






































Wednesday, April 26, 1978

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. ADAM: Yes, Mr. Chairman, on the point of order that you raised with the Member for Lac du
Bonnet, | think it’s very relevant that the $5 miilion be discussed at this point in time, because the left
hand column does show the $2,365,000, and that is where we can discuss the $5.1 million, because
that's where it is. | see no reason why we can’t discuss that amount at this particular time, because we
want the people to know that the true figure is not $29,829,900 for Agriculture, but could be as high as
$5.134 million. Now | believe that the Minister undertook to provide us alist of which towns would be
receiving assistance, which areas. There was an undertaking to provide a list to us on where this
money was going to be spent. [s the Minister going to be pork barreiling with this $5.134 million?
Well, since the Minister doesn't want to lie his cards on the table, I'll lay mine on the table, and ask him
directly point blank, does he intend to pork barrel with this $5.134 million? Mr. Chairman, | would like
to know what projects are on the list for this year.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister of Agriculture.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, | have indicated the authority carried forward is moneys that were in
past years voted to specific projects which | am sure were entered into by the past administration.
There has been no changes to delete any of the projects that were approved and so it will be a
continuation of the projects that are in place.

MR. ADAM: | am wondering if the Minister is prepared to provide us with a list of towns; when can
we get the list? Could you give us a list so that we could go over this to see.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr.Chairman, | could read the list that the Water Services Board have provided for
me. Altona, Arborg, Boissevain, Carman, Deloraine, EIm Creek, Emerson, Ethelbert, Foxwarren,
Grandview, Gretna, Gimli, lle des Chenes, Kleefeld, Lorette, Manitou, McCreary, Minitonas,
Minnedosa, Morris, Neepawa, Ninette, Plum Coulee, Portage Water, Portage Sewer, Roblin,
Rossburn, Ste. Anne, St. Adolphe, Sanford, Selkirk, Souris, Starbuck, Swan Lake, Treherne, Tyndall,
Virden, Vita and Winnipeg Beach.

MR. ADAM: Are these the number, first priority, second priority, or third priority?
MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, they are all in high priority for this year.

MR. ADAM: So is the Minister telling us that second and third priorities will not receive any of this
slush fund this year?

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman, there is no slush fund and. . .

MR. ADAM: Mr.Chairman, there is $5 million floating around and we would like to get some into the
third priority. We would like to see some of this money go into the second and third order towns,
towns of 300 it’'s never possible for them to get into any of these kinds of programs and the list that has
been. . . I'd like to know when these applications were made, the towns that the Minister has given
us. When were these applications made?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Member for Lac du Bonnet.

MR. USKIW: Mr. Chairman, | think the Member for Ste. Rose is right in trying to get a commitment
from the government with respect to what we're going to do with the lower priority communities. We
dealt with that to some degree the other day. | am wondering if we couldn't get a commitment from
the government, that since they don’t intend to use up all of the surplus capital from previous years,
but only about three and a half million out of the $5.1 million, whether it would be reasonable to
suggest that we allocate the remainder of that unused capital strictly for the lower priority
communities and put them on the waiting list with that capital, so that as soon as it’s feasibie in terms
of the mechanics of the program, to plug them in, that we do so. And it may not be this year but at least
give them the hope that they have a block of money there for that specific purpose.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister of Agriculture.

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Chairman. The moneys that we're talking for those future projects for this year
and next year is carried forward, the majority of it is committed for these projects, as the. . .

MR. USKIW: The whole $5 million.
MR. DOWNEY: That is correct.

MR. USKIW: Then you need more money, is what you are saying.
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who have pet schemes which they want other people to finance,” and a third, that “the branch
provided a hostel for a number of wandering minstrels who were piping songs of dying
permissiveness.”

Well, you know, that was pretty dramatic stuff, Mr. Chairman, pretty dramatic, butitdidn’t sound
like the Minister to me. | know him somewhat. | did teach with him for a year. It didn't sound like he
was speaking his mind but rather that he was reading from a prepared text from someone who was
carried away with their own rhetoric.

I wanted to deal with one particular issue and ask the Minister if he could comment on it and
indicate what direction the department is going to take in the next three and one-half years. | refer
essentiaily to recommendations in the Task Force Report which in effect cailed for some drastic
changes in the method of dealing with local school boards and school divisions. | think thatitis clear
from the Task Force Report and from the reaction of people who are trustees and who are leading
spokesmen for the trustees, like Allan Rouse, that they are somewhat distressed by the
recommendations in the report and by the supposed direction which the department will be taking
vis-a-vis school boards.

For example, it sounds like the Minister is going to effect some stringent controls on the boards.
He’s going to withhold funds; going to interfere with their local autonomy, and that he may infactbe
introducing a new version of big government that sounds somewhat contrary to the so-called
Conservative philosophy of sort of an anti-government pro-individuai type of approach. So | am
interested in the question of local autonomy in terms of school boards. What is going to happen toit if
the Minister foilows the recommendations in the Task Force Report? | would just quote briefly, Mr.
Chairman, from that report. It said that public school education in terms of general financingisin a
chaotic state; it said that there should be a“control in spending;” shouid be a study on financing, and
perhaps the most important reference, that the Public Schools Finance Board which is an agent of
the department and the Minister, should be able to withhold grants to a school division to require
more efficient operations and further talk about external management, etc., etc.

So | have a number of points here but | would just ask specifically at this time, Mr. Chairman,
whether this isn’t in effect the adoption of what you might call a punative approach rather than a
positive approach, all sorts of formula and all sorts of controls and ail sorts of province-wide
standards that will be applied to the individual school board. | ask the Minister whether this is the
route that he intends to go, how he intends to balance between, on one hand too stringent controls
and on the other hand a laissez-faire approach. Perhaps the solution comes in a middle way whereby
the department shouid adopt a positive program of leadership and direction and I would ask him just
what he intends to do vis-a-vis the autonomy of the school boards, vis-a-vis the problems of school
boards in terms of managing their financial affairs and vis-a-vis the recommendations of the Task
Force Report.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for Burrows.

MR. HANUSCHAK: | think, Mr. Chairman, before the Minister gets up and replies, further to the
question which | asked him, | would just like to add a comment or two.

I believe that if one looks at the Reconciliation Statement on Page 24, there is some explanation of
the difference because it would appear that in the total figure of $351 million for the Department of
Education, there is approximately, well, bordering on $19 million or maybe itis $19 miilion, yes, about
$19 million of capital included in there which formerly was shown as Schedule B, $8.6 million for
Education and $10.276 million for Continuing Education. So therefore | believe, Mr. Chairman, that if
we're to get a proper handle on the Estimates and make a fair comparison from one year's operations
to that of the next, what we will have to know — and I'm not expecting the Minister to answer this
question today or at this point in time because he may not be able to — but | would hope that while
we're going through the Estimates he would be able to indicate to the Committee appropriation by
appropriation wherever the capital expenditures may be found; the number of dollars spent within
those appropriations which we have shown as capital and now the present administration
incorporates that into the ongoing operating expenses because the way the Estimates Book is set up
that figure is not shown.

In fact, looking at the total figure of $352.5 million, and even subtracting last year’s capital, which
is as I've indicated about $19 million, one arrives at a figure fairly close to our last year’s expenditures.
So I would like the honourable member to offer thatinformation when we reach the appropriate items
dealing with capital expenditures in our Estimates.

At this point in time, Mr. Chairman, if we could get down to some of the details of [tem 1.(b) — are
we on, Mr. Chairman? 1.(b), | believe.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes we are on 1.(b) (1).

MR. HANUSCHAK: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Could the — and I'm sure that this falls under the
purview of general administration — if the Honourable Minister would undertake, as his colleagues
have, to give a breakdown on — | believe itwas done on abranch by branch basis — just totals? Was it
totals? Very well, we'll be satisfied with the grand total of the number of permanent staff, the number
of term, the number of contract staff, as at March 31, 1977 and March 31, 1978, and the number of
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Education, Dr. Lionel Orlikow, and if there was a settlement, what were the terms of it?

Now | realize, Mr. Chairman, that I’'m asking about a matter which had come into being before he
was appointed Minister because you will recall that it occurred a matter of a couple of days prior to
the swearing in of the present government.

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, in response first of all to the Member for Eimwood, | think | made my
position eminently clear regarding school boards in my previous remarks in stating that | felt that
generally they were doing a very conscientious and capable job and that ifin the years ahead if there
is any way in which our department can assist them to improve on that we certainly will be prepared
to assist. We, of course, will look forward to working very closely with the Trustees Association and
responding to any needs or concerns that they have that we feel that we can meet that would improve
the operation of school boards. But as far as direction beyond that, Mr. Chairman, at this pointin time
| don’t see any.

If the Member for EImwood regards that as treading water | would suggest that it is more than
that. We are prepared to help and assist wherever possible.

As far as the school board employees are concerned, the Manitoba Association of Schoo!
Business Officials now has a very viable operation and one of their main concernsistoimprove their
qualifications and to improve their ability to carry out their duties. | think it's avery worthwhileaim, a
very worthwhile goal, and as a department, if we can assist them in achieving that goal in any way
possible, we certainly will work in that direction.

I am a little surprised at the Member for EImwood’s reference to school superintendents. He seems
to be inferring by his statement that they require upgrading. Perhaps | misunderstood him, but |
would like to clarify from my position right at the outset that | believe the superintendents in this
province are a very professional group of people, generally well-qualified, and | think they are the
type of professional who is concerned about upgrading themselves and who do this in a professional
manner and an ongoing manner.

The Member for Burrows refers to a settiement regarding a former Deputy Minister. | understand,
although that does not come under my jurisdiction, that that is being carried forth satisfactorily.

MR. HANUSCHAK: With reference to that matter, Mr. Chairman, again being aware that that
incident occurred at a time when | don't think that even the one whose name was made known
publicly to have fired the Deputy Minister had the authority to do so, because this occurred about two
days before he was formally sworn into office, which in fact occurred during the last two days of my
administration, that the First Minister took it upon himseif to fire some staff. Could | ask the
Honourable Minister whether this was done —(Interjection)— Well, he was my Deputy Ministerin the
sense that in one area in Planning and Research there was some overlap at one time because of
responsibility for some of the programs until . . . In the last year it was sorted out, | think, and the
separation was made. But | would like to know, Mr. Chairman, whether this dismissal of Dr. Orlikow,
whether that was strictly on the initiative of the First Minister or upon the recommendation of — |
assume that the present Minister probably was notified at that point in time that he would hold this
portfolio — whether it was done upon his advice or recommendation?.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Minister.

MR. COSENS: Mr. Chairman, in this regard | can only inform the Member for Burrows that this
matter had taken place before | had assumed any responsibility.

MR. HANUSCHAK: Well, at thattime neither did the one who took the action that he did, didn’t have
the responsibility to do it either.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Member for EImwood.

MR. DOERN: Mr. Chairman, | wanted to then say, having heard the Minister comment in regard to
the matter | raised about schoot boards, etc., that | think | am correct in stating that he does in fact
accept the status quo, that he does not appear to have any plans to revise or make significant
changes in relation to the boards and the trustees in the Province of Manitoba. Therefore | would
suggest, uniess he has a blinding flash of inspiration while he reads the Task Force Report, that by
the nature of his original conviction — now | see I'm going to cause a conflict between him and the
Honourable Minister responsibie for the Task Force — that he will in fact, or he has in fact, rejected
the recommendations of that report.

I would also like to ask him, in line with that, since he appears to be going into the departmentand
accepting things as they are, that we can expect very few changes from the Minister, that he is going
to basically hold the fort and not rock the boat because, Mr. Chairman, he is very concerned about
that sort of thing. He, in his earlier speech there, as | said, he doesn’t want any pet schemes and he
doesn’t want any wandering minstrels. He wants . . .

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order please. The time being 4:30, in accordance with Rule 19 Section 2, and it
being time for Private Members’ . . . Hour. The Honourable Member for St. Vital.

MR. D. JAMES WALDING: On a point of order. | was speaking to the Government House Leader a
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