of Manitoba. We're a l l  con
cerned about the environment. We don't want to see 
unnecessary pol lut ion but, M r. Chairman. we want to 
see those jobs created here. Anything that happens to 
go ahead and put these jobs off, to stal l ,  I bel ieve in the 
future wi l l  not only h urt ourselves but wi l l  h u rt the 
future generations in Manitoba. We have an opportun
ity; we have the resource; we were going along a path 
which I bel ieved to be a sound and proper one; we had 
commissioned the studies; we had located the site; we 
would have had things in place but the way i t  looks 
right now, Mr.  Chairman, is  that the whole th ing i s  i n  
jeopardy. It's jobs that the people of Manitoba want. 
We have one of the h ighest unemployment rates that 
we've had over the last n u m ber  of years. 

The member who is  now the M i n ister, the Member 
for C h u rch i l l ,  the M i n ister of Environment.  got u p  i n  
th is  H ouse on Decem ber  8 ,  I bel ieve, i n  1 977, and 
decried the u nemployment rate i n  th is  province at 6.5 
percent. What is  i t  today? M r. Chairman, it's one per
centage point h igher and he said to the government of 
the day, what have you been doing? You've been 
sitting  on  your hands and to quote h i m  verbat im ,  he 
said "shame, shame. Mr. Chairman." That's what he 
said on Decem ber 8, 1 977. Now he sits in that position 
as somebody who could do someth i ng about that i n  
attracting i n dustry and what d o  w e  have; w e  have a 
bunch of fudging here tonight. So, it's ti me, Mr.  
Speaker, M r. Chairman.  I 'm sorry, however, you're 
doing j ust as good a job as a Speaker would ever do. 
Thank you. 

We have something very i nterest ing happening .  
You have the M i n ister of  Environment who fou r  short 
years raked the government across the coals - a new 
government that had been in power for only a month 
and a half  - raked them across the coals for a h igh  
unemployment rate. Now you have the  same M in ister 
sitting here with a much h igher unemployment rate 
and an opportun ity here for a large project, not only 
for permanent jobs but for construction and heaven 
knows we need those construction j obs now. We need 
the sp inoff that that can br ing,  so don't tell us here 
tonight that real ly what you've done is  you've stalled 
the whole th ing because by your own admission, 
you've done it. There is  no way you're going to get a 
proper social economic study if you don't have a 
proper site i n  m ind  and you've admitted that tonight. 
So. what you have really done by admitt ing that is  
push the whole project over forward, Mr.  C hairman.  
forward i nto the future. We need those jobs now. The 
people of Manitoba want those jobs now, so let's get 
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on with it. Let's j ust not trade off Alcan for Reynolds or 
for somebody else. Let's get a couple of them in place 
so that the people of Manitoba wi l l  be able to stay i n  
Manitoba. That was o u r  vision and that's the vision I 
would l ike  to see for my ch i ld ren and for my ch i ld ren's 
chi ldren. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Could I j ust ask that perhaps we get 
closer to the point? We've sort of had a very wide 
ranging d iscussion for the last hour and three-quarters 
now and i t  started out i nnocently enough on the issue 
of the environment concerning Alcan but we seem to 
have stretched beyond that. I wondered if we could 
have q uestions to the point. 

The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. FILMON: Thank you, M r. Chairman. for your 
suggestions in that regard and I know that the 
Member for Turt le M ou ntain has a couple of items to 
cover on  th is part icular s u bject but I j ust want to 
s u mmarize what we've learned here on th is topic and 
the topic is  i ndeed the establ ishment of an a luminum 
smelter i n  Manitoba. I th ink it's been very en l ightening 
because obviously i t  has answered some questions 
that have been on our minds and that i n  fact perhaps 
have not been adequately answered i n  the q uestion 
period and that is  the p urpose of the Est imates debate 
in that it gives us an opport u nity to further expand 
without being constrained by virtue of the ru les of 
question period to get the i nformation out on the table 
that we can al l  deal with. 

All of us on this side I th ink  were aware of the fact 
that Alcan was committed to the preparation of an 
environmental i mpact statement in a socioeconomic 
assessment statement by December 31 ,  1 981 and I 
th ink  we have a l l  wondered why that has not taken 
place. We're now almost three months down the road 
and yet there is  no environmental i mpact statement 
and no socioeconomic i mpact statement avai lable, 
although ,  I know it's being done i n  stages and I k now 
that parts of it are in the hands of the Department of 
the Environment for review. But the M i n ister has con
fi rmed and he can correct me if this is  an incorrect 
statement, that no further valid consideration of the 
environmental assessment review or the socioeco
nomic assessment review can be proceeded with 
without the acknowledg ment of a specific site and 
therefore i n  effect the a luminum smelter proposal for 
Manitoba is on the shelf at the present t ime to al l  
i ntents and purposes and as I say, the M i n ister can 
correct me if that's not a correct statement, but I ' l l  
leave it at  that. 

MR. COWAN: Basically what I have said is  that there 
are certain aspects of the review which is ongoing 
now which can i n  fact be a benefit to us because they 
are of a general  nature and we are applying ourselves 
to those aspects. I 've also said that you can't have a 
ful l-scale environmental assessment review process 
or a ful l-scale socioeconomic assessment review 
process u nti l  you have a site located. 

MR. FILMON: Althoug h some l imited aspects can be 
examined and these are technological in nature, l ikely 
to do with the process and that sort of thing that would 
be transferrable to any s ite ,  the rest of the review 
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process and,  without q uest ion,  the major part of the 
review process is  not able to be proceeded with at the 
present t ime due to the fact that  the precon d it ions 
have been removed and therefore the site is  no longer 
part of the equation u nless and unti l  the government 
makes a decision i n  concert with Alcan on it,  so as 
long as we can leave that on the table,  I think it 's fair to 
say that the project is  on the shelf at the present t ime. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: 5.(a) ( 1 ) -pass - the Member for 
Tuxedo. 

MR. FILMON: M r. Chairman, if we can leave it at that 
then I would l i ke to ask the M i n ister a n u m ber  of 
q uestions on other issues, other  issues to do with the 
environment i n  Manitoba. 

The first one is,  there is or has been an ongoing 
study on a variety of d ifferent fronts to do with the 
so-cal led former Domtar site in the Transcona area. 
These i nvolve soi l  test ing,  ground water test ing and 
assessment to do with the chemicals that were left i n  
waste o n  the site and then were covered with wood
chips and so on and so forth and the whole, as the 
M i n ister wel l  k nows, the whole q uestion of the poten
tial use of that site for residential p urposes, for park 
purposes, for streets, roads and whatever have you as 
a subdivision was planned ,  was in l im bo at the t ime 
that we left office. But I was aware at that t ime that the 
studies were close to completion so that there would 
be an assessment very shortly of the potential hazards, 
the potential dangers of ut i l ization of not only that 
site, but adjacent sites from migration of chemicals 
through the soi l  or through underground streams or 
whatever that were of concern to the entire area and 
the people of the Transcona area and, i n  part icular, 
people who were surrounding the former Domtar site. 

I wonder if the M i n ister could give us the p resent 
status of the testing and the reviews that are tak ing  
place and just what i nformation has  exactly been 
determined? 

MR. COWAN: I t  is  my u n derstand i ng, and I have had 
d iscussions with the Member for Transcona, the M i n
ister for Energy and M i nes and the Member for Radis
son, as well as others, on  this that extensive sam p l i ng 
has been u ndertaken through a program worked out 
last fal l  as the Mem ber for Tuxedo suggested. Those 
samples have been col lected and analysed and they 
were analysed pri mari ly for pentachlorophenol oil 
which is k nown commonly as PCP. Eight samples 
with the h ighest PCP levels have been forwarded to 
Agriculture of Canada to their  laboratory for i mpu rity 
analysis for dioxins and di benzo furan, etc. Their  
results should be avai lable with in  th is  month.  Those 
are some fai rly complex sampl ing procedures as the 
member is  aware so we are waiting for the results. The 
rehabi l i tation program wi l l  be worked out once we 
f ind out those results and there wi l l  be a meeti ng 
arranged with Domtar, I would hope, i n  Apri l .  Perhaps 
i t  may be a month later to work out that rehabi l i tation 
program and to d iscuss the results. As it is  now the 
area is fenced off, we are looking at that fence, 
because we want to make certain that i t  is  adequate 
and we are also looking  at post ing of signs in that 
area, not only to say keep out, but to provide a bit 
more i nformation as to why the area should not 

be trespassed. 

MR. FILMON: Wou l d  the M i n ister i n dicate, M r. 
Chairman,  whether or not at the present t ime the 
i n dications are that site may be u nable to be used for a 
residential development with al l  of the other compo
nents of the residential development given the current 
assessment of i nformation available? Because there's 
not only the concern for this specific site for which 
there is a proposed development, and a plan that was 
put forward by a certain developer, but there is  the 
concern of people adjacent. I recall dur ing my term of 
office that we, in fact, did some soil test ing in yards 
adjacent to the site because people were saying can 
we l ive here any longer, can our ch i ld ren p lay i n  the 
yards, is  there something more to it, what the poten
tial for m igration is. I k now that a lot of the samples, 
because of the very complex testing that had to be 
done, were sent away to Ontario to labs there and so 
on. Is there any further indication that would either 
a l lay the fears of the people adjacent who are a lready 
l iv ing there? The M i n ister was talk ing in terms of 
remedial action for restoration of the site that would 
al low for future development, but more specifically to 
the point,  are there any reasons for concern for the 
people who l ive adjacent to the area. 
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MR. COWAN: It is my u n derstanding that we have not 
determined off-site migration  of contaminants to 
date. I am also i nformed that we w i l l  be continu ing  the 
d iscussions with Domtar in order to come up with an 
appropriate rehabi l itation program. That may, i n  fact, 
preclude development on the area. We have to wait 
and see which results show what i n  respect to con
tamination. I'm not certain whether or not there wi l l  be 
a need for further testing ,  but if there is  we w i l l  u n der
take that test ing.  We have to make a determination as 
to whether development can be al lowed on site at that 
t ime. 

MR. FILMON: Thank you, Mr.  Chairman. I th ink  that 
the M i n ister is  te l l ing me that there's not further evi
dence that wou l d  give rise for concern to people who 
are a lready l iv ing adjacent to the site; that further 
d iscussion wi l l  take place with respect to future 
development of the specific Domtar site after the test
ing  results are avai lable. If that's the case, then we'l l  
leave it at that. 

MR. COWAN: I t  is my u nderstanding that we have not 
foun d  contaminants off site. You k now when we talk 
about concern, as the member is aware, we are talk ing 
about a s u btle fear on the part of  residents because of 
their  k nowledge of certain aspects of the problem and 
being u nable to i ncorporate that i nto their  dai ly exist
ence, and so what we have to do is  go to them and I 
k now the member wrote some letters to them i n  the 
past, perhaps we have to look at that sort of exercise 
again and br ing them up to date as to what we have 
fou nd.  There wi l l  sti l l  concern after that but at least we 
will be able to provide them with our ful lest i nforma
tion. We are not doing so to lessen their  concern 
because I think that concern is  i mportant if it's 
focused i n  the r ight d i rect ion.  I don't bel ieve the 
member  opposite did so to lessen their concern but I 
th ink he d id ,  and we w i l l  do so, to provide them with 
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accurate i nformation u pon which they can base their  
own personal decisions as to whether or not to be 
concerned. I f  they are sti l l  concerned and sti l l  need 
more i nformat ion,  then we have to go with them to 
provide that i nformation as long as i t  is  appropriate. 
There becomes a case, I am certa in ,  where you can't 
a l lay the concern even with the best available evi
dence, in which case you are just going to have to deal 
with i t  on that basis. I am prepared to look at send ing 
out another letter to the residents i n  the area, as was 
done before, advising them of what we have found 
once we are a bit further down the path in respect to 
the rehabi l itation program. 

MR. WARREN STEEN (River Heights): I 'd like to 
d i rect a q uestion to the Honourable M i n ister and I 
don't expect he has the answer but perhaps he could 
f ind the answer out for me and,  if  we are off th is  topic, 
he could give me the answer i n  writ ing from his 
department at a later date. 

Early last fal l ,  M r. Chairman, I, at that t ime wrote the 
then M i n ister, my col league, the Member for Tuxedo, 
a letter concerni ng a concern of a n u m ber  of business 
establishments on Pembina H ighway in the G rant 
Avenue area, such as car washes, an ice cream Dairy 
Queen business, and so on. At that part icular corner, 
Sir, through you to the M in ister, there is a plant that, I 
bel ieve, is owned now by a firm known as Steele Bros., 
but i t  used to be Winn ipeg Supply and Fuel for years. I 
bel ieve it's a l i me manufactur ing plant that plastering 
contractors buy materials from and a n um ber of local 
businesses in the area, as well as residents in the area, 
used to complain about the d ust that was given off at 
th is  part icular plant. Although, S i r, it's not in my con
stituency now, as it was at that time, it's i n  the Hon
o u rable Member for Osborne's constituency, but I d id 
comm u nicate to the M i n ister at the t ime and I believe 
he was to have his department at the time i nvestigate 
it ,  and the election was upon us and the M i n ister was 
no longer there to reply to my questions. So perhaps 
this M i n ister could i nvestigate my concern and, i f  I 
have not given h i m  sufficient i nformation at this t ime, I 
can get the correspondence and relate it to h i m  to h is  
office. 

MR. C OWAN: I ' m  certain we have that correspon
dence on file and I w i l l  ask my staff to provide me with 
the correspondence and an u pdate as to where that is  
at th is  p resent t ime.  I can i nform the Mem ber for R iver 
Heights, M r. Chairperson, a hearing was held approx
i mately four to five weeks ago, and I may be off a bit  
either way on that,  but within the past couple of 
months a hearing has been held. Those recommenda
tions aren't forthcoming yet but I will make a note to 
ensure that the Member for River  Heights receives a 
copy of that hearing  document as soon as it's availa
ble, and then, if  he has further q uestions at that t ime, 
perhaps we can d iscuss them in detai l .  O r, if  he wants 
to give me some q uestions as notice now, we can try 
to i nvestigate them between now and the receipt of 
the hearing, but s ince we do have a hearing in process 
and we do have a report expected, I would suggest 
that might be the most expedient way to deal with it 
and I thank the mem ber  for br inging this to my atten
t ion .  I w i l l  prov ide  h i m  with  that data as soon 
as it's available. 
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MR. STEEN: I thank the M i n ister for h is  reply and I 
w i l l  look forward to receiving a copy of the material 
that the M in ister has made mention of and, to the 
M i n ister, I don't have any further q uestions on  i t  at the 
present t ime but I 'm sure that if there are any further 
q uestions at the t ime I receive the data, I can take it up 
with him through his office. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: 5.(a) ( 1 ) -pass - the Honourable 
Member for K irkfield Park. 

MRS. G ERRIE HAMMOND (Kirkfield Park): Thank 
you, Mr.  Chairman. My question is concerning the 
effluent that would be flowing i nto the Stu rgeon 
C reek. The M i n ister gave an answer in q uestion 
period today and he mentioned that there is  a period 
of three years that it could be i n  the holding tank and, 
from i nformation that was given at the hearing,  there 
was conflicting evidence on that, and it's possib le that 
a year and a half may be al l  the time that they would 
have and actual ly from looking at the f igures, it coul d  
be less t h a n  that. I don't t h i n k  t h e  M i n ister has a year 
to i nvestigate or find that in formation out and consid
ering that there were 1 ,400 p lus  another 300 s igna
tures comi ng out of the area of St. James and that the 
C ity of Winn ipeg opposed the proposal ,  I ' m  j ust 
wonderi ng  what k ind  of t ime we're looking  at as far as 
the Sturgeon Creek is  concerned. I wonder, M r. 
Chairman, if the M i n ister could give me any more 
i nformation on that part icular proposal? 

MR. COWAN: I w i l l  certa in ly ask for a more detailed 
review as to what the Member for K irkfield park ind i
cates may be confl icting evidence in respect to the 
length of t ime before that sewage lagoon wou ld have 
to emptied. I w i l l  attem pt to provide that to her in due 
course, but perhaps I can j ust provide a background 
statement now, and then if other questions arise out 
of that, we can address them as wel l .  

Pursuant to the provisions of  The Clean Environ
ment Act, the R u ral  Mun ici pal i ty of Woodlands f i led a 
proposal to the department on January 3 1 st, 1 980 i n  
connection with a proposed sewage lagoon system to 
serve the u n i n corporated Vi l lage of Warren. This pro
posal called for the d ischarge of effluent from the 
second cell in to adjacent land. I n  J u ly of 1 980, the 
Counci l  of the R u ral  Mun ici pal ity decided to alter 
their proposal to specify d ischarge of eff luent from 
the second cel l  to the Sturgeon Creek drain and 
hence to Sturgeon Creek, and therein l ies the con
cerns of the residents i n  the area. A pproval from 
Water Resou rces to use a drain was obtained on 
August Sth ,  1 980. A revised appl ication reflect ing this 
posit ion was f i led with the Envi ronmental Manage
ment Division on January 1 9th,  1 981 , so that elevated 
the concern because the Water Resources had ind i
cated that they were prepared to al low that to happen. 
They did so based on the best avai lable evidence to 
them. That does not, in fact, d im in ish the concerns of 
the resi dents of the area, nor should it d i m in ish the 
concerns of the residents of the area, and, accord
i ngly, a group of citizens was organized to oppose this 
discharge i nto Sturgeon Creek. 

The g roup held a publ ic  meet i ng on January 29th, 
1 98 1 , at which d ivision staff attended and attempted 
to explai n the operation of the sewage lagoon. I'm not 
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certain that's the only meet ing that they held,  but I do 
k now that is  one of the meetings for which I have a 
date and can place some i nformation to. The Clean 
Environment Commission then held a publ ic  hear ing 
i n  Warren on February 1 6th ,  1 98 1 .  O n  Apri l 1 Oth ,  as I 
ind icated to the member dur ing the q uestion period, 
the Clean Environment Commission issued Order 
91 1 4, which a llowed for the d ischarge of effluent to 
the Sturgeon Creek D rain .  Again,  they had reviewed it 
from the perspective of the best avai lable techn ical 
i nformat ion ;  they had approved the d ischarge of 
effluent to the Sturgeon Creek Drain ;  there were con
cerns on the part of residents i n  the area sti l l ,  even 
given those two confirmations of the process. From a 
technical point of view d ischarge to Sturgeon Creek 
D ra in  did not seem to create many problems at that 
t i me, however, one has to take i nto consideration the 
concerns of ind ividuals as wel l .  

It 's i nteresting,  t h e  Member for Tuxedo may b e  
aware, they just h a d  a recent case i n  t h e  States where 
they held an environmental assessm ment and they 
decided that in respect to the Three M i le I sland i nci
dent that that plant could not start operations agai n  
u nt i l  i t  had dealt with the concerns o f  residents i n  the 
area. It's a new stage of environmental law, one which 
is  worthy of consideration. I would n't want to com
ment u pon i t  other than that at this t ime. But i t  shows 
how aware we as decision makers, all of us,  I inc lude 
a l l  members i n  th is  Chamber, and others outside of 
this Chamber as decision makers, are becoming of 
concern and the effect that apprehension and anxiety 
has on our  populous. I th ink  that's i mportant. 

So whi le  I say that from a technical standpoint the 
d ischarge of effluent i nto the Sturgeon Creek D rain 
was acceptable to many bodies reviewing it,  I don't 
mean to in any way take away from the concern which 
was felt on the part of residents and the need for 
government,  their  representatives and the Member 
for K irkfield Park is  doing that now, to talk about that 
concern and to make certain that concern is  taken 
i nto consideration when decision makers make their  
del iberations. I ' m  not saying that concern is  always an 
overri d i ng factor, but i t  m ust always be a factor and a 
part of the equation when we attempt to devise 
decisions. 

So as a result of those concerns, appeals from 
O rder 9 1 4  were f i led by an i n d iv idual and by the C ity 
of Winn ipeg. Subsequently the M i n ister at the t i me,  
the Member  now for Tuxedo,  d i rected that a meeting 
be convened with the Environmental Management 
Division, Agro-Water Services of the Department of 
Agricultu re and respresentatives of the R u ral  M u nici
pality of Woodlands. H is  mandate for that meeting,  I 
believe, and he can correct me if I 'm wrong, was to 
determine if the ru ral m u nicipal ity would reverse their  
posit ion and agree to land d isposal if  f i nancial assis
tance is  made available. 

Now that's my understand i ng of the situation. I ' m  
certain technical assistance was inc luded i n  that as 
wel l .  That meet ing was held on May 5th, 1 981 , and it 
was agreed that Agro-Water Services in concert with 
the R u ral M u n ic ipal ity of Woodlands would submit  an 
alternative proposal cal l i ng for land d isposal of the 
effluent. This would be an experi mental  i rrigation 
program to be carried out u nder the auspices of the 
Agro-Water Services. The decision on the appeal was 
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by the i nd iv idual ,  and the City of Winn ipeg at that time 
were deferred by the M in ister of the Day, the Member  
for Tuxedo, pend i ng recei pt of  th is  a l ternative 
proposal. 

We have not received the alternative proposal yet. 
However, I can assure you that it is  being developed 
by Agro-Water Services, and we're deal ing  with some 
experimental and i nnovative ideas here, and there is  
certa in ly some reason for that to take a bit  of  t i me. I 'm 
told and I hope that we w i l l  receive that by  the end of 
this year, some t ime dur ing the cou rse of th is  year. 

I ' m  also i nformed that the lagoon has been con
structed and is  receiving some l iqu id  waste, however, 
the lagoon w i l l  not req u i re d ischarging  for at least 
three years. My staff have confirmed that to me just 
now. However, because there are sti l l  concerns which 
m ust be taken i nto consideration, I wi l l  go back over 
that situation with them and try to prov i de a more 
detailed explanation as to why we have reached that 
conclusion to the Member for K irkfield Park. She can 
then take that to her constituents and others who have 
voiced their  concerns and if at that time it is  fou n d  that 
they are sti l l  concerned, I wou l d  ask her and i nvite her 
to arrange a meet ing with myself and herself and 
those i nd iv iduals who are concerned, w here we can 
sit  down on a one-to-one bas is  or a one-to-five basis 
or whatever i t  may be at that time and d iscuss it,  at 
least on a face-to-face basis, and d iscuss their  con
cerns and I ' l l  have staff present to try to provide the 
technical background.  

MRS. HAMMOND: Mr.  Speaker, I thank the M i n ister 
for the explanation and the offer certa in ly to meet with 
constituents, but I th ink  that the basis they were going 
on ,  that the Agro-Water - they were the consultants 
- used a f igure of 1 90 l iters per day per person of 
water, whi le  the City of Winnipeg used a f igure of 450 
l i ters per person per day when plann ing ,  and although 
there are schools and i nstitutions in the city that 
p robably are not i n  the Warren area, they were also 
mentioning that is  was just a bedroom com m un ity 
which was d isputed by the people at the e nvironment 
meeting,  who said that it's a farm comm un ity. They 
then went on  further to say that they felt that the 
storage capacity as proposed would pose serious 
problems and that when the fac i l it ies were over
loaded, which cou l d  well happen before your con
cerns are looked at withi n  the year, that they would 
have to d ischarge into the creek and s ince the creek 
after a certai n period is  very slow moving, down to a 
trickle, that we've got a problem sitt ing in the heart of 
the city, that the city in turn has spent over $750,000 i n  
developing a park. 

So really I th ink  that all the concerns of the c itizens 
are laid down for the department to look at right now 
and I don't know why they would need a year to look 
further at th is  situation. I really am feel ing  very con
cerned that if it's left for a year or six months that we're 
going to run into a problem that then - it  won't be a 
problem as the M i n ister I th ink  j ust was mention ing ,  
Mr .  Speaker - that  there's a subtle fear on  behalf of  
the citizens. I t  would be certain ly more than a subtle 
fear if they're sitt ing with effl uent in the creek, where 
we've bu i lt a major tou rist attraction as far as G rant's 
Old M i l l  is  concerned, and that we have tourists stop
p ing  and buying the g ra in  t hat they're us ing in the m i l l  
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and here we have a situation that they're looking at i n  
a year's t ime. 

I real ly don't think that's good enough and I th ink  
from the  i nformation that was g leaned from the  Clean 
Environment Hearing ,  I th ink  they can move on it 
much q u icker than that and I would certain ly hope, 
because I can understan d  that certa in ly everything 
that the M i n ister has said deal ing  with the environ
ment that this is  his u ppermost concern and I wouldn't 
l i ke to th ink  that it was only for the north and not for 
the city and especial ly St. James.  This  has been a very 
gen u i ne concern with the people in St. James. We've 
got a park there that people are using in winter and i n  
sum mer and just t o  th ink  that your staff i s  going to 
look at it within the year or maybe when the t ime 
comes it has priority, I really am feeling  is  not q uite 
good enough and I would l i ke a com m itment from the 
M i n ister that this would be u p permost and I think if 
they just looked at what came out of the hearing ,  they 
would be able to deal with many of the matters that are 
before them right now. 

MR. COWAN: The Member  for K irkfield Park's con
cerns are i ndeed well expressed and appreciated. I 've 
asked my staff i f  we can monitor the lagoon cell on  a 
monthly basis over that period of t ime whi le  the pro
posal is  being developed so that we would be able to 
forecast any need to d ischarge the effluent long 
before that need became apparent, and therefore, we 
could put i nto p lace the proper control measures to 
p revent d i scharge which would be detr imental. I hope 
that sort of an ongoing monitoring program would 
help a llay some of those concerns and what we can do 
is  make certain that the Member for Ki rkfield Park and 
other i nd ividuals who are interested are made aware 
of the results of that monitoring report on a monthly 
basis. 

MRS. HAMMOND: Yes, Mr.  Chairman, I appreciate 
that the M i n ister is  trying to be helpful with monitor
ing  on a month-to-month basis. I ' m  not a techn ical 
person myself and I don't know that if they found a 
problem j ust how q uickly then they could deal with it .  
I guess this is  the problem of myself and of the people 
in St. James, that u nless you can deal with it in an 
u rgent manner ,  i t 's  not going to be of m uch value to us 
even monitoring i t  from month to month.  I appreciate 
it and am glad that the M i n ister is  certa in ly wi l l ing to 
do that but as the people from St. James,  and not j ust 
St. James but along the route, Rosser I th ink ,  and 
Warren, d ifferent ones have said that if someth ing 
happens then i ts  a matter of  cleaning  u p  another 
sewered waterway as the Red and the Assin boine,  the 
Seine, the Souris are. I don't th ink  we want to get i nto 
that situation so I appreciate what you're tel l i ng me on 
behalf of your department but I real ly do feel that 
u nless I have assurance that something can be done 
about it i m mediately, it's going to be cold comfort to 
the citizens of St. James if the effluent is  sitting in the 
creek. 

MR. COWAN: Perhaps then, we should have that 
meeting sooner rather than later and I would ask my 
staff to attend and the Member  for K irkfield Park to 
attend and to br ing with her res i dents of the area who 
have expressed those concerns to her and we can sit 
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down and review the options which are avai lable to us 
dur ing that meeting and by way of that d iscussion 
attempt to develop a system for monitoring and for 
tak ing action if necessary that w i l l  suit  the needs of 
the area residents. 

MRS. HAMMOND: Thank you Mr. M i n ister, I cer
tain ly  w i l l  attempt to do that and I ' l l  be in touch with 
your office to see what can be worked out as far as the 
meeting. 

MR. FILMON: Mr. Chairman, I don't wish restate the 
case that has been very eloquently put forward by the 
Member for K irkfield Park but j ust to cite an example 
of the k ind of th ing that can happen with respect to 
projections of t ime for f i l l ing of lagoons, I bel ieve that 
the original projection for the need for d ischarge of 
the lagoon at Robl in  was about a year from now o r  
very close t o  a year from n o w  a n d  we were faced 
earlier th is  fal l  with the very emergent situation of the 
lagoon being a lmost fu l l .  Therefore the system that 
was being  put in p lace for land d isposal of the effluent 
was needed considerably earlier than original ly pro
jected and i t  may well be that the M i n ister in having 
the matter reviewed wil l  f ind a s im i lar i ncidence. So, I 
don't th ink  that the member's concerns ought to be 
taken l ightly and I know that he won't and I know that 
he has given that assurance. 

I m ight also i n dicate that residents of the area, some 
month or two ago, phoned the M i n ister's office 
express ing concerns that have been raised tonight by 
the Member for K i rf ield Park and u pon phoning the 
M i n ister's office, they were told a n u m ber  of th ings by 
a representative of the M i n ister's office, one of which 
was that, f i rstly they couldn't give any assurances or 
any i nformation to the residents of the St .  James
Ass in iboia area who were concerned about the pro
ject proceeding because of the fact that all the files 
had been taken by the former government and there
fore they d idn't have any i nformation avai lable to 
them to give answers, and obviously I know that the 
M i n ister is  wel l  aware that at least h i s  Assistant 
Deputy-M i n ister and tech n ical staff sti l l  had their  f i les 
and coul d  well have given the i nformation to these 
people. 

When a second call was made, sometime later and I 
would i magine that gave the staff the opportunity to 
look i nto i t  a l ittle more closely, they were told that the 
lagoon had already been constructed and therefore 
the whole issue was final ized and noth ing else could 
be done on the matter. They were obviously very 
concerned and they got in touch with the Member for 
K i rkfield Park and myself and I was able to give them 
the assurance that yes indeed, the lagoon had been 
built ,  in fact, it had been bu i lt pr ior to our  leaving 
office but there was a t ime projection for the fi l l i ng  of 
the two cel ls  of the lagoon and there was not a need 
for d ischarge for at least a year to two years, three 
years was the projection but certain ly  there d id n't 
appear to be any concern that i t  would take p lace any 
sooner than this coming year. 

So, there is  a g reat deal of concern and it's the 
apprehension that the M i n ister has referred to and I 
wou l d  hope that by giv ing ful l  and complete i nforma
tion as to the status of the project, a recalculation of 
the projections for the fi l l i ng t ime for the two cel ls of 
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the lagoon and the need for d ischarge of the lagoon 
i nto whatever final repository takes place that the 
M i n ister wil l  be able to assure those residents of the 
St. James-Ass i n iboia area as to j ust exactly needs to 
be done in order to he lp  in the solution of their  
problem. 

MR. C OWAN: I thank the Member for Tuxedo for that 
i nformation.  I w i l l  check to see where the d ifficulty 
arose and I want the record to be clear that I 've not 
had, nor have I experienced any d ifficulty in obtain i ng 
i nformation which I thought was necessary to me as 
M iniste r  responsible for the Environment. Not a l l  the 
fi les were i n  the i mmediate office but that's never the 
case anyway and the f i les are certa in ly avai lable to the 
M i nister. If the Member  for Tuxedo would relay that 
i nformation on to those i nd ividuals and apologize on 
my behalf for them, I would appreciate that, and the 
Member for Kirkfield Park as well . 

I w i l l  check i nto the i ncident to f ind out if, in fact, 
there are ways which we can correct that sort of prob
lem. I don't th ink  i t  was done in a malicious way. 
Perhaps they had looked for f i les and not found them 
in the i mmediate office and that was the reason for 
that sort of a statement, but I w i l l  certain ly  check i nto 
i t  and make certai n  that i t  is  p revented as much as 
possi ble in the future. 

We've been r is ing around this ti me, I wonder if there 
would be a d isposition on  the part of the committee to 
have committee rise now. We can contin u e  if you 
wish, but I'd j ust suggest that it's probably an approp
riate t ime. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Committee rise 
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