ISSN 0542—5492

First Session — Thirty-Third Legislature

of the

Legislative Assembly of Manitoba

DEBATES
and
PROCEEDINGS
(HANSARD)

35 Elizabeth Il

Published under the
authority of
The Honourable Myrna A. Phillips
Speaker

MG-8048

VOL. XXXIV No. 24 - 2:00 p.m., WEDNESDAY, 11 JUNE, 1986.

Printed by the Office of the Queens Printer, Province of Manitoba



Members, Constituencies and Political Affiliation

MANITOBA LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

Thirty-Third Legislature

NAME

ASHTON, Steve

BAKER, Clarence

BIRT, Charles T.

BLAKE, David R. (Dave)
BROWN, Arnold
BUCKLASCHUK, Hon. John M.
CARSTAIRS, Sharon
CONNERY, Edward J.
COWAN, Hon. Jay
CUMMINGS, J. Glen
DERKACH, Len
DESJARDINS, Hon. Laurent L.
DOER, Hon. Gary

DOLIN, Marty

DOWNEY, James E.
DRIEDGER, Albert
DUCHARME, Gerry
ENNS, Harry J.

ERNST, Jim

EVANS, Hon. Leonard S.
FILMON, Gary

FINDLAY, Glen M.
HAMMOND, Gerrie
HARAPIAK, Hon. Harry M.
HARAPIAK, Hon. Leonard E.
HARPER, Hon. Elijah
HEMPHILL, Hon. Maureen
JOHNSTON, J. Frank
KOSTYRA, Hon. Eugene
KOVNATS, Abe
LECUYER, Hon. Gérard
MACKLING, Q.C., Hon. Al
MALOWAY, Jim
MANNESS, Clayton
McCRAE, James C.
MERCIER, Q.C., G.M.J. (Gerry)
MITCHELSON, Bonnie
NORDMAN, Rurik (Ric)
OLESON, Charlotte L.
ORCHARD, Donald W.
PANKRATZ, Helmut

. PARASIUK, Wilson

PAWLEY, Q.C., Hon. Howard R.
PENNER, Q.C., Hon. Roland
PHILLIPS, Hon. Myrna A.
PLOHMAN, Hon. John
ROCAN, C. Denis

ROCH, Gilles (Gil)

SANTOS, Conrad
SCHROEDER, Q.C., Hon. Victor
SCOTT, Don

SMITH, Harvey

SMITH, Hon. Muriel

STORIE, Hon. Jerry T.
URUSKI, Hon. Bill

WALDING, D. James
WASYLYCIA-LEIS, Hon. Judy

CONSTITUENCY
Thompson
Lac du Bonnet
Fort Garry
Minnedosa
Rhineland
Gimli

River Heights
Portage la Prairie
Churchill

Ste. Rose
Roblin-Russell
St. Boniface
Concordia
Kildonan
Arthur
Emerson

Riel

Lakeside
Charleswood
Brandon East
Tuxedo
Virden
Kirkfield Park
The Pas

Swan River
Rupertsland
Logan
Sturgeon Creek
Seven Oaks
Niakwa
Radisson

St. James
Elmwood
Morris
Brandon West
St. Norbert
River East
Assiniboia
Gladstone
Pembina

La Verendrye
Transcona
Selkirk

Fort Rouge
Wolseley
Dauphin
Turtle Mountain
Springfield
Burrows
Rossmere
Inkster

Ellice
Osborne

Flin Flon
Interlake

St. Vital

St. Johns

PARTY
NDP
NDP
PC
PC
PC
NDP
LIBERAL
PC
NDP
PC
PC
NDP
NDP
NDP
PC
PC
PC
PC
PC
NDP
PC
PC
PC
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP
PC
NDP
PC
NDP
NDP
NDP
PC
PC
PC
PC
PC
PC
PC
PC
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP
PC
PC
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP
NDP



LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Wednesday, 11 June, 1986.

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

MADAM SPEAKER, Hon. M. Phillips: Presenting
Petitions . . . Reading and Receiving Petitions . . .
Presenting Reports by Standing and Special
Committees . . .

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
AND TABLING OF REPORTS

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General.

HON. R. PENNER: | beg leave to file the Annual Report
of the Manitoba Human Rights Commission for the year
ending March 31, 1985.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Education

HON. J. STORIE: Madam Speaker, I'd like to table the
Annual Report of Manfor for the period ended March
31, 1985.

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

HON. R. PENNER introduced, by leave, Bill No. 23, The
Charter Compliance Statute Amendment Act, 1986; Loi
de 1986 modifiant diverses dispositions législatives afin
d’assurer le respect de la Charte.

HON. J. STORIE introduced, by leave, Bill No. 24, An
Acttoamend The Teachers’ Pensions Act; Loi modifiant
la Loi sur la pension de retraite des enseignants.

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MADAM SPEAKER: Before we proceed to Oral
Questions, may | direct the attention of honourable
members to the gallery where we have 36 students
from Grade 5 from the J.R. Reid School. These students
are under the direction of Mr. Clive Taylor, Mrs. Gross,
and Mr. Sawatzky, and the school is located in the
constituency of the Honourable Member for Brandon
West.

We have 45 students from Grades 5 and 6 from the
MacGregor Elementary School, and these studentsare
under the direction of Mrs. Roberta Stone. The school
islocatedin the constituency of the Honourable Member
for Gladstone.

We have 27 students from Grade 5 from the Chappan
School. The students are under the direction of Mr.
Robert Weber, and the school is located in the
constituency of the Honourable Leader of the
Opposition.

We have 24 students from Grade 6 from the St.
Andrews School. These students are under the direction
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of Mrs. Barbara Tanner, and the school is located in
the constituency of the Honourable First Minister.

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

We also have with us this afternoon in the Speaker’s
Gallery Mr. Roy Romano, who is the former Attorney-
General of Saskatchewan and the former MLA for
Saskatoon-Riversdale.

On behalf of all the members, we welcome you to
the Legislature this afternoon.

ORAL QUESTIONS

Multicultural Advertising Program -

financial participation by province
MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: Thank you, Madam Speaker, my
question is for the Honourable Minister of Business
Development and Tourism.

In January of this year, the Federal Minister of Tourism
announced a pilot project for the promotion of a
multicultural tourist combination in Manitoba. That
project announcement was to have involved the
participation of industry, the City of Winnipeg, cultural
groups and the province, as well as the Federal
Government.

My question to the Minister is will the Provincial
Government be participating financially in this project?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Business Development and Tourism.

HON. M. HEMPHILL: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

| assume that the member is referring to the
advertising program, Multicultural Advertising Program,
| wonder if he mentioned that. First of all, I'm very
interested in that advertising program. We're very
interested in promoting multiculturalism as one of our
major promotions for tourists in the Province of
Manitoba, so we’re interested in a program of that
kind.

We have a few problems with that particular program,
and | mentioned them to the Minister, to Mr. Murta,
when | met with him about two weeks ago. Those
concerns that we have are, first of all, it’s very late in
the year to be beginning a project, it’s supposed to
start on June 19 was the designated day. We'’re very
concerned that it’s a little late in the day to catch people

More importantly, my major concern about the project
is that there was no participation or involvement of the
Intercultural Council, and we were very concerned that
a program of that nature . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please. We are having some
difficulty with the sound system. | understand someone
is looking into it. What is the will of the House?
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MADAM SPEAKER: Order please, order please. The
honourable member knows that a supplementary
doesn’t need a preamble. Do you have a supplementary
question?

MR. D. ORCHARD: Madam Speaker, | am posing a
new question to the Minister of Government Services
in which a preamble, | believe, according to your rules
is permitted.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: If it’'s a new question, proceed.
The Honourable Member for Pembina.

MR. D. ORCHARD: As | indicated earlier, it was a new
question, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Pembina should not enter into arguments with the Chair.
If you have a question, ask your question.

MR. D. ORCHARD: You are absolutely correct, Madam
Speaker; | am attempting to pose a question.

Madam Speaker, my question is for the Minister of
Government Services. In view of the fact that the
Partridges own six acres of land, which is riverfront
property, and the expropriation order is for slightly over
four acres, and the government has indicated to the
Partridges that they will not compensate the Partridges
for the balance of land, of riverfront property, but will
take it off their hands at no cost, does the Government
Services Minister believe, and is he following, or is the
department following the rules of expropriation where
they are offering no compensation for the extra parcel
of land?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Government Services.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Madam Speaker, | explained this
whole process to the Member for Pembina yesterday
during the Estimates process. The Ministers, the
Premier or the Minister responsible, or any of my other
colleages do not get involved in the expropriation
process. We have professional people that are involved
in doing that. The same procedures they are applying
in this particular case is applied in all expropriations.
Those rules are being applied and it is not a matter
of a political decision.

| indicated there is an initial offer that is subject to
negotiation; that is what can take place. The individuals
can accept the initial offer without prejudice to the final
settlement, and | outlined the process that was in place.
Clearly, it is there and it is as fair as it can be under
the circumstances, and it applies to all expropriation
processes.

NRC Building - status of

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Ellice.

MR. H. SMITH: Thank you, Madam Speaker. My
question is for the Minister of Industry, Trade and
Technology.
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Has the Minister had any discussions with the Federal
Government over the half utilized — oh well, it's almost
empty — NRC building in Winnipeg. What is the status
of the — is it 25, or what is the status of that building
now?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Industry, Trade and Technology.

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Madam Speaker.
We are having some discussions at the moment. We
have indicated, from a provincial perspective, that we
are prepared to participate in staffing the place.
Obviously, we still think it’s unfortunate, and | am sure
the Opposition does, that a project which the previous
government, this government, labour, the Manufacturing
Association of Manitoba and so on, the university
community, the research community, all felt it was very
important as a national centre for excellence is being
apparently downgraded somewhat. Nevertheless, we
are prepared to work to ensure the best of success
for what we now have left there.

MR. H. SMITH: Can the Minister tell us how many
scientists or employees are there in that building
presently?

HON. V. SCHROEDER: | take that question as notice.
| know that there is one scientist and at least one or
two caretakers in there, but | can . . . (inaudible) the
honourable member with that.

While I'm up, Madam Speaker, if | can table —
(Interjection) — If you would just be quiet for a bit,
you would be able to hear . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: May | inform the Honourable
Minister that his microphone is one of the ones that
are not working. If he could speak louder, we'd all
appreciate it.

WMC Research Associates - contract

HON. V. SCHROEDER: | have here a copy of the WFC
Research Associates contract which the Leader of the
Opposition had requested. | would like to table that.

Lake Winnipeg levels

HON. V. SCHROEDER: While | am on my feet, as well,
there was a question asked by the Member for Lakeside
yesterday as to the current lake level of Lake Winnipeg
as of yesterday. As of yesterday, the lake level was
714.96.

Western Canada Games in 1991

MADAM SPEAKER:
Brandon West.

The Honourable Member for

MR. J. McCRAE: Madam Speaker, | wish to direct a
question to the Minister responsible for Sport.
Madam Speaker, in today’s Brandon Media the
Honourable Member for Brandon East, and the
defeated New Democratic candidate in Brandon West,
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management and decision-making skills. Our staff have
provided about 1,000 in-depth consultations during the
past year for farmers who want to accurately assess
their financial situation. To date approximately 3,500
farmers have benefitted from this service.

Intensive farm financial counselling is now the main
extension thrust of my department. As well, farm
business groups have been established and the concept
has proven to be highly successful.

The two-year program, Sir, aims to upgrade farm
management capabilities, primarily of young farmers
in the early stages of becoming established. Both
spouses in a farming operation are encouraged to join
and learn. Fifty-five farm business groups offered
assistance over the past year to almost 700 Manitoba
farm families.

Despite recent declines in farm land values, farming
is still a very capital intensive activity. Acquiring a land
base can be the most difficult hurdle facing a young
and beginning farmer. Retiring farmers would
sometimes b e prepared to make concessions to assist
the buyer who is often a dear relative. However, for
many, the purchase price may represent some or all
of their retirement fund. Such farmers would, we believe,
be willing to consider selling to young farmers, accepting
payments over a time at a below-market rate of interest
in exchange for a guarantee of the purchase price by
some third party. This is the premise behind our Farm
Start Program.

Recent estimates from Agriculture Canada and the
Farm Credit Corporation tell us that private individuals
account for between 10 and 20 percent of the long-
term credit extended to Canadian farmers. However,
in Manitoba, less than 7 percent of the long-term farm
credit outstanding is financed by private individuals.

It is our belief that through the amendments now
proposed, young and beginning Manitoba farmers will
have available to them another source of mortgage
credit, and at lower than prevailing market rates. The
life cycle of the family farm begins with the beginning
farmer trying to accumulate the necessary capital to
become established in farming and ends with theretiring
farmer, withdrawing labour, management and capital
from the farm business.

The high capital investment required to enter farming,
along with the double-digit interest rates, has made it
increasingly difficult for the young beginning farmer to
become established in his or her chosen occupation.

At the other end of the family-farm cycle, is theretiring
farmer who is divesting or selling his or her life’s
accumulated assets. These assets often are the primary
or only source of retirement income and, therefore, the
retiring farmer cannot afford to invest the proceeds
where there is potential of losing part or all of his or
his lifesavings. If part or all of this risk of loss is removed,
a significant number of retiring farmers or those leaving
agriculture would be willing to sell their farms to young
beginning farmers, taking back a mortgage with a lower
interest rate than is available from private and
government lending institutions.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, MACC will be the vehicle by
which this risk will be removed or reduced. MACC will
provide a guarantee to the retiring farmer, the vendor,
assuring him or her of receiving the mortgage payments
with the provision that the rate of interest to the
purchaser or the beginning farmer is more favourable
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than available elsewhere. This will reduce the start-up
costs to the beginning farmer, remove the risk of
mortgage payment default to the retiring farmer, thus
facilitating the inter-generational transfer of farms.

The amendments proposed, Sir, as members can
see, are relatively simple and straighforward. A new
section is added to The Agricultural Credit Corporation
Act, authorizing the corporation to guarantee losses
sustained by individual lenders, as well as banks and
approved lending institutions, as is presently the case.
A loan must be for one of the purposes outlined in
Section 27 of the act, which purposes are generally
the purchase and/or improvement of land, the purchase
of livestock or farm machinery, and the consolidation
of existing debt.

The amendment makes loans authorized under the
Farm Start Program subject to Sections 28, 29 and
30 of the existing act, as is presently the case, where
MACC guarantees a loan made by a bank or approved
lending institution. The guarantee will not become
effective following the purchaser’s default until the
vendor has itself taken all reasonable measures and
procedures to enforce collection.

Without MACC'’s approval, the vendor may not alter
the terms or conditions of the guaranteed loan or do
anything to alter the liability of the borrowers. Where
a loan guarantee is paid out, MACC becomes
subrogated to all the rights which the vendor formally
possessed, in order to collect on the guaranteed loan.

MACC’s Board of Directors and the Lieutenant-
Governor-in-Council are given additional regulation-
making power, in order to allow them to legally prescribe
the terms and conditions for loans to be guaranteed
under the Farm Start Program.

Finally, the annual reporting date for the corporation
is changed from June to September of each year. While
all the programmatic details of Farm Start Program
have not yet been finalized by staff, | wish to briefly
describe for members of this House, the salient features
of its operation as they are presently envisaged.

To be eligible for a guaranteed loan under the Farm
Start Program, a potential purchaser must be 18 years
of age or older, a Canadian citizen or landed immigrant
residing in Manitoba. The purchaser must have, or
intend to make farming his or her principal occupation.
At the time of the application, the purchasing farmer’s
net worth cannot exceed $185,000.00. As is the case
for all other MACC applicants, an assessment will be
done and the farming operation must be shown to be
potentially viable.

The vendor of the farm unit being sold must have
been personally involved in its active operation. The
maximum loan amount under the guaranteed program
is $200,000, with the full amount of the principal
guaranteed. An MACC direct loan may be required in
conjunction with a guaranteed loan, however the
maximum amount of the guaranteed loan and direct
loan to the same individual borrower cannot exceed
the $200,000 limit.

Loans within the $200,000 limit may not exceed 80
percent of the appraised value of the security taken
for the loan, nor can the purchase price exceed MACC'’s
appraised value for the property. Where there is a direct
loan made in conjunction with the guaranteed loan,
MACC will take a first mortgage on the land purchased.
Assets, such as machinery and livestock, may also be



Wednesday, 11 June, 1986

used as security, but collateral security will not be taken
from anyone other than the applicant or the purchaser
and no second mortgages will be taken.

Wherethereis not an MACC direct loanin conjunction
with a guaranteed loan, the vendor will hold the first
mortgage, but will provide MACC with a registrable
transfer of mortgage to be used in the event of default
and subrogation. Mortgage payments will be made by
the purchaser farmer to MACC, so that payments can
be monitored by the guarantor. In turn, MACC will make
payments to the retiring farmer or the vendor.

In the event that the retiring farmer requires a lump
sum immediately, in order to pay off debt obligations
on the property being sold or to relocate, the applicant
purchaser may arrange for an appropriate combination
of direct and guaranteed loans.

The interest rate charged by the vendor must be
fixed for the full term of the loan; as well, the interest
rate charged on the purchase price of the farm unit
mustrepresent a significant concession to the purchaser
in order for the vendor to acquire the security of the
loan guarantee.

The young farmer rebate will continue to be available
to borrowers who take out a direct loan in conjunction
with a guaranteed loan, further enhancing the financial
benefits to such purchasers. Where the purchaser
defaults on loan payments, prior to any foreclosure
action being initiated, the vendor will have the option
of paying out MACC, terminating the guarantee, and
re-acquiring the property.

Among the potential benefits of the Farm Start
Program are the following: firstly, the expansion of
reasonably priced, long-term credit available to young
and beginning farmers; secondly, lower start-up costs
to new entrants as a result of interest rates below
market rates; thirdly, providing retiring farmers the
opportunity to retain a secure investment in agriculture;
and fourthly, the retention of capital generated by the
farm sector within the farm sector.

| certainly hope that members of the House will
participate and will provide the necessary approval for
this legislation.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Virden.

MR. G. FINDLAY: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

| would like to thank the Minister for introducing some
details here today. | move, seconded by the Member
for Ste. Rose, that we adjourn further debate.

MOTION presented and carried.

MADAM SPEAKER: On the Debate on Second
Readings on the proposed motion of the Honourable
Minister of Agriculture, Bill No. 4, standing in the name
of the Honourable Member for Virden.

MR. G. FINDLAY: Stand.

HOUSE BUSINESS

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Government
House Leader.

HON. J. COWAN: Yes, Madam Speaker, first on a matter
of House Business it is our intent to call the Committee
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of Public Utilities and Natural Resources next Tuesday
to consider the report of CEDF. Moose Lake Loggers
and Channel Area Loggers have had discussions with
the Opposition House Leader and we're agreed that
those reviews will take place on Tuesday next.

There will be no Standing Committee meetings this
Thursday, the committee having finished Public
Accounts previously.

Madam Speaker, | move . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Before the Honourable Minister
makes his motion, | would just like to make a comment
to the House about the sound system. It seems that
it's temporarily fixed. There’s been some confusion with
the public about the process and | just want to clarify
that we have had audio difficulties, that we have not
tried to censor question period in any way whatsoever,
whether it be questions or answers and, hopefully, as
the day proceeds then tomorrow the sound system will
be back in order. | hope that's clear for all those in
the public who are interested in our proceedings in an
ongoing basis.
The Honourable Government House Leader.

HON. J. COWAN: Yes, | move, seconded by the Minister
of Municipal Affairs that Madam Speaker do now leave
the Chair and the House resolve itself into a Committee
to consider of the Supply to be granted to Her Majesty,
the Estimates for Agriculture in the House and the
Highways and Transportation in the Committee Room.

MOTION presented and carried and the House
resolved itself into a Committee to consider of the
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty with the
Honourable Member for Burrows in the Chair for the
Department of Agriculture; and the Honourable Member
for Kildonan in the Chair for the Department of Highways
and Transportation.

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY

SUPPLY - HIGHWAYS AND
TRANSPORTATION

MR. CHAIRMAN, M. Dolin: Committee will come to
order. | think we have a quorum, so we’ll begin. We
are on Item 3., Resolution No. 92, 3.(a) Planning and
Design.

Does the Minister wish to make a statement?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: No.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Morris on 3.(a).
There’s going to be lots of questions on Planning and
Design.

MR. C. MANNESS: Mr. Chairman, | would ask the
Minister if he could — and maybe he’s covered this
previously — but | would like to know what the present
plan is with respect to the twinning of Highway 75. Can
the Minister give me some indication whether the . . .

HON. J. PLOHMAN: The present plan, Mr. Chairman,
is the completion of the paving to St. Agathe which is
in the program. There is some acquisition and survey
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HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, relative to 250, 254
and some of those other major PR’s we have discussed
in the past, this would not have nearly the same priority
and | think that’s beenreflected in the efforts to continue
major projects on those other routeseach year because
they are a much higher priority. This one has been in
the program for some years and has not been
proceeded with on a priority basis in the same way
that the work is being done on such major PR’s like
250. So it would have much lower priority. Really, it’s
not the major route any longer; Highway 10 would be
the major route there and receives most of the traffic,
obviously. Because of that, 262 would not be as high
a priority.

MR. D. BLAKE: That leads me to the question of the
priority of 466 from No. 16 into the village of Franklin.
| think the Minister mentioned that was in the program
this year. | realize it's an access road.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: It's part of the paving program

MR. D. BLAKE: From the Yellowhead route?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Yes. It’s being done at the same
time for efficiency purposes.

MR. D. BLAKE: There’s an elevator in there and |
realize it would be nice for the farmers to drive in on
a little better road than they’'ve got, but it’s in about
the same position as 262 and doesn’t handle that much
traffic.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Charleswood.

MR. J. ERNST: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just to take
you back on the question of the Member for Morris
with regard to Pembina Highway, from about Rue des
Trappistes to the city limits south, the section inside
the city that you're dealing with; can you explain again
just at what point the negotiations are? It’'s my
understanding the City has a formal request before the
province to undertake four-laning of that section of
highway.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Yes, we met with the City last
October and received, just previous to that, a response
to a proposal that had been made to the City a couple
of years before, in response to theirs initially. So this
has been going back and forth a couple of times and
we are in the process of determining what our position
should be in response to the City’s latest proposal,
and have not finalized that as yet.

But | can tell you that the proposal the City put forward
was very much beneficial to the City and much more
expensive to the province in terms of a trade-off and
therefore we will have to have some movement there.
We expressed that to the City delegation at the Urban
Affairs meeting that was held about a week or two ago.
So we were in the process of putting forward an
alternate proposal to the City and do not have that
quite finalized as yet.

MR. J. ERNST: To the Minister, Mr. Chairman. What’s
the rationale for determining whose jurisdiction a piece
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of roadway is? It appears to me that, for instance,
Portage Avenue west inside the city limits is, in fact,
a provincial responsibility from the Perimeter to
Headingley; and yet, presumably Pembina Highway,
from the Perimeter Highway to the city limit is not. Can
you tell me how that’s determined?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: I'm sure there must be some
history involved in why those decisions were made.

I’'m advised, Mr. Chairman, that these decisions were
made in the Sixties, when Metro was set up there and
the Deputy Minister at present was probably involved
in some of those decisions. But there are a number of
anomalies that we would like to clear up and that’s
why we’'re trying to utilize this opportunity on Pembina
Highway, to indeed clear some of those up and turn
them back to the City, where they are more
appropriately dealt with, | would think.

MR. J. ERNST: On a different subject, Mr. Chairman,
the northeast ‘‘unfinished’’ section of the Perimeter
Highway; can you tell me where that is in the long-
range planning?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, | had mentioned
this the other day when that question was asked by
the Member for River East, | believe. We had mentioned
that we were in the process of getting Treasury Board
approval for the consultant to be appointed. A provision
was placed in the Budget last year; it’s in carry-over
to have a consultant appointed to determine the best
route and the precise requirements for future tie-in of
the Perimeter Highway in that area.

MR. J. ERNST: Presumably then, the land acquisition
is limited, if non-existent?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Yes, there is some acquisition as
we went over the other night on this matter; some of
the land was acquired when the Perimeter was built,
but it was only a general basic right-of-way. It did not
take into consideration the additional requirements for
right-of-way and the detailed survey plans were not
completed at that time, so it wasn’'t a precise
determination of the amount of land required. This will
give us that information, so we can make decisions on
future acquisition.

MR. J. ERNST: Do you have a projected time line on
these things? | appreciate it’s difficult, dependent on
funding and everything else, but is there an anticipated
time line, as it were, to see construction take place?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, we have had certain
circumstances that have occurred in the past, where
changes have been made in provincial jurisdiction or
in city jurisdiction, where there perhaps should have
been more consultation and that is one of the reasons
it will take a little bit longer in this particular case
because we want to ensure that the City of Winnipeg
has people on the study team and the municipalties
that will be affected are also involved. We anticipate
at the present time that to get the functional plan
completed with these consultants, it would take
approximately to the end of the fiscal year; and then
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we will have to react to that internally, as to how quickly
we should proceed with the kinds of recommendations
that are made in that report.

MR. J. ERNST: If everything went according to Hoyle,
would a five-year time limit be . . .

HON. J. PLOHMAN: | believe that could be conceivable.
It would seem that we would have to determine the
priority for completing that insofar as construction is
concerned. It would be quite an expensive project with
overpasses required for the relatively short distance
and that means it would be considered in terms of the
other priorities that we have. In terms of moving forward
with the acquisition, we could do that within the next
year or two.

MR. J. ERNST: Mr. Chairman, | have a concern that
when major transportation projects are built — and
we are seeing it happen more and more frequently all
the time — that when they are built in anticipation of
development, as opposed to after development has
occurred, they are much easier to put in and people
then can recognize the inherent problems — being
adjacent to a major transportation route — where it
comes after the fact, after development has taken place
and that's what's occurring in the east end of Transcona
at the moment, that development is occurring right up
close to that highway.

It’s going to make it a lot more difficult to complete
that section of the Perimeter, if you have all kinds of
people running around screaming, “We want noise
attenuation barriers,”” and/or whatever else and/or not
having the highway at all. So it seems to make some
sense to put it in first, if at all possible.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, the Member for
Charleswood raises a very good point. Obviously, there
is a balance as to how far you can go ahead with major
expenditures at any particular time. That is why we felt
it was necessary to go forward now or last year in
making the preparations and plans for identifying the
route and acquiring the land before there is more
extensive development in that area. It perhaps was left
a little bit too long, but it's something that we’re
addressing at the present time.

We will build in, as part of the studie”’6C5ind of
requirements for noise barriers in those areas where
it is already built up, and the responsibility would be
part of our construction program at that time. In other
areas, where they’re not built up, to identify where noise
barriers may be necessary as part of a developer’s
costs in those areas, development plans, where they
should be included. So that will be part of the function
of the studies that will take place.

MR. J. ERNST: One further question in that regard,
has the department considered identifying approximate
rights-of-way so that those who look to that area for
their accommodation might be able to determine that,
in fact, there is a potential highway going to go through?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: That’s precisely what this
functional study is all about, and that’s why we’re doing
it now. There was some right-of-way protected
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previously, but that's why we’re doing the study now,
to determine exactly what will be required so we can
acquire and protect that right-of-way and make it known
to future planners and developers.

MR. J. ERNST: | was less concerned about the planners
and developers and the precise right-of-way than | was
in terms of the general right-of-way and of somebody
going out in that area to buy a home. If they go out
there to buy a home and see a nice piece of grass and
the real estate salesman happens to tell them that it's
going to be a park, they don’t check — and very often,
they don’t unfortunately — then all of a sudden, when
a highway appears, they get all excited and | don’t
blame them.

Has the department considered putting up a sign in
the general area of the right-of-way — we have a
general right-of-way, | gather from earlier questions —
putting up a sign that says “‘Future Perimeter Highway"’
or something along that line so that at least it's known
to people and they don’t get . . .

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, we’ll look into the
feasibility of doing that. | will look into the feasibility
of following up on that suggestion.

MR. J. ERNST: Okay, thank you.

Yesterday we talked briefly about a couple of highways
in our Whiteshell Provincial Park area, which we could
talk about either under Planning or under Construction.
Now that we’re on Planning, maybe | can ask the
question. Firstly, Highway 307 which is the north
Perimeter route from Seven Sisters to Rennie, are there
any planned improvements on that section of roadway?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, we do have two
projects in the carry-over program for the 1986-87 year,
as listed in the program that the members received.
From Whiteshell Provincial Park gate to the Rennie
River, there are 6.4 miles of location study, survey and
design that is being undertaken this year, as well as
from PTH 11 to Whiteshell Provincial Park gate, west
side, 8.3 miles of acquisition of right-of-way.

As | explained the other day when we were discussing
the process, the survey and design is the first step in
the process and then the acquisition of right-of-way.
So these are in the first and second stages of approval.
The next approval for the section from PTH 11 to the
Whiteshell Provincial Park gate would be for the
construction or grading job. The other section, from
Whiteshell Park gate to Rennie River would be subject
to acquisition next year, if it's completed this year.

MR. J. ERNST: Could the Minister advise what kind
of work this is anticipated in? I'm talking on four-lane,
two-lane, widen shoulders, that kind of thing, the
replacement, for instance, of the existing roadbed
widened or something along that line. Is that . . .

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, | understand there
are a lot of drainage problems in that area on the one
section, PTH 11 to the gate, and it may complicate
matters there, but there is no intention of course to
put a four-lane facility in there. The traffic count east
of PTH 11, it's quite high, up to 860 average daily traffic
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and, in other sections, as low as 200 to 600. So that
is significant traffic in some of the areas, but it would
certainly not warrant a four-lane road.

MR. J. ERNST: | appreciate that, Mr. Chairman. The
concern | have is this. That roadway for four or five
months during the summer carries an inordinate amount
of traffic on a couple of peak period times, Friday night,
Saturday morning and Sunday night primarily, very high
traffic volumes of people commuting to and from their
cottages in that area. The shoulders on that road are
not very good in terms of pulling off if you have a flat
tire or car trouble, those kinds of things.

| have been concerned for a long time and an
organization that | belong to has had a great concern
for a long time that somebody’s going to get killed
along there just by not being able to get off the road
to either conduct tire repairs or service their vehicle.
My concern would be that at some point, given the
great volume of people there, that some widening of
that road or at least greater shoulders could occur.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: That, Mr. Chairman, is precisely
what would happen. There’s no question that the
shoulders would be widened. I'm not certain as to the
exact condition of the road and the pavement as it
exists at the present time as to whether the road would
have to be reconstructed completely, but obviously
widening would be one of the major purposes of the
work that’s being undertaken at the present time to
provide a safer roadway, as well as one that will stand
up longer because of support from wider shoulders.
So that would be a major function of the upgrading.

MR. J. ERNST: That'’s fine for the price that is listed.
Is it anticipated to continue with that kind of a program
into the future, so that — the problem isn’t just in the
locations described, Mr. Minister. The problem is almost
throughout the whole length of the roadway, which is
about maybe 70 miles, 80 miles, something like that.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Yes, it is quite an extensive
highway. There are a lot of miles there, and we will
obviously give attention to those areas that have the
heaviest traffic first, and then move to upgrade the
others.

I’'m not certain when this was last constructed or
reconstructed, and it is probably many years. There
may be some sections that have been done and
obviously that would assist us there. There will be quite
an extensive amount of money have to be spent on
that project overall, if we were to complete the whole
extent of the road, and it will have to be considered
in terms of priorities overall in the province.

As | indicated the other day, we have demands and
plans for some $300 million worth of roads each year
and we can only do $80 million or $90 million worth.
So it’'s not an easy problem and we can’t address all
the priorities, however important they each may be.

| appreciate the member bringing this particular road
to my attention and we’ll certainly give it some extra
attention as a result of this discussion today.

MR. J. ERNST: | thank the Minister for that, Mr.
Chairman. That’s welcome news.
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One other consideration that might be given is that
instead of considering having to widen the entire
roadway, whether the possibility exists that from time
to time along the roadway, there could be turnout areas
or widened shoulder areas where people could pull
their vehicles off in order to get out of the stream of
traffic, particularly those hauling large R.V. trailers and
things of that nature.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Mr. Chairman, at the present time,
in going over the three-year projections for planning
for highway construction, the department has identified
this road as requiring upgrading throughout its extent,
to the tune of some probably $15 million or $20 million.
Cost would be the limiting factor.

| think that the member makes a good suggestion
in that we should be considering other ways, innovative
ways of providing some means of passing in some of
the straighter sections. Obviously, there are a lot of
curves. The vertical alignment is bad and it may be
that because of the extent of upgrading required if we
were to do the whole length of the road, and therefore
because the cost would be prohibitive, that we should
not wait for that but to do some other improvements
that would alleviate the greatest problems.

| think that suggestion is worthwhile and | can assure
the member that we will follow up on that, particularly
for this road. Unique circumstances.

MR. J. ERNST: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Another
section of roadway in that vicinity is Highway 44, Rennie
to West Hawk Lake, which is presently promoted by
Tourism as a scenic route or an alternate to the No.
1 Highway. Thatsection of roadway is as bad, or worse,
than Highway 307. Again, it’s narrow; it's similar in
terrain to the countryside that 307 traverses as well.

Is there consideration to widening or, again,
improvements to that road?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: The plan for over a few years,
depending on priorities, would indicate that we would
be looking at the acquisition of right-of-way there —
there is about 21 miles that the member is referring
to — for grade widening and construction and paving
in the future, again, approximately a $20 million project.
We will have to consider that in next year’'s program
as to whether we should get started with that particular
project.

| noticed, though, from the traffic counts on that the
portion of 44 east of PR 307, which is what the member
is talking about, is only 191. Compared to come of the
others that we’ve discussed in other areas on this
highway, it's relatively low and that would mean that
it would automatically get a lower priority than some
of the other routes.

MR. J. ERNST: | know why the traffic count was low.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: That argument, Mr. Chairman, is
one that we get. An interesting point that the member
raises, that if you drove on it, you'd know why the traffic
count is so low. We find that all through the province
people will say after being told what the traffic count
is, well, we know why that is, because of the condition
and if you upgraded that road, there would be much
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more traffic than there is at the present time.
Unfortunately, that’s difficult to project, so the
department tends to work on existing traffic as opposed
to projections which may not be reliable.

MR. J. ERNST: | understand that point and certainly
the traffic, as | know it, doesn’t begin to compare with
307, the kind of traffic that it takes. It was more the
image route again, the tourism-related aspects. You
know, maybe Tourism can cough up a little money to
enhance some of these roadways if they are going to
plan on sending traffic down them. )

One further question with regard to the No. 1 Highway
from, | guess, a mile west of Falcon Lake to the Ontario
border, or Lyons Lake, if you will, the portion that is
not presently four-laned. Are there plans to four-lane
that?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: | don’t believe we have that in
the program plans. We will check that right now. It’'s
not one of the top priority sections at the present time.
There’s the section west of Brandon that is being dealt
with this year, a section that was still two-laned in that
area just west of Brandon. That is being proceeded
with this year and we are also attempting to put some
emphasis on resurfacing portions of the Trans-Canada,
mainly in the Perimeter, and the Perimeter East. Then,
as well, there is a major project of resurfacing around
Oak Lake, a section of the by-pass of Highway No. 1
there. So those are the priorities on Highway No. 1 at
this time. o

| see that the department has again put that one
forward for consideration over the next three years or
so and look at 2.5 miles there — probably $5 million
to $6 million is the present projection. It's in there but,
again, not the highest priority.

MR. J. ERNST: One final question. The Perimeter
Highway north in the vicinity of, | guess between No.
6 Highway south, it's fairly rough and what happens
is highway trucks avoid using that and use Inkster
Boulevard instead, which is an asphalt road and really
not, in my view, conducive to carrying those kinds of
truck rates of/or — no, I'm sorry, | got that mixed up
— it’s Saskatchewan Avenue and Sturgeon Road
instead of using the Perimeter and Inkster Boulevard
to get into the area north by the airport.

Is there some consideration of resurfacing that portion
of the Perimeter Highway to maybe encourage truckers
not to use Saskatchewan Avenue?

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Well, we have, Mr. Chairman,
undertaken some major work on the Perimeter in the
last couple years, and we are continuing it this year.
| think we have two major projects. We did one section
of the north Perimeter which has the highest truck
traffic, and traffic generally. That was completed last
year with the barrier.

We are also doing a section between Highway No.
2 and Waverley which is also heavily travelled, and the
Wilkes to Roblin Boulevard area which is also in the
program. Those are the highest priorities and then we’ll
follow up with other sections. We realize that there are
a number of sections of the Perimeter that need redoing,
but we certainly are putting, | think, a sizeable amount
of our resources into it.
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MR. J. ERNST: | appreciate that; | knew those were
under way. The section | am referring to is between
Saskatchewan and Inkster Boulevard.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: | don’t think, Mr. Chairman, that
section has been programmed at this time, but we will
look at that in terms of the other priorities on the
Perimeter in light of the Member for Charleswood’s
comments.

MR. J. ERNST: | appreciate that, Mr. Chairman, as
long as the department and the Minister are aware that
there are other factors causing the concern other than
necessarily the exact condition of the pavement.

The alternate route creates a lot of difficulties because
it sends a lot of heavy trucks through Crestview, a
residential neighbourhood on the south side of
Saskatchewan Avenue. Even though it was built as a
regional street under the old terminology in the city
and is a part-time truck route, that traffic still creates
some difficulties for the homes that are built along it,
and if they can be contained on the Perimeter Highway
so much the better. It's the choice of the driver, |
appreciate, but there would be other problems too, |
think, in sending those trucks down Sturgeon Road
over a period of time as well, Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Emerson.

MR. A. DRIEDGER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
| thought the Member for Charleswood was going
to cover it all the way to 4:30.

| have a few questions | want to raise in terms of
Planning and Design. When the department expands
or extends a PR road, what is the criteria that is being
used? To make it easier, | am talking of extension of
the 302 from No. 12 down to Marchand.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: . . . understand what criteria is
used in taking over a municipal road as a provincial
road?

MR. A. DRIEDGER: s it strictly political or is it based
on municipal involvement or is it based on traffic?

HON J. PLOHMAN: They are pretty well non-existent
at the present time, Mr. Chairman, no matter where
they are located. | can tell you that. We have not over

MR A. DRIEDGER: Well, 302 was extended.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: Yes, we have not undertaken a
lot of them. There was one commitment made by the
former Minister, | believe, on 302 in 1982 or'83, and
it was honoured and we have taken that over. At that
time, the procedure was somewhat different in that the
Minister simply made the decision on the basis of
representation made to him by the municipalities and
perhaps the MLA or whatever the case may be.

A MEMBER: Strong Minister.

HON. J. PLOHMAN: That may be, although it did cost
the province a lot of money. The Member for Morris
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MR. G. CUMMINGS: Flowing from that question, |
guess, is the possibility there of, for example, the ag
reps in the regional areas — and this is not meant to
reflect on any particular ag rep or the quality of the
agreps — but does the possibility exist that they could,
in fact, be seconded for some short period of time
during the peak season of the workload for MACC if
it happened to correspond with a lesser period. Can
there be sharing, or is there ever sharing between those
departments in order to better deliver the services?

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, we are using the staff
from the department in terms of assistance. For
example, staff will assist farmers in making projections
and filing statements for the corporation’s assessment
in terms of making an application.

Farm management specialists were used in making
the assessments under the Interest Rate Relief Program,
doing the intensive counselling as follow-up to that
program. So that kind of assistance is ongoing.

Farm management specialists have been devoting
the majority of time in doing the whole financial analysis
and renegotiation of loans, whether it be with MACC
or with private institutions on an ongoing basis. We’ve
done hundreds of those kinds of projections and actual
negotiations on behalf of farmers over the last couple
of years. That's been an ongoing role of farm
management specialists and the ag reps, of course,
supplement that activity.

| should tell my honourable friend that last year we
tried a new approach. FCC was basically shutting its
doors down. | mean the loan activity didn't call for
much field activity. We did discuss the possibility of
using their field staff to at least do our appraisals,
because that is a fair bit of work in terms of a loan
application on land and equipment purchases, we
wanted to basically borrow their staff if they were not
busy; if we could contact the local office and use their
staff to do the appraisals and speed up our applications.
It was agreed to generally at the staff level.

| guess wind of it got to Ottawa and the kibosh was
put on the whole process. They were told, we're not
participating. How would it look? Here we are doing
provincial programming. And quite frankly, we were
disappointed . . .

MR. E. CONNERY: The way you've been knocking
them.

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, no one has knocked
the staff of any corporation. Mr. Chairman, if the
Honourable Member for Portage was listening, | have
never attacked any individual group of people from any
corporation. |, for one, admire the work that public
servants in generalhave done for the public of Manitoba
including the farmers.

Mr. Chairman, when | say Ottawa, | talk about the
political masters in Ottawa, and | do attack them and
| expect that if 'm doing something wrong, they will
attack me. If the honourable member is saying that
their policies are right in not cooperating and doing
that kind of thing, if he agrees with that approach then
let him stand up and tell the farmers of Manitoba that
that approach was the right approach. | don't agree
with it, Mr. Chairman.
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If we were closing our doors like they did and we
said we had staff available, Mr. Chairman, | want to
tell my honourable friends, we would in fact say, let's
second some staff and let’s do that kind of work.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Item No. 3.—the Member for Roblin-
Russell.

MR. L. DERKACH: My question to the Minister, Mr.
Chairman, is with respect to the Young Farmer Rebate
Program. I'd like to know if it is possible for a young
farmer who perhaps had applied for the Young Farmer
Rebate Program and didn’t use it because he didn’t
need it at that particular time and sent the money back
to, at a later time in his life, be able to apply for that
same farmer rebate program and be eligible to receive
the benefits.

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, no, that is not
possible, but in the process there is a major advantage
to the farmer. If he doesn’t need it in terms of making
his payments, the money would be used against the
principalamount owed, and that would certainly shorten
up the time period that the loan would have to be
repaid. It would be a major benefit to the farmer in
terms of the length of time of the loan but he cannot
say, | don’t need it this year and | will carry forward
the credit. The period is defined very clearly in the
regulations.

MR. L. DERKACH: Well, I'd like to ask the similar
question in a different light then to the Minister again.
In a case where a farmer who has recently purchased
some land and applies for the Young Farmer Rebate
Program and during the time frame of the application
being approved, the same farmer goes into another
business and leases out his farm, thus not committing
himself to full-time farming; and because he feels he’s
not eligible he returns his Young Farmer Rebate because
he feels that he’s not going to be farming on a full-
time scale; and later because of circumstances whereby
the business might have been sold, that young farmer
again goes into farming and applies for the Young
Farmer Rebate Program, is he then eligible?

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, I'm trying to get that
comment. | would say no. The application is taken once
and if it's approved once and declined that's the end
of the program; and especially if he was going into
farming on a part-time basis, there is an ineligibility
clause in terms of part-time farmers. Part-time farmers
would not qualify for the Young Farmer Rebate Program.

MR. L. DERKACH: But that's precisely the point. At
that point in time the young farmer realized that he
was ineligible and, therefore, sent the money back.
Later, he did go back into farming on a full-time basis
and became a full-time farmer and was still eligible,
he had never used the Young Farmer Rebate Program.
He was still eligible for it because he had never used
it, but when he applied, he was told because he had
applied at a previous time — even though he hadn’t
used the funds — he was not eligible for it and I'd like
an explanation for that from the Minister.

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, I'm advised that the
way the criteria has been set up originally and continues
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Program, where in fact the land that has been
purchased by a person who carried out a land-lease
option, that in the exercising of the purchase of the
land-lease option, that there was a caveat remaining
on the property. If that person were to sell their farm
out to someone else and obtain a major capital gain,
that there was a commitment by the individual who
bought the land initially at a lower price through land
lease, and then was going to resell it now, there was
an obligation to pay back some money to the Manitoba
Agricultural Credit Corporation.

The question | am putting to the Minister and to the
management of MACC, but it would take a policy
change, is where an individual wants to refinance to
build their own operation, where they want to use that
land value as an asset to further use as collateral, would
the Minister not consider changing that policy? Why
would the Minister want to maintain the caveat if the
person wants to use it for the further use as collateral
in internal financing, to give the security that is required
by MACC?

| had one particular case, which | brought to the
attention of the Credit Corporation, and | know that it
takes a policy change. In fact, I'm not sure whether
I’'ve written a letter to the Minister as well; I'd have to
check my file. But the basic question is would he
consider changing . . . (inaudible) . . . by removing
the caveat off the farmer who does not want to sell
that farm to someone else but wants to use that value
that’s in the land where the caveat is placed upon, for
internal financing purposes whether it be with MACC,
or whether it be with another lending organization, be
it the credit union, because he/she is not selling the
land to obtain any cash value, they’re just trying to get
themselves in a better position with the use of that
collateral. | think it makes sense. It's not putting the
credit corporation at risk. It's not doing anything more
than making a reasonable adjustment in policy to
accommodate probably someone who is, at this point,
sitting with a shortage of collateral to either refinance
or to do some other business planning that he or she
would like to carry out.

| can see, and | know the reason why the caveat was
placed on initially, and that was to give the taxpayers
some of the returns of the capital gain in the land sale
because of the low price in which they initially bought
it for, for the benefits in which they accrued when they
bought it at a lower price.

But | ask the Minister if he wouldn’t consider a policy
change in that regard. | can privately give him the name
of the individual who | have been dealing with, although
MACC management have the name. There may be quite
a few others that are affected in this way.

As well, | think it would be important to have table
the information dealing with the acreages, and it's
possibly been done, that have been sold by MACC;
what lands they have leased; and what their policy is
onsale and lease. | know that they have obtained some
land under rather short-term notices in the last few
years because it came the time to put a crop in. The
farmer couldn’t get financing and the land went to
MACC. Well, they either had to hire the maintenance
of that land or the caretaking of the land or put it up
for sale. 've had some comments or some criticisms
from some constituents that possibly there hasn’t been
proper advertising on certain parcels of land, and |
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would like to know what the policy is when it comes
to the offering publicly of the properties, both for lease
and for sale.

| would hope that the Minister would be prepared
to, if possible, give us the names of those people. |
know in the past it's been not uncommon to have those
names made available, through some of the purchase,
if there are some specific cases that we ask for.

Also, | would hope the Minister would be prepared
to give us some of the names, as far as specific leases
are concerned, if that is necessary to follow up on some
of the questioning that we have.

1, as well, would like to know what the current interest
rate is through MACC, what their general policy is as
far as the charges that now would be under a normal
MACC loan, and hope that the Minister would provide
this kind of information during the next opportunity
that Estimates will be presented to the House.

I'll yield the floor and possibly he could get it in now.

HON. B. URUSKI: Mr. Chairman, | want to indicate to
the Member for Arthur that our staff complement has
remained the same. Up until last year where we moved
from 52 staff years full time to 54. We did hire some,
as | indicated to my honourable friend from Virden,
some term staff during the summer months as assistant
field reps. Our activity, in total, strictly total numbers,
we had an activity of 760 loans in, | guess, 1984-85
for $73.6 million; and 775 loans in 1985-86 for a total
of $65.7 million of activity through the corporation.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hour being 4:30 p.m., it is time
for Private Members’ Hour.

Committee Rise.

Call in the Speaker.

IN SESSION

Madam Speaker, the Committee of Supply has
adopted certain resolutions, directs me to report
the same and asks leave to sit again.

MADAM SPEAKER:
Burrows.

The Honourable Member for

MR. C. SANTOS: Madam Speaker, | move, seconded
by the Honourable Member for Inkster, that the report
of the committee be received.

MOTION presented and carried.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ HOUR

RES. 5 — CHILD CARE SYSTEM IN
CANADA

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Thompson.

MR. S. ASHTON: Madam Speaker, | move, seconded
by the Member for Ellice, that:

WHEREAS the changing patterns of family life and
the increasing attachment of women to the labour force
makes the provision of affordable and accessible quality
child care a high priority; and





























