LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA
Thursday, 5 March, 1987.

Time — 1:30 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 First Minister.

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker, I'd like to table
a copy of the Directory of French Language Services
that will be distributed to all members of the Legislature,
pertaining to the services that are available in French
from Government Services.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourabite Minister of
Culture and Heritage Resources.

HON. J. WASYLYCIA-LEIS: Madam Speaker, I'm
pleased to table a Triennial Report, entitled ‘‘Moving
Forward,” of the Manitoba Advisory Council on the
Status of Women, December 1982 to March 1986.

MADAM SPEAKER:
Introduction of Bills . . .

Notices of Motion

HON. J. WASYLYCIA-LEIS: Sorry, Madam Speaker, |
have a Ministerial Statement.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Culture and Heritage Resources.

HON. J. WASYLYCIA-LEIS: Thank you, Madam
Speaker.

| would like to take this opportunity to inform the
House of an important day for women in Manitoba, in
Canada, and, indeed, throughout the world -
(Interjection)- excuse me, | have the copies right here.

Madam Speaker, | would like to take this opportunity
to inform the House of an important day for women
in Manitoba, in Canada, and, indeed, throughout the
world. Sunday, March 8 is International Women's Day,
a day which has come to symbolize the efforts of women
throughout history to ensure a world where justice and
equality for all become the rule, not the exception. In
recognition of the importance of this event, the
Government of Manitoba has declared March 1 to 8
as International Women'’s Week.

Madam Speaker, the yellow roses which my
colleagues and | are wearing today are part of a
tradition, a tradition begun by our colleague, the late
Honourable Mary Beth Dolin, and are a tribute to the
suffragettes who worked long and hard at the turn of
this century to ensure that the franchise was extended
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to women. The activities of the early suffragettes,
indeed, directly relate to the involvement of women in
this Legislative Assembly.

Madam Speaker, in the last decade in our country
and, in particular, in this province, we have witnessed
many changes in the social and in the economic
circumstances faced by women. The demands for
equality guarantees in both home and work life have
resulted in substantial improvements in the status of
women. Yet, despite the gains we have made, equality
for the women of this world is still not a reality.

There are literally thousands of activities throughout
the world, during the month of March, organized around
International Women'’s Day, which have connected many
women on issues such as economic security, decent
jobs, decent wages, child care, housework, the double
burden of responsibilities in the paid and unpaid labour
force, health care, pornography and violence against
women. These activities have served to underscore the
ongoing determination of women to build together
societies which can truly be rich, with ali of our
diversities, truly open to all opportunities, and truly free
‘of intolerance, racism and sexism.

Madam Speaker, the principles which frame these
activities are the very principles which frame a humane
society, a society where all members can participate
equally, a society where those who require assistance
and encouragement will receive it fairly and with dignity,
a society truly caring and just, and these issues, Madam
Speaker, are the very issues which are rooted in the
values and beliefs all citizens hold dear.

Madam Speaker, | am proud to have the opportunity
to join with the Premier and with all of my other
colleagues in this Assembly in a celebration of
International Women’s Day at a public reception today
between 4 p.m. and 7 p.m., and | would invite all
honourable members to attend and together reaffirm
our commitment to continue the work towards equality,
greater fairness and greater opportunity for women
around the world.

Madam Speaker, | would also invite all members to
view a slide show featuring the work of women artists,
prepared in cooperation with the Manitoba Arts Council,
and a photography and publications display produced
by the Historic Resources Branch of my department.
Theseevents are part of the reception tonight in Room
254.

Madam Speaker, International Women’s Day was born
out of a protest by women textile workers in New York
back in 1857, protesting against unfair working
conditions, long hours and low pay. In Manitoba, in
1987, a series of province-wide events have been
planned to commemorate how this single event has
touched the lives of all of us, and how together we
must all continue to work in the struggle for equality
between all men and all women.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER:
Kirkfield Park.

The Honourable Member for
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MRS. G. HAMMOND: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

| welcome the statement made by the Minister
responsible for the Status of Women today. We all agree
that women want and should have equality. | believe,
though, that the suffragettes today are the farm women
in Manitoba, and this is an area that is crying for help,
the women in rural Manitoba.

These women, along with their families, are bearing
the brunt of the crisis of agriculture in our province.
If the Minister responsible for Status of Women and
the other women in the government caucus would
pressure their colleagues to give some immediate help
to the farm community, they would relieve some of the
enormous stress that farm women are facing today.
They are trying to help their families stay together, trying
to keep things on an even keel with limited resources
and ever-decreasing cash.

| would suggest to the Minister, although we welcome
everything that she has said in her statement, and agree
with the things, there is an immediate need for help
in the farm community. If she wants to help women,
and the government wants to help women, this is the
place to start right in Manitoba, in rural Manitoba.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Co-
operative Development.

HON. J. COWAN: Yes, Madam Speaker.

As you are aware, through a cooperative process
last year, the Rules were changed and the new Rules
provide for the tabling of the sequence of the
consideration of the Estimates of the various
government departments by each section of the
Committee of Supply, as was established in consultation
between the Opposition House Leader and myself just
yesterday.

So, in accordance with provisions of Rule No. 65(6. 1),
| would like to table for the House the sequence, as
has been determined, and | would like to thank the
Opposition House Leader for his full cooperation and
assistance in this regard.

RETURNS TO ORDERS

HON. J. COWAN: As well, Madam Speaker, I'd like to
table several Returns to Orders on the motion of the
Honourable Member for Gladstone:

Order for Return, No. 4, dated May 22, 1986;

Order for Return, No. 5, dated June 4, 1986;

Order for Return, No. 6, dated June 9, 1986.

And for the information of honourable members, I'd
like to indicate that these Orders for Return were
developed by the staff of the Department of
Employment Services and Economic Security at a total
cost of just about $6,000.00.

MADAM SPEAKER: Ministerial Statements and Tabling
of Reports. . . Notices of Motion . . . Introduction of
Bills . . .

Order please, order please. Question period is coming
shortly.

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS

MADAM SPEAKER: Before Oral Questions, may | draw
the attention of honourable members to the gallery
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where we have 18 students from Grade 11 from Gordon
Bell High School, under the direction of Mr. Henry
Hubert, and the school, 'm proud to say, is located in
the constituency of Wolseley.

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

ORAL QUESTIONS
Agriculture - crisis situation

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: Yes, thank you, Madam Speaker. My
question is for the Premier.

Given that last year the Province of Saskatchwan
spent $1.64 billion in agriculture support programs, the
Province of Alberta spent $515 million in agriculture
support programs, and Manitoba, according to the
Western Producer, from figures obtained from the
Department of Agriculture, spent only $36.5 million in
agriculture support programs; and given, Madam
Speaker, that even after the $1 billion federal grain
support program there will still be aloss of net realized
income to farmers in Manitoba of 21 percent this year,
what action is this Premier prepared to take to assist
the beleaguered farmers of Manitoba to survive this
coming year?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker, clearly, the Leader
of the Opposition realizes that this question should have
been asked yesterday at 1:30 p.m. rather than today.
Secondly, insofar as action, my first action will be to
correct some of the misinformation that has been left
on the record by the Leader of the Opposition in his
question this afternoon.

Madam Speaker, first, the Leader of the Opposition
conveniently ignores over $1.1 billion of the money that
he refers to as being provided to the farmers in the
Province of Saskatchewan was by way of loan.-
(Interjection)- The Leader of the Opposition very
conveniently, Madam Speaker, uses a figure of $30-
some-million for the Province of Manitoba when the
total amount of farm assistance and capital provided
is some $160 million in the Province of Manitoba.

| would suggest the Leader of the Opposition either
speak to his researchers or ensure that he obtains new
researchers to give him accurate information on the
agricultural crisis in the Province of Manitoba as well
as other parts of this country.

Madam Speaker, also, the Leader of the Opposition
appears, when he salutes the efforts of Premier Devine
in the Province of Saskatchewan, obviously, he has not
heard the information released only a few moments
ago when the Premier of Saskatchewan indicated to
the people of Saskatchewan that assistance to hospitals
and schools and universities will be zero percent or
less, including the hospitals and schools of rural
Saskatchewan . . .- (Interjection)-

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.
HON. H. PAWLEY: . . . to the assistance of the women

that the Honorable Member for Kirkfield Park referred
to only a few moments ago . . .
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MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.

HON. H. PAWLEY: .
of Saskatchewan.

. . the farm women in the Province

MADAM SPEAKER: | remind honourable members that
answers should be brief and deal with the matter raised
and not provoke debate.

MR. G. FILMON:
any. . .

| don’t think this Premier can take

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.
MR. G. FILMON: . . . comfort on health care . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please. If the honourable
member has a question . . .

MR. G. FILMON:
cut in beds.

. when he wants a 10 percent

MADAM SPEAKER: Does the honourable member
have a question?

MR. G. FILMON: Of course, | do. That's why | am
standing, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: Would you please ask it?

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

Given that other provinces are making serious
commitments to their farmers, commitments in terms
of hundreds of millions, if not billions of dollars in loan
capital, in support payments, in programs of all sorts
to keep their farmers buoyant, will he not consider
taking immediate action, immediate action so that our
farmers in Manitoba know that this government wants
them to survive, as the Provinces of Saskatchewan and
Alberta want their farmers to survive, instead of giving
us all the lip service and the rhetoric and the other
extraneous comparisons?

HON. H. PAWLEY: The Leader of the Opposition
appears to continue to ignore the information released
from Saskatchewan a few moments ago about -
(Interjection)- the Member for Arthur says we’re not
worried about Saskatchewan. Then | don’t know,
Madam Speaker, why the Leader of the Opposition
keeps referring to the province of Saskatchewan in his
question. At least | thanked the Honourable Member
for Lac du Bonnet yesterday who had his facts straight
and presented his question in a way that made some
logical sense in this Chamber.

Madam Speaker, this government, in specific
response to the Leader of the Opposition, provided
some $160 million approximate to the farmers of the
Province of Saskatchewan. In the Province of Manitoba,
the numbers being much less insofar as total farmers
in the Province of Saskatchewan, and, Madam Speaker,
in addition to that $160 million, there will be further
initiatives. There were other initiatives | might mention
that honourable members opposed last Session that
werelaunched in support of the banks as against unfair
treatment of farmers by banks. Of course, they took
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their marchingordersfrom the banks, Madam Speaker
- $160 million last year in financial assistance to the
farmers in the Province of Manitoba and additional
programs will be launched this year.

MR. G. FILMON: | know that the Premier likes the
questions from the Member for Lac du Bonnet because
he writes them for him.

Madam Speaker, my question to the Premier is:
Given that he has pointed out the program of the
Province of Saskatchewan that provides loan capital
to farmers, will he . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please, order please.
The Honourable Member for Lac du Bonnet on a
point of order.

MR. C. BAKER: | want to inform the Leader of the
Opposition that I’'m capable of writing my own
questions. | understand . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order pl , order pl Order
please.
MR. C. BAKER: I'd appreciate it very much if you'd

withdraw that remark.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable
member does not have a point of order. A dispute over
the facts is not a point of order.

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: Madam Speaker, given that the
Premier has pointed out the wisdom of the
Saskatchewan program on loans . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: The Member for Lac du Bonnet
on a point of order.

MR. C. BAKER: | don't really know the Rules of the
House, Madam Speaker, but just common decency and
dignity would move somebody on the opposite side to
withdraw a remark that he knows is not true.

MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable member does not
have a point of order.

Order please.

The Leader of the Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: Madam Speaker, if | have offended
in any way the Member for Lac du Bonnet, whom |
respect, | will withdraw any portion of my comment
that he is offended by.

Madam Speaker, my question is to the Premier. Given
that he has pointed out the wisdom of the Saskatchewan
program that provides massive amounts of loan capital
to all of their farmers at 6 percent interest, is he
prepared to bring in a similar program for the farmers
of Manitoba to help them overcome the crisis situation
which they are 6 percent loan money guaranteed and
interest reduced to that level by the Province of
Manitoba?

HON. H. PAWLEY: Since the Leader of the Opposition
persists in providing the House and the public with
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erroneous information, the Minister of Agriculture is
going to provide some detail to the Leader of the
Opposition so we can ensure that there is some accurate
information provided to this Chamber.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition with a question.

MR. G. FILMON: Yes. Since the Premier is unable to
answer that question, Madam Speaker, I'll ask him
another question.

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker . . .

MR. D. ORCHARD: Now he wants to answer. Come
on, Howie, make up your mind.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.
The Honourable First Minister on a point of order.

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker, the usual custom
in this Chamber is to refer questions that are of a
detailed nature to the appropriate Ministers, and | want
to do that because the Leader of the Opposition’s
resting his case on massive erroneous information. |
refer that question to the Minister of Agriculture.

MR. D. ORCHARD: It’'s quite a spot to be in, Madam
Speaker, when your Premier won't answer.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please.

The usual custom in the House, in my understanding,
is that if there is detailed information to be given, it
caneither be tabled or givenin a Ministerial Statement.

Farm land - removal of education tax

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: Madam Speaker, in view of the fact
that the Premier’s unable to answer that question, I'll
ask him a further question. Is he prepared, in order to
support the farmers of Manitoba, to remove all or a
portion of the education tax off farm land in Manitoba?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Agriculture.

HON. B. URUSKI: Madam Speaker, to the honourable
member’s question, we have indicated as a government
during the last election campaign that this matter that
he now raises certainly is a priority of this government.

Madam Speaker, the honourable member left on the
record an erroneous impression that the budgetary
spending of Saskatchewan, being $1.6 billion, is two
or three or four times that of the Province of Manitoba.
Madam Speaker, let’s understand that there are virtually
three times as many farmers in the Province of
Saskatchewan.

When you take those loan funds at 6 percent on an
average Manitoba farm of, say, 500 acres and you look
at a subsidy of today’s interest rates of 10 percent,
which is a 4 percent subsidy on 500 acres, Madam
Speaker, that translates into $500 per farm, not massive
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support in terms of individual farmers. Madam Speaker,
when you compare that to our Interest Rate Relief
Program, two years running of $6,000 of direct benefits
per farm, that program alone is five and six times as
much as the Honourable Leader of the Opposition
speaks of.

Madam Speaker, the Saskatchewan Government
brought in that program prior to an election. This
government has brought in long-term lasting programs,
four and five years running, and we have committed
ourselves to the long-term protection of agricuilture,
Madam Speaker.

SOME HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MADAM SPEAKER: Order pl

, order pl
Farmers - interest rate reduction

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the
Opposition with a supplementary.

MR. G. FILMON: Madam Speaker, my question is to
the Premier.

Is he prepared to bring in a program of interest rate
reduction for farmers to get them out of their crisis
today, to get them out of the problems they face with
respect to this coming crop year? Is he prepared, as
well, to remove all or a portion of the education tax
off farm land?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Agriculture.

HON. B. URUSKI: Madam Speaker, this government
brought in interest rate reductions two years running,
trying to embarrass . . .

MR. G. FILMON: Not for all farmers, just MACC.

HON. B. URUSKI: . . . and | say that quite clearly -
we tried to embarrass your colleagues in Ottawa to
lower interest rates for everyone across the board -
homeowners, small businessmen and farmers.

Madam Speaker, everyone in rural Manitoba and rural
Canada is suffering as a result of the insane high-interest
rate policy of the Federal Government, which they
supported when they were in government. That’s why
we see the thousands of farm families near bankruptcy
today, the businesses that are closing, Madam Speaker,
that’s the reason . . .

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please, order please. Order
please!

It's almost impossible for me to hear the Minister’s
answer over the noise in the Chamber. Could
honourable members please do the Minister the
courtesy of being quiet enough for us all to hear the
answers.

The Honourable Leader of the Opposition.

MR. G. FILMON: My question very simply to the
Premier is: When is he prepared to live up to his
responsibilities to support the farmers of Manitoba
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MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Agriculture.

HON. B. URUSKI: Madam Speaker, the policy of the
write-down of interest rates was in fact brought in two
years running, and was for a duration period.

If the honourable member has some information that
someone who may have been eligible for 8 percent for
that write-down and did not receive it, | would like to
have those details. But, certainly, the period that we
spoke about and the announcements that were made
were in fact made on two separate occasions, and
unless there was some difficulty with an individual file,
| would not be aware of it, but government policy has
been carried out as promised.

MR. G. FINDLAY: Madam Speaker, does that
government policy extend into the calendar year of
19877

HON. B. URUSKI: Madam Speaker, that question, in
terms of whether there will be any further write-downs
and the like, will be announced in due course.

MR. G. FINDLAY: The farmers are under incredible
financial pressure right now, and | would like to ask
the Minister if he gets some sadistic pleasure out of
making them wait and wonder if they're going to get
any help?

MADAM SPEAKER: That question is not in order.

MACC - collection of loans

MADAM SPEAKER: Does the Honourable Member for
Virden have a final supplementary?

MR. G. FINDLAY: Yes, a final supplementary, Madam
Speaker.

I'd like to ask the Minister to tell the House on how
many MACC loans or how many farmers with MACC
loans has the corporation moved to collect those loans
in the last year?

HON. B. URUSKI: | think the only one that may be -
and | don’'t want to impute motives, | wish the
honourable member would withdraw the inference in
his comments earlier, Madam Speaker, in terms of the
inference.

| believe, as Minister responsible for the Department
of Agriculture, and a member of this government, that
we have and will continue to provide the kind of support
that we can financially bring about, and we will assist
as many farmers as we can.

Our entire extension service has been changed to
try and deal with families in crisis and will not always
be able to deal with a crisis situation by strictly financial
means. It will be by support, by stress counselling, and
the like that we will try and support those familes.

But for the honourable member to suggest that
someone takes sadistic pleasure, Madam Speaker, that
honourable member should withdraw that kind of an
inference.

Federal Sales Tax Credit -
social assistance recipients

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Kildonan.
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MR. M. DOLIN: Thank you, Madam Speaker. I'd like
to direct a question to the Minister of Employment
Services and Economic Security regarding the federal
sales tax credit.

I'm wondering if the Minister could give this House
assurance that social assistance recipients will not lose
this money, but will be ensured the benefits of the
federal sales tax credit.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Employment Services and Economic Security.

HON. L. EVANS: Thank you very much, Madam
Speaker.

| can assure the honourable member and, indeed,
all members of the House that it is our policy to enable
provincial social allowance recipients to receive the
benefit of the new federal sales tax credit, and that's
consistent with our policy of universal tax credits which
are available. We allow those to be passed on to
recipients.

| might add, however, that it's unfortunate that in
order to be able to be eligible for this, that the Federal
Government is requiring now for the first time on the
federal income tax forms that applicants must report
their welfare benefits. This was done without
consultation with any of the provinces, as | understand,
which is very regrettable; and, indeed, what it may mean
is that some families in Manitoba and, indeed, other
parts of Canada will be denied the value of this federal
sales tax credit because of being required to report it
on their income tax form.

MPIC - auto insurance rates

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Kildonan with a supplementary.

MR. M. DOLIN: Thank you, Madam Speaker. | have
a question to the Minister responsible for MPIC.

There was an article this morning about automobile
insurance rates which shows Manitoba, by the Insurance
Brokers Association, to be seven out of ten cities named
Winnipeg. I'm wondering, No. 1: | have a stepson in
Edmonton who, when he was 24 years old, was paying
$1,200 annually for insurance. These figures seem to
be somewhat distorted. I'm wondering if the Minister
could comment on whether or not these figures are
realistic and whether Manitoba is seventh in the country
in auto insurance.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable
member, | am sure, is aware that he is not to ask a
question as to whether statements in a newspaper are
correct.

The Honourable Member for Kildonan.

MR. M. DOLIN: Yes, if | could rephrase the question.

Will the Minister tell this House whether or not
Manitoba is seventh in the country in auto insurance
rates or is Manitoba, as we have been led to believe,
one of the lowest in the country?
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prepared to table all correspondence that has taken
place between his department and the experimental
elk ranch?

HON. L. HARAPIAK: Madam Speaker, |want to indicate
clearly, as we have on all occasions, that in managing
the resources of the Province of Manitoba, we are in
fact looking after the interests of the taxpayers of
Manitoba. Madam Speaker, | want to indicate that there
has not been an indication of liability on the part of
the province in this matter. We said we want to deal
with the parties in a fair and equitable manner but we
are not, by way of that statement, indicating that there
is some liability on our part. In terms of the
communication that can be released, if there is third-
party agreement to the release of that information, we
would be prepared to table it.

Daerwood Machine Works - incentive
payment

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Pembina.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, Madam Speaker. My
question is for the Minister responsible for Business
Development and Tourism.

Madam Speaker, in the settlement to Daerwood
Machine Works, a business located in the Premier’s
constituency, the Ombudsman’s Report was
instrumental in the government and the Premier
providing $60,000 of taxpayer relief to Daerwood
Machine Works.

Can the Minister indicate whether legal opinion sought
on behalf of the government indicated whether there
was a legal requirement to provide that assistance to
Daerwood?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of
Business Development.

HON. M. HEMPHILL: Madam Speaker, | think it's
important in matters like this that governments not
only do what is legally required but what is morally
right.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Absolutely. Now she’s in the chute.

HON. M. HEMPHILL: | just stated that because we
wanted to make sure that we were reasonable and fair
with acompany that was having difficulties, and followed
the recommendation of the Ombudsman to come to
terms and to negotiate a settlement with that company,
that is what we did, Madam Speaker.

Carman Agri Services - relief to

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Pembina.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Madam Speaker, my question is
for the Premier.

Given that for Daerwood Machine Works Ltd., a
company in his constituency, a $60,000 loan was
provided to that company . . .
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MR. F. JOHNSTON: Interest free.

MR. D. ORCHARD: . . . interest free, to assist that
company because of a moral obligation on the
government, will he provide the same kind of moral
leadership and instruct his Minister for Autopac to
provide relief to Carman Agri who is similarly, because
of bad action by MPIC the same as Daerwood Machine
Works in Selkirk - will he provide the moral reasoning
and take Carman Agri off the hook for a $700,000 claim
for which his government, his Crown corporation, knew
for three-and-a-half years was before the courts and
never once informed Carman Agri? Will he apply the
same moral values to a business in Pembina
constituency as he applies to a business in his own
back yard?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable First Minister.

HON. H. PAWLEY: Madam Speaker, | find it extremely
unusual that we would be discussing legal cases in this
Chamber, a matter that | believe the Minister responsible
for the Manitoba Public Insurance Corporation indicated
only yesterday was before the courts.

Is the Member for Pembina afraid of the courts? Is
the honourable member fearful of the appeal that has
been launched? Why would the Member for Pembina
be wanting to discuss in this Chamber a matter that
has not yet been resolved through the judicial process?

MADAM SPEAKER: The time for Oral Questions has
expired.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

MADAM SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable . . .- (Interjection)- Order please.
The Honourable Member for Arthur.

MR. J. DOWNEY: On a point of order, | want the record
to show that the Minister of Education, that the set of
morals for the constituency of the Premier are different
than those of the one for Pembina.

MADAM SPEAKER: Order please. The honourable
member does not have a point of order.
Order please.

THRONE SPEECH DEBATE

MADAM SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Member for Lac du Bonnet, and the
proposed amendment thereto by the Honourable
Leader of the Opposition, the Honourable Minister of
Natural Resources has 19 minutes remaining.

HON. L. HARAPIAK: Thank you, Madam Speaker.

I’'m pleased to have this opportunity to continue in
the participation of the motion before the House. | want
the record to show again clearly that | speak in support
of the motion of the Member for Lac du Bonnet and
in opposition to the amendment proposed by the Leader
of the Opposition.

The Throne Speech indicates clearly the commitment
of this government to provision of services to people
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I've said on other occasions and | would want to say
on this occasion that our first responsibility, as users
of the resource and our first responsibility as a
department, as a custodian of the resource, is to see
that our resources are passed on to the next generation
in at least the same state of health as a minimum in
which we received them, but ideally we should want
these resources to be passed on in an enhanced state.

One particular area is the matter of forestry. | am
proud of the record of this government with respect
to forest management and forest renewal. | think this
indicates a clear commitment to the future and indicates
that we have every confidence and a strong desire to
see that future generations can enjoy the forests as a
place of recreation. They can enjoy the forest, the
benefits that come from the opportunities to harvest
the forest; and, indeed, they can enjoy the forests for
the contribution the forests make to our environmental
well-being.

The level of activity that this government has
undertaken with respect to forest renewal, | think is
indeed admirable, and | have to acknowledge the
participation of the Federal Government in that
particular program of forest renewal. | am pleased as
well, as a Minister responsible for forests in Manitoba
and as a member of the Canadian Council of Forest
Ministers, to have participated in a program of
increasing public awareness of the value of our forests
in Canada.

One of the difficult problems that the forest industry
has had to contend with is the matter of the counter
or the export tax that was imposed by the Federal
Government in an attempt to deal with a pending
countervail action from the U.S. Government. The
responsibility for implementing replacement measures
has been transferred to the Canadian Council of Forest
Ministers and they are looking at different measures
because indeed the Federal Minister responsible for
trade has indicated that her expectation is that we will
undertake measures in our respective provincial
jurisdictions to replace the impact of the 15 percent
federal export tax.

It will not be a simple task, Madam Speaker, due to
the variations which exist from province to province,
but we’ll participate in the process of discussion,
maintaining all the while our firm position that we are
in charge of the forest resources of this province.

We have as well had some discussion on the matter
of wildlife management. Only today in question period,
we had discussion on the matter of elk ranching. We
are, Madam Speaker, indeed faced with a serious
responsibility when we look at the competing interests
for our wildlife resources. There are those who would
want to explore economic opportunities as was the
case with respect to elk ranching and there are others
who want to continue to see our wildlife resources
allocated to the traditional uses. Included amongst those
are recreational hunting.

So itis not an easy matter, but it is one that we think
we have addressed in a way which will ensure again
that the interests of future generations will be well
addressed.

In addition we have been dealing with the question
of fisheries. We have an example in the northwest part
of the province where the level of harvest had been
deteriorating for a number of years and | was pleased
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in that particular instance that we had cooperation,
indeed leadership, from various groups in the area to
close the lake to commercial fishing for a period of as
much as three years to ensure that the stocks would
be rebuilt, so that we could have a viable commercial
fishery on Lake Winnipegosis.

We have as well, Madam Speaker, in the province
some of the most attractive natural settings for our
parks. These provide tremendous opportunities for
enjoyment. They provide opportunities as well for some
to pursue economic activities. Our level of support and
our sharing of responsibility from volunteers is well
demonstrated by the implementation of two new groups,
the Friends of Sprucewoods; and only two weeks ago,
| had the opportunity to visit the Whiteshell area where
we had the Friends of the Whiteshell entering into an
agreement for voluntary participation in the provision
of services to our visitors to parks.

| am pleased, Madam Speaker, to note that the
department will continue in its consultative approach
to resource management. The Member for Gladstone
indicated, in her presentation, that there had not been
adequate consultation with the fishermen on Lake
Manitoba with respect to the harvest of perch. Let me
say, Madam Speaker, that |, in consultation with the
president of the Lake Manitoba Fishermen’s
Association, received the advice that it was the view
of the association that in that year, in the current year
there should not be the harvest of perch.

Now | did have the opportunity to meet in my office
with the Member for Gladstone, with the Member for
Ste. Rose and with the Member for Lakeside, along
with some fishermen from the south part of the lake,
and they asked for consideration of an opportunity to
harvest in this year. But, Madam Speaker, it is in
consultation with the fishermen’s representatives that
the decision was made not to proceed in this year.

Madam Speaker, | want to indicate that in terms of
the other areas, we have been having consultation with
the fishermen on Lake Winnipeg. | have been having
consultation with community groups with respect to the
establishment of the forest reserves, and indeed, with
the parks. | am looking forward to that continuing
participation by the public because we are, as a
department, only trustees of the resources which belong
to the people of Manitoba.

So in conclusion, Madam Speaker, | would want to
indicate to this House that | have every confidence that
the direction provided by the Throne Speech is the
direction that the majority of the people of Manitoba
want to see and that it will demonstrate again that the
government is a sensitive government committed to
the provision of services and the responsible
administration of the affairs of the Province of Manitoba.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

MR. G. CUMMINGS: Madam Speaker, would the
member entertain a question?

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister has one
minutes left on his time if he wishes to answer a
question.

The Honourable Member for Ste. Rose.

MR. G. CUMMINGS: Madam Speaker, my question to
the Minister is: After his declaring his pride in MACC,
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Are we talking $100 million? No, that's too low. Are
we talking $150 million? No, that's still too low, and
the tally still runs on the Crown corporations. We're
$29 million and ticking on MTX.

We don’t know how many millions of dollars the
Workers Compensation Board is in deficit now that has
to be paid for by Manitobans. Five short years ago the
Workers Compensation Board was in a budget surplus
position, and now it is at least $60 million in deficit.
What is that doing for the people of Manitoba?

Manfor - in 1981, Manfor, in the constituency of Omar
Sharif of the North - that forestry complex could have
been sold to a paper company called Repap.-
(Interjection)- Oh, well, now my honourable friend says
it could have been given away. My honourable friend
from The Pas says it could have been given away.

That is the circumstance today, just as you did with
Flyer when you could have sold it for benefit to
Manitobans, and you had to pay now a million dollars
to have someone buy it from you, plus provide $2 million
in guarantees, plus provide loan guarantees. You truly
areright in that Flyer was given away by this government
one year ago when it could have been sold in 1981
with a return to the people of Manitoba and you have
done the same thing to Manfor in The Pas. It could
have been sold at a profit in 1981 to Repap, but now
it is going to be given away and I'm sorry that the
Member for The Pas, the constituency wherein that
Manfor is located, has confirmed that today.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, what are we doing when we're
talking about delivery of services? | laughed on Tuesday
when in question period this person, who deems himself
to be the Premier of this province, said in response to
a question from my leader about hospitals: Mr. Deputy
Speaker, that means greater emphasis in respect to
outpatient community health as against institutional
care.

Now, Mr. Deputy Speaker, | don’t know how many
of the members of Cabinet watched the CBC
documentary that was on about a week ago on mental
health because the mental health issue was something
| discussed with the Minister of Health last year in
Estimates. | pointed out to them that the Saskatchewan
model delivers health care to more people,
deinstitutionalized, more effective, more cost efficient
and better for the people of Saskatchewan than our
system. That was demonstrated in spades by the CBC
documentary, wherein Saskatchewan they spent $50
million to deliver a higher quality mental health delivery
service, versus $100 million to deliver mental health
through the Manitoba system located in Selkirk and
in Brandon East, through two major institutions.

Now, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Premier says that
proper health care means deinstitutionalization. | simply
ask the Premier: Does he have the courage of one of
his predecessors and mentors in the CCF who in
Saskatchewan when he represented the seat of
Weyburn where 2,600 mental patients were housed in
one building, the then Premier, T.C. Douglas, decided
that it was time to deinstitutionalize and virtually shut
that major employer in Weyburn down? Will the Premier
have the courage, for the benefit and the betterment
of delivery of health care in Manitoba, to make a similar
decision to wind down the institution at Selkirk and
provide community health care? | suggest not, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, because that Premier does not have
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the courage to do that. He doesn’t have the political
will. He would sooner squander $100 million when $50
million would deliver better service on the Saskatchewan
model.

Now you ask us, where are the examples of cost
saving? They have been demonstrated to you time and
time again by members of the Opposition, and time
and time again, you refuse to follow them. So do not
blame other people for your financial problems; you
have created them yourselves and you refuse to solve
them yourselves because you don’t have: (a) the ability;
(b) the understanding; and (c) the courage to do it. You
are a tired and gutless group of would-be pretenders
at government.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | regret to have to say that in
that strong a terminology, but that is what we have -
a spineless crew over there willing to blame everyone
but themselves for the financial problems of this
province. Farmers will go broke because this province
cannot assist them.

| simply tell anyone over there listening that in the
Province of Alberta right now, because of government
support programs to agriculture, they pay between eight
and nine cents per litre for farm consumed diesel fuel
and gasoline, as compared to 23 to 27 cents in
Manitoba. That'’s the difference. That is the difference
between a farmer in Alberta and a farmer in Manitoba.
In Alberta, a livestock feeder receives a subsidy - and
correct me if I'm wrong - of $20-plus dollars per tonne
for every tonne of feed grain, and what do they do that
for? To support the beef and hog and poultry industries
in Alberta and protect the jobs in the processing of
those products in Alberta. What do we do? We bring
in a beef income program that sends all the cattle to
Ontario and we see Canada Packers close. That’s what
we do in Manitoba.

| also want to point out that in Alberta they have a
reduction program on fertilizer where about $40 per
tonne basis a tonne of ammonia is rebated to the
farmers. That lowers their cost of nitrogen fertilizer
products significantly compared to us in Manitoba. This
Minister of Agriculture and this Premier will stand there
and froth at the mouth and blame the Federal
Government for every ill and woe in the agricultural
community when the Federal Government - Lord knows
they could do more, I've said that many times - have
still put in a billion dollars of Canadian grain support
program. Western grain stabilization is a major drain
on the Federal Treasury as is covering the deficit on
the Canadian Wheat Board from lastyear’s Pools, and
this government sits and does nothing and watches
farmers go broke and family farms be decimated. Then
they tell us that The Family Farm Protection Act is
providing a great leadership in the agricultural lending
field. That will cause singly the more demise of family
farms than any other piece of legislation we have seen
in this House, Mr. Deputy Speaker, and they sit back
and say we are doing all we can. They are doing nothing
except abandoning and turning their backs on rural
Manitoba, Mr. Deputy Speaker.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | have been through a fairly
consistent effort and I've tried to be as decent with
the Minister responsible for MPIC as | could be. | spoke
to him approximately a month ago about the problems
that one of my constituents is having, namely, Carman
Agri, who through various circumstances, mainly
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circumstances at the control of MPIC, find themselves
facing financial ruin and disaster. | tried to impress
upon the Minister responsible for MPIC the seriousness
of their circumstance. But, you know, Mr. Deputy
Speaker, unfortunately the Member for Gimli, as
Minister responsible, chose what | now describe as the
Mackling syndrome. He decided to believe the
bureaucrats and abandon another Manitoban and that’s
what he did. He believed the bureaucrats at Autopac
and now he refuses to defend Carman Agri from a very
serious financial situation because bureaucrats with the
NDP come first; the people of Manitoba come second.
That is the tyranny of this government. They will not
listen to the ordinary citizens of Manitoba and, above
all, Mr. Deputy Speaker, they will not listen to problems
drawn to their attention by any member on this side
of the House. We have to beat them into the ground
and prove that beyond a shadow of a doubt that the
bureaucrats and the Crown corps are wrong before
they jerkingly, haltingly, take some action to stop the
hemorrhage of money and the destruction of business
in Manitoba.

We are now in the case of another circumstance of
a Crown corporation wherein a Manitoba business is
being unfairly treated, treated dastardly, Mr. Deputy
Speaker, and the Minister responsible stands by and
accepts the word carte blanche of his bureaucrats in
Autopac.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | just want to point out for
members opposite, sort of the scenario that’s happened
with Carman Agri. It involves around an accident that
occurred in Saskatchewan on July 3, 1981. That, Sir,
is almost five-and-a-half years ago. Sometime in 1982,
Mr. Deputy Speaker, Dr. Rieger, the person hit by the
Carman Agri truck - and Carman Agri was at fault;
their driver of their truck was at fault in the accident,
thereis no question about that - but sometime in 1982,
Dr. Rieger, the other party in the accident, the injured,
initiated a court proceeding.

At that point in time, MPIC was informed and they
retained the services of a law firm in Saskatchewan to
defend this claim against Carman Agri. MPIC retained
that firm in December of 1982. In June 1986, June 3
or 4 to be exact, this particular claim went to trial. Now
bear in mind that MPIC has been aware of this pending
court case since sometime in 1982 because they
retained legal counsel in Saskatchewan in December
of 1982. So, in June of 1986 here we are at trial.

Now | ask you, Mr. Deputy Speaker, would it not be
reasonable to assume, put yourself in this circumstance,
you have an accident in Saskatchewan, it's your fauit,
you are covered by Autopac, you know that you were
at fault in the accident but nothing has transpired. You
have heard nothing further from it. I'm told the people
that were injured were in hospital for about an hour-
and-a-half and released after the accident, so would
not your tendency be, Sir, to let that be the least thing
in your mind, as to whether anything further is
happening? | think you would agree because it wasn’t
a major accident by any report I've had. There was no
loss of life.

In December’82 they retain a lawyer to defend
Carman Agri. In June of ‘86 Carman Agri finds out by
phone call from a Regina Leader Post reporter that
they have been sued for $3.4 million and they don't
even know they have been in court because Autopac,
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MPIC, who retained a lawyer in December of 1982,
prepared a case in defence of Carman Agri for three-
and-a-half years and never told them, never asked them,
never asked for advice on how the defence should go,
never let them know they were being sued.-
(Interjection)- My honourable friend, the Minister
responsible says, that’s the way it is supposed to be,
Autopac operated the way they were supposed to
operate.

Well, Mr. Deputy Speaker, | wonder how many other
Manitobans are currently being sued and Autopac has
not informed them and they don’t even know. How
many other Manitobans are in the Carman Agri position,
faced with the prospect with a phone call that you are
on the hook for a million-and-a-half dollars, without
even knowing you are in court?

My honourable friend over there is smiling, the
Minister responsible for Autopac. | presume he thinks
this is funny. | don’t think that this is funny at all. He
has tried to wiggle and twist his way out of this and
defend his bureaucrats by saying, well, they sent a
letter out. Mr. Deputy Speaker, this is what he has told
me and | have a copy of that letter and | just hope
that I've got it in my file. | hope that | didn’t give it to
the press this morning. But at any rate, this letter is
registered. No, I'm afraid | gave my last copy away. It
was in quite high demand this morning.

But Mr. Deputy Speaker, this letter is sent out on
June 6 by registered mail, is received June 9, 1986.
Well, do you know what’s going on meanwhile? The
letter was mailed June 6, the trial started either June
4 or June 3 and finished June 7 with the award of $3.4
million at the time and he is sending a letter out telling
them that their $1 million of insurance may not be
adequate. And that is the first notification they have
ever got from MPIC that I'm aware of, that the Minister
is aware of, that Carman Agri is aware of, that they
are supposed to defend themselves receiving the letter
June 9 and the courts have made their decision on
June 7. And this Minister considers that to be adequate
warning for Carman Agri to defend themselves.

The Minister says, well, | want to assure you because
we were under no pretention that there was only a
million dollars of coverage. We knew it was $2 million
and he describes the error identifying the coverage in
the June 6 letter to Carman Agri. I'll read what he says
in his letter to me of March 4. “There has never been
any confusion as to the amount of coverage being $2
million. While the letter sent to Carman Agri June 6,
1986 showed coverage at $1 million, this was nothing
more than a typographical error.”

Well, Mr. Deputy Speaker, if they can’'t even get the
insurance coverage right in a letter informing Carman
Agri that they are being sued, which arrives after the
court decision, are we now to assume that they have
competently represented Carman Agri? Ask yourself
that, Mr. Minister when you can’'t even get it right in
a letter.

Are you expecting Carman Agri to believe that you
and Autopac and the law firm you retained in
Saskatchewan have competently represented them
when you can't get information right in a letter? Now
can you understand the concern that Carman Agri and
Dennis Lesage, the owner, has? | have to assure you,
Mr. Minister, you are putting him through emotional
hell right now. And | don’t know how you feel about
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that but | feel a little bit saddened that a man, because
of no fault of his own, finds out that Autopac never
even took the courtesy for a three-and-a-half year
period to inform him that he is being sued and then
he gets laid on with a $700,000 court settlement in the
final judgment and you, Mr. Minister, say that they acted
properly? Mr. Minister, if you were in that position I'd
even be defending you.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member knows that the
practice of the House is to address the Chair.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Yes, | am addressing the Chair,
through you, Mr. Deputy Speaker, and | ask you, if this
Minister was in the similar situation to Mr. Lesage and
Carman Agri, if he would be so forthright in saying
Autopac represented me correctly. If he says that, he
isn’t as smart as, well, if he ever said that | would
seriously question his ability to sit as a Minister
responsible for MPIC. Because no person, no person
could ever make the statement he’s made that Autopac
acted responsibly, given the circumstances Carman Agri
has found themselves in.

Now, Mr. Deputy Speaker, because of this | brought
this up in conversation three weeks ago without getting
the media involved because | tried to work this out. |
warned this Minister that his bureaucrats, | said, do
not get sucked in by your bureaucrats like Mr. Mackling
has in MTS, and | tried to point out to them the
seriousness of the situation and | hoped that by taking
it to him personally that he would do something on
behalf of a citizen of Manitoba.

But it appears that this Minister has got the Mackling
syndrome and he is accepting carte blanche whatever
his bureaucrats in Autopac tell him.- (Interjection)- |
beg your pardon? Mr. Deputy Speaker, he says | hope
| don’t do anything to prejudice the appeal process.
i wish the Minister had had lawyers in place defending
Carman Agri sowe would never be in an appeal process
because do you know what this Minister told me by
telephone when | first brought this to his attention? He
said, well, do you know what, we never contacted
Carman Agri, we didn’t think we had to. We only
believed the claim would be $60,000 at most and it
ended up to be $3.4 million subsequently reduced to
$2.7 million. And this is the advice that he gave me
three weeks ago and he still believes those same
bureaucrats are giving him straight goods? -
(Interjection)- You've got the Mackling Syndrome, Mr.
Minister, and unless you pay attention you are going
to ruin a business in Carman.

Why do you defend bureaucrats at the expense of
ordinary Manitobans? Those ordinary Manitobans you
promised to stand up for? Will you stand up for them
in the constituency of Pembina, as the Premier has
done in the constituency of Selkirk? That’s all | ask.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the circumstance that we are
at right now is MPIC, because they believed this award
was too high and because it was achieved through,
again in the Minister’s words, two surprise witnesses
that the lawyer in Saskatchewan for the plaintiff brought
to the court - | don’t know too much about courts and
court proceedings, but | think if you've got reasonable
legal representation and somebody comes to trial with
a surprise witness or two surprise witnesses, ‘‘according
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to the Minister,” and these surprise witnesses provide
very damaging, obviously, information to your case -
that if you're the defence lawyer, | think the first thing
you'd want to do is ask for a stay of proceedings so
that you can develop a cross-examination of these
surprise expert witnesses, and indeed bring ones in of
your own to protect your client, Carman Agri, but that
didn’t happen. Mr. Deputy Speaker, that did not happen.

The law firm in Saskatchewan allowed the trial to
finish without a stay of proceedings and obviously those
surprise witnesses, unrefuted, were very detrimental in
the outcome of that case, and detrimental to Carman
Agri. Now had Carman Agri known they were being
sued, | offer you this circumstance - they they may well
have been represented in the Saskatchewan courts by
their own lawyers. Their own lawyers probably then
would have asked for a stay of proceedings that the
lawyer that MPIC retained did not, and given a stay
of proceedings we might never be in this jam, but that’s
only speculation.

But, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the reason I'm asking this
Minister to have MPIC cover the entire court award is:
No. 1, they think they can have it reduced in the appeal
process; and, No. 2, it's on compassionate grounds
because Carman Agri had no opportunity, no knowledge
and no ability to defend themselves. It was Autopac
and their Saskatchewan lawyer, retained in 1982
December, that for three-and-a-half years, three-and-
a-half years developed a case in defence of Carman
Agri and never even informed them they were doing
it, never even asked them for an opinion on how the
accident went. | find that totally unacceptable but this
Minister says, well that’s normal proceedings. That is
not normal, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that is very abnormal.

(Madam Speaker in the Chair.)

Now, | ask the Minister to have MPIC put the entire
Letter of Credit up for $2.7 million. | submit to this
Minister that if Autopac is right in that they can have
the award reduced, they’re not out five cents, absolutely
no cost. But, Madam Speaker, what is the circumstance
if they don’t do that? Well, the circumstance is that
Carman Agri right now is going back to Saskatchewan;
they’ve already been out there once and they must go
back, | believe, March 23, this month, and they must
prove their worthiness to come up with a Letter of
Credit for $700,000, and that | have to tell you is not
possible to be done. Even though they are a very
successful business, very few businesses of any size
in Manitoba are able to offer, like that, at the blink of
an eye a $700,000 Letter of Credit. If they don't come
up with it, the plaintiff’s lawyer in Saskatchewan, Dr.
Rieger’s lawyers in Saskatchwan, Madam Speaker, have
the perfect right, legal right, to enforce the judgment
and put Carman Agri out of business.

So here’s the scenario, we've got the Autopac lawyers
telling this Minister that we think we can win the case
in Saskatchewan, have the award reduced so there’s
no impact on Carman Agri, the $2 million liability will
be sufficient to cover it.

But in the meantime, by not providing the Letter of
Credit and taking Carman Agri off the hook, what we
can see is Carman Agri bankrupted and then have the
judgment reduced so they had no financial obligation
whatsoever. Thenwhat happens, Madam Speaker? Well
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Such underrepresentation by women in the political life
of this province is truly a sad commentary on our
political system, and | believe must be addressed by
all political parties and by all members of this House.

| believe, Mr. Deputy Speaker, and | hope all members
in this House will share this, that more women in this
Chamber brings with it the hope of new ideas, higher
decorum or greater decorum in the House, and a higher
calibre of politics. You know, Mr. Deputy Speaker, there
is a saying that true equality means women can be as
mediocre and as incompetent as men.

MR. D. SCOTT: Look at Margaret Thatcher.

HON. J. WASYLYCIA-LEIS: Well, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
| would never in my wildest dreams suggest that anyone
in this House is incompetent or mediocre, but | would
suggest that you will find as a rule that women in this
House have a great capacity for listening before jumping
to conclusions, for respecting different opinions and
for avoiding name calling and rude interruptions -
(Interjection)- Mr. Deputy Speaker, | said, as a rule.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | want to say, as | said in my
first address to the Speech from the Throne, that we
are proud of the fact that we have at this point in our
history the only woman Speaker in any government
across this country. We are encouraged by her
determination to achieve some order, decorum and
human courtesy in this House. | hope that she will never
hesitate to remind all members in this Chamber that
this is not a neighbourhood sandbox.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Speech from the Throne is
about human decency, about justice and fairness. It's
about fairness, Mr. Deputy Speaker, for all Manitobans:
fairness for women, fairness for visible minorities,
fairness for all disadvantaged groups. It reflects our
determination to build a society that is truly rich with
our diversities, truly open to all opportunities, and truly
free of intolerance, racism and sexism.

Just as | was disappointed that members opposite
have said little about equality for women, | am
disappointed that they have said absolutely nothing
about the issues facing our ethnocultural communities.
| hope that absence of any comment, a failure to raise
the issues of those important communities at any point
since this Session opened is not a reflection, is not an
indication, that members opposite believe that our
cultural diversity, our heritage, is not important. | urge
members opposite, if that is the case, to reconsider
their approach and to consider the words of a Manitoba
author by the name of Maara Haas. To paraphrase her,
let me say the following. Forget your heritage never.
It goes where you go. It sleeps where you sleep. Brush
your teeth, and the memory stays in your mouth. Wash
your hands, and it’s there in every pore of your body
and soul.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, it’'s our commitment to respect
the cultural diversity of our province, and to remember
that it is impossible to forget our roots and our heritage.
Our commitment to changes which will benefit all of
society must include our assurance that, when our
visions and our voices are raised in the economic, social
and political decision-making processes, all of our
visions, all of our beliefs and all of our voices participate.
| believe, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that this is one of the
great challenges of our time.
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The nature, Mr. Deputy Speaker, of the debate on
a multicultural society has changed dramatically in
recent times. Manitoba communities, in particular the
Manitoba Intercultural Council, have emphasized that
multiculturalism means much more than festivals,
museums and artifacts, and recognizes the importance
of the preservation of our history and our heritage, but
asserts that all of us are committed to ensuring equality
of economic and social opportunity in every aspect of
our society.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, a day does not pass in this
country whenwe do not hear of some incident of racism,
when we do not hear about anti-Semitic gestures,
generalizations about Native peoples, broad sweeping
statements about Filipinos, Chinese or Vietnamese or
about immigrants taking away jobs from Canadians.
I'm sure members opposite were as appalled as | was
this week when one of our “leading newspapers”
headed an article that ethnic clubs, in very general
terms, were involved in illegal gambling.

We reject that kind of broad-sweeping generalization,
and call upon all institutions in our society to respect
our cultural differences and to translate that respect
into action on all fronts. Because knowing that racism
does exist provides the challenge for all of us, for
government, for the ethnocultural community and for
society as a whole, to raise those issues to the top of
our political agendas and to ensure that special and
sensitive programs and activities are put in place to
address them.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, in that context, my colleagues
and | are deeply distressed with the federal news of
a tightening up of Canada’s immigration policy. This
movement to close our doors to the many refugees
who looked to Canada as a country with an exemplary
reputation for taking in those people in our global village
who require refuge from political or economic
prosecution is a disheartening regression in Canadian
history.

This new federal policy, Mr. Deputy Speaker, has once
again resurrected those myths | had believed were long
buried, the attitude that an open-door policy only takes
jobs away from Canadians, and the fact that the ever-
present veneer of racial intolerance is never very far
below the surface.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Government of Manitoba
has long recognized that Manitoba, like the rest of
Canada, needs people and that our immigration policies
should recognize the success of those who built this
country and eased the way for new arrivals who will
help us shape our future.

The challenges facing all of us are awesome, but
what gives me great encouragement is that in tackling
the task ahead we have a solid foundation already in
place here in Manitoba, a solid foundation upon which
we can build.

We have come to recognize the government’s
responsibility in all of this policy area is to ensure that
we in Manitoba have a defined and a meaningful
multicultural policy. With responsibility for
multiculturalism in this province, | believe that the
development of this policy begins with a basic
commitment to a shared understanding of a
multicultural society, and demands based on cultural,
racial and linguistic diversity, as well as a commitment
to economic and social integration.
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Third Legislature. | would particularly like to
congratulate the new Lieutenant-Governor who | am
sure will serve his office with dignity and pride, as he
did serve in this Legislature many years ago.

| noticed that in the Throne Speech, on the first page,
they highlighted the visit of one Mr. Rick Hansen, the
Man in Motion Tour. And | will tell you, Madam Speaker,
it was a moving experience for me to be in the Winnipeg
Arena when he arrived there and everybody stood and
acknowledged the tremendous feat that this young man
was undertaking, the perseverance, dedication, his
ability to draw to the attention of everybody the plight
of the disabled. | was also fortunate to be in the Virden
Arena on the night of February 1 when he arrived there,
and the community, through various organizations,
presented him with some $11,500, a very strong effort
on the part of that community, and a community that
should be congratulated for raising that kind of money.

But | was somewhat disappointed the next day, in
Elkhorn, February 2, when Mr. Rick Hansen was leaving
the Province of Manitoba. | was proud to be there,
many other people were there, and we were very proud
to participate in that farewell from Manitoba. But | was
disappointed in the fact that nobody showed up from
the government to wish that man farewell from this
province.

A MEMBER: We were at the opening, . . .

MR. G. FINDLAY: You were at the opening; the Deputy
Premier was at the entrance to Manitoba . . .

A MEMBER: Why weren't you there?

MR. G. FINDLAY: It wasn’t in my riding. In my riding
lattend, and | am not the government. On the program,
the Minister of Urban Affairs was scheduled to be
present that day. The Minister of Urban Affairs did not
show up for the ceremony, but they quickly had a press
release out on the wire that he couldn’t leave the city
because there was a bit of a storm on. But that didn’t
stop a small plane with four people from the City of
Winnipeg, who were organizers of that tour, including
one Peggy Hayes, who is a paraplegic, coming from
Winnipeg on a plane that day and participating in that
farewell.

Madam Speaker, in the first question period this
Session, | raised a question to the Minister of Agriculture
about the crisis in agriculture. He acknowledged that
there was a crisis, Madam Speaker, but further on in
the questioning he refused to call the Agriculture
Committee into session. Subsequently, we called for
emergency debate which you refused; we called the
question and the government voted against this
emergency debate, and | find that very distressing,
Madam Speaker, because our agriculture community
is, indeed, in a crisis situation.

The Minister acknowledged that the net realized
income of farmers will drop 21 percent this year, and
this was calculated by Agriculture Canada before the
Canadian Wheat Board announced that because of the
outlook for world prices of grain the initial price should
drop an additional 20 percent. And my leader, in his
response to the Speech from the Throne, indicated that
- and he’s very right - if any other segment of society
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was to face this sort of reduction in net realized income
there would be a hue and cry, the Legislature would
be in turmoil, the government would be acting. But,
since this is agriculture they sit back, fold their arms,
bash the feds, say we do nothing, and think that that’s
an adequate answer. Excuses, excuses.

Madam Speaker, all we called for was to have a
debate about bringing the Agriculture Committee in
this Session so that the farmers, the affected people
in the Province of Manitoba, could come forward. |
called for the opportunity for farmers to speak, their
organizations, the Chamber of Commerce from the
small towns, and the small businessmen the opportunity
to come forward and express the situation that they
are in.

Yesterday, the Minister responsible for Natural
Resources made fun of the fact that | said the Chamber
of Commerce should come forward because, certainly,
at some point in time in the past the Chamber of
Commerce, a couple of years ago, said agriculture didn’t
need any support. But | defy him to go out and say
to any Chamber of Commerce in rural Manitoba that
they wouldn’t support agriculture today, given the
opportunity to speak for them, and | find that deplorable
that any Minister would take that position, especially
when he represents a rural riding.

Madam Speaker, after all the members on the
government side voted against that motion, after that,
the Member for Lac du Bonnet in his address made
some statements, very similar to what | was mentioning
when | suggested we needed an emergency debate,
and | would like to quote what he said: “‘Agriculture
is an industry that we are very proud of; agriculture is
at the crossroads. The loss of the family farm is a
serious thing. We, as a society, must find a way to
restore the vitality of the most important industry. While
prices have dropped, input costs have not.” Madam
Speaker, those are the things that we've been saying.

The Member for Lac du Bonnet agrees that that’s
the problem, yet, he votes against the opportunity for
people to come forward from the rural community and
speak to us.

Later on in his address he highlighted the point that
he has just lost his last implement dealership in his
riding. Madam Speaker, that's really where the crunch
is. The farmers are in trouble and everybody knows
that. The farmers will find a way to survive, but will a
small businessman in our small communities, and the
jobs that they create, will they survive? | think not,
Madam Speaker, not in sufficient proportion to keep
the economy of Manitoba healthy. And | will assure
you, Madam Speaker, as | will all members of this House,
that the Member for Lac du Bonnet has no implement
dealers; | still have nine in my riding now and | am
fighting to keep those nine there because they supply
very valuable service to all the residents of my riding
and the surrounding area.

Madam Speaker, when | talk about the agriculture
crisis, really we're thinking of jobs, jobs that are out
there now that we're trying to retain. And in the Speech
from the Throne there was a mention made of wanting
to create more jobs. Whatwe are trying to bring forward
is @ mechanism to get the province involved with the
Federal Government, as our other provinces in Western
Canada become involved in trying to retain the existing
jobs, not let them disappear and then try to come up
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Madam Speaker, I'm glad to see that initiative is taking
place but it’s long overdue.

Madam Speaker, one other thing | would like to touch
on very briefly is the impact of Bill No. 4, The Family
Farm Protection Act. We argued about what that act
would do to the family farm if it was proclaimed, and
we have seen through various press releases from
organizations and in talking with directors of credit
unions what is taking place. For the majority of family
farms the reality we addressed last Session is
happening. There is an increased cost in credit for those
under highest risk. There is a reduced amount of credit
available. The Minister of Agriculture says that’s due
to market forces. | agree, it’s partly due to market
forces, but it’s certainly due to legislation that restricts,
especially the credit unions ability to collect on
collateral. Without question, the directors of credit
unions have told me that it has decreased the appraised
value that farmers can borrow for on a mortgage.

Madam Speaker, the government seems to have lots
of money to spend on full-page ads in The Co-operator
of February 12, saying there was new help for the
Manitoba farmers in financial crisis, The Family Farm
Protection Act. But, Madam Speaker, when you read
this, it says: “Farmers who are facing foreclosure will
now receive fair and consistent treatment. A financial
situation cannot bring a foreclosure proceeding on a
family farm without first applying to the court. When
the board is not able to negotiate a solution, the case
will then be referred to the courts.” A person reading
that who is in financial trouble will say, oh good, I'm
going to be protected. There’s no way they can get
me now.

What the ad fails to tell them, Madam Speaker, is
that The Family Farm Protection Act applies only to
land. It doesn’t protect them from losing their equipment
or livestock. Then | ask you, Madam Speaker, what
happens if the courts decide to grant the institution
leave to continue the foreclosure? That is not mentioned
in the ad. So there is a bit of false advertising as to
what power The Family Farm Protection Act has to
protect people in all instances.

Madam Speaker, could you give me my time again,
please?

MADAM SPEAKER: The honourable member has 10
minutes.

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

Very quickly, | would like to give you some facts and
figures as to what the Manitoba farmer really is facing
today as he tried to prepare to plant a crop in 1987.
If we look at the history of grain prices - and | take
the average grade that most farmers can produce in
Manitoba, No. 2 Red Spring Wheat. In 1980, when you
took the initial plus final payment that farmers received,
they got $5.63 a bushel;’81, $5.05 a bushel;’82, $4.77
a bushel;’83, $4.80 a bushel;’84, $4.65 a bushel;’85,
$3.80 a bushel; ‘86, $3.00 a bushel; ‘87, it looks like
$2.60 a bushel. Madam Speaker, that’'s a 51 percent
drop in the export price of grain. When you look at
the ability of farmers to survive under that, you've got
to give them a lot of credit for having survived this
long.

We have gone through a period of five to six to seven
years of declining wheat prices, so this is no new
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emergency, Madam Speaker. It's been a developing
thing over a period of time, and I've tried to outline
today that we have repeatedly tried to bring this to the
government’s attention.

When | look at publications from Manitoba
Agriculture, when they try to tell farmers, look at your
costs. Figure out your costs of producing a bushel of
wheat, growing an acre of barley. When you look at
the operating costs that they put forth on paper - and
most farmers would agree that these costs are darn
accurate. These are put out by economists from
Manitoba Agriculture. The operating costs are around
$80 an acre for such things as seed, fertilizer, chemicals,
fuel, crop insurance and so on.

But those farmers also have to live. They have to
have something to live on. They have some certain
depreciation on land and equipment that they’'ve got
to worry about. They've got taxes to pay, and they may
have to pay rent on that land or a small amount of
mortgage on the land that they operate. Those fixed
costs are at least for an additional $40 an acre. So
there they’ve got a cost of production of at least $120
an acre, and I'm not putting all the costs in for
depreciation.

If you take a basket of grain that the average
Manitoba farmer can produce this year and take the
projected prices that appear to be fuirly realistic now
in terms of what we're going to get from the world
market, the best the farmer can hope to gross from
his farm is $80 an acre, Madam Speaker. He is way
short of coming to a break-even point. Without doubt,
| can say that at least 80 percent of our farmers stand
to lose money on pretty well every acre of crop they
grow this year. That is a depressing situation.

It’s going to have a lot of impact on all the people
they buy goods and services from: the fuel dealer, the
chemical dealer, the fertilizer dealer, the farm implement
dealer, because what are farmers going to do? | can
assure you, Madam Speaker, they are going to find a
way to survive. They are going to do things to make
their farm operate, but it's going to cost jobs in all our
small towns. It's going to cost jobs in the City of
Winnipeg, and | think there needs to be some real
recognition of this serious situation.

Before | wind up, Madam Speaker, | would like to
draw your attention to the actions of the Manitoba Beef
Commission since last Session. On September 23, 1986,
the Manitoba Beef Commission sent this letter to all
their 5,000 contract holders. | will read very quickly.
This is to all MBC participants, all 5,000 people received
this letter:

“It is becoming evident that a small number of
contract holders . . . - now the reader is wondering,
obviously, they are talking tome - ““. . . are attempting
to avoid paying premiums into the Manitoba Beef
Stabilization Fund, now that favourable cattle prices
preclude a deficiency payment.” And in big bold letters,
“This practice will not be tolerated,” a threatening
statement if ever | heard one. ‘A system is now in place
to ensure this minority group will not weaken the plan
that has proven so beneficial to Manitoba’s cattle
producers.” In big bold letters, ‘“We now have the legal
authority to act.” Madam Speaker, they sent this to
5,000 contract holders.

Let me read the statistics that came back some four
months later to indicate how many farmers out of the
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direction, a sudden flurry of saying everything that's
gone before is wrong, and everything that’s going to
come is going to be perfect and better. No, it's a policy,
a direction, that has been built over the past few years.
It's a multi-pronged policy direction; it's a stabilizing
policy direction and it's a constructive policy direction,
because | think nothing typifies a Throne Speech of a
government more than saying that it’s giving the
blueprint for how to build towards a vision, towards a
fairer, stronger province, linking social and economic
policy and preserving farm communities.

We’'ve heard a lot of talk about farm communities;
again the suggestion being that somehow this side of
the House doesn’t take seriously the current threats
and pressures. As | reflect on that, Madam Speaker,
| can’'t help but think of the numbers of policies, the
impassioned speeches made in this House by the
Minister of Agriculture as he’s attempted to share with
all of us what the currentproblems are in the agricultural
sector, what solutions are within the grasp of the
Province of Manitoba, and what ones must rightly be
shouldered by a Federal Government.

Madam Speaker, the Throne Speech also talks about
preserving vital services. There is a myth, a feel, that
somehow when governments are in tough times and
deficits are a fact of life, that what we should do is cut
the services to people, that somehow theyre a frill,
they’re unimportant, they’re secondary, and that we
must get the economic growth going again and then
we’ll think about those frivolous things called services.

Madam Speaker, the Throne Speech says very clearly,
very strongly, very straightforwardly, that that is not
our approach, that we see the vital services and the
economic development as equally important, and in
that steady-as-you-go, stable, purposeful movement
that we see throughout all the programs, that is the
approach that we are taking.

People talk about fairer tax somehow not being
appropriate in a Throne Speech. But if you think why
do we talk about fair tax? Why do we talk about the
context of federal-provincialrelations and how taxation
fits into that? It's because, Madam Speaker, realistically
dealing with the problems, the policies of a Provincial
Government, we must acknowledge that we live in a
federal state, and that in a federal state some of the
power and responsibility is at the national level, some
is at the provincial level. It would be foolish of us just
to ignore what went on at the federal level, not to have
any ideas as to how that policy could improve or be
better, and just keep our blinkers on and our eyes
down and our nose to the grindstone just looking at
our own little bailiwick, because the context within which
we live today, Madam Speaker, is not just a provincial
context.

Anyone concerned about the agricultural issue and
the farm plight must know full well that there are only
some parts of that issue that are really amenable to
action at the provincial level. Many of them require
federal action, but a good many of them require
international change, international action, and it’s foolish
of us to look at any of these issues in a narrow or a
shallow way.

Madam Speaker, the tax issue relates to how the
total country raises enough money to do what is
necessary and how it distributes that money. It would
be remiss of anyone who was a serious politician not
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to talk about what we think is the fair way to raise tax
and to spend tax. We believe that in Canada today the
growing disparity between the poorer members of the
community and the better-off members of the
community has been growing at a rate that is not
understood, that is invisible, but that threatens to
jeopardize the very gains we have made in this nation
of ours.

Madam Speaker, we have had a lot of programs and
we have had a Federal Liberal Government who for 40
years talked about using the tax system not just to
fund vital services and to bring about balanced
development across the country, but to redistribute
wealth, to see that everyone had some basic floor of
services. What has been the result of 40 years of a
Liberal approach? Quite frankly, when | look at the
distribution of wealth and income of families in Canada
and look at the extent to which it has not improved -
as a matter of fact, it's gotten worse in 40 years of
Liberal rule - and it certainly is accelerating in that
widening of the gap under a few years of Progressive
Conservative rule.

| think it is the No. 1 issue for us to speak about as
a New Democrat Government in the provincial setting
because if we don’t get change at the federal level in
the way taxes are raised and the way they are targeted
back to people in necessary programs, we run the risk,
Madam Speaker, of increasing percentages of our
people opting out or being dropped out, pushed out
of participation in our community.

Talk of hunger, talk of the homeless, talk of people
who suffer from poverty - | hear a lot just on the issue
of abuse - and people think that somehow we can solve
all the abuse in society without dealing with the poverty
issues. But, Madam Speaker, one of the prime causes
of abuse between people is the disillusionment, the
hopelessness, the frustration and the anger that come
out of living in poverty circumstances.

Madam Speaker, I'd like to just read some figures
into the record about the income and wealth distribution
in Canada, just to demonstrate how grossly unequal
Canada has become - Canada, the country that we
have all prized as a place where the ordinary person
gets a fair deal and surely no one has ever talked about
absolutely equal distribution - but, Madam Speaker,
when you see the maldistribution that's occurring, and
the screams of outrage from the people who have
access to the greater wealth whenever we talk about
a tax or a program or a credit or something that is
going to help the people at the bottom; maybe it's
minimum wage, maybe it’s social assistance rates,
maybe it's subsidized public housing, maybe it’s social
services, howls of outrage from various groups like the
Federation of Independent Business and some of these
groups that can never see the overall issue.

Let me just give you these figures, Madam Speaker.
If you take straight income, the bottom fifth of the
Canadian population have 6.1 percent of the income;
the next fifth, 12.3 percent; the middle group, 18
percent; the fourth group, 24.1 percent; and the top
group, 39.5 percent, Madam Speaker, of income.

What'’s the picture in relationship to wealth? Wealith
is that cumulative power that an individual has to
influence their opportunity and their access to so many
things in our community. Madam Speaker, when you
look at the wealth maldistribution, instead of the bottom
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20 percent getting 6.1 percent of the total pie, they
are at minus .3 percent. That means they're in deficit
position. That’s the situation some of the farm families
are finding themselves in, not for precisely the same
reason but they are somewhat connected.

The second group, Madam Speaker, 2.4 percent of
the total wealth; the middle group, 9.3 percent; the
fourth group, 19.8 percent; and here is the shocker.
The top 20 percent of the population of Canada controls
68.9 percent of the wealth.

MR. D. ORCHARD: Ranting, raving socialist.

HON. M. SMITH: | welcome that epithet. If calling for
justice and a fair distribution of our common wealth
is a ranting, raving Socialist, I'm proud of the label
because | find this kind of maldistribution links to every
social problem that | have to deal with. It links to the
abuse problems; it links to the child and family
problems; it links to the farm problems and the farm
family problems that we have heard so much about
already.

We've talked again about the importance of looking
at federal-provincial relations to understand the context.
It's not a question of blaming the feds. It's a question
of realistically understanding the Federal Government
or country that we live in and what is the appropriate
responsibility at the respective levels? Now what do
we find with our current government and their approach
in trying to get balance and fairness and regional
development into the country?

Here is a breakdown of the procurement by the
Government of Canada throughout Canada in the years
1983 to 1986, just to give you some notion of their
sense of fairness, and government procurement is one
way that a government can influence development in
the different regions. B.C., .3 billion; the Atlantic
provinces, 1.45 billion; Ontario, .45 billion; Quebec, 1.93
billion; and lumped in with all of the others, .1, that's
where Manitoba is, somewhere hidden in that tiny little
amount.

Now that sort of figure, granted you'd have to
compare it to what predated it and what the capacity
of the different regions were to supply, but | suspect
if you go into those types of issues, you're going to
find that the possibility was there for much more fairness
and fair distribution of that procurement across this
country.

Madam Speaker, the context within which we operate
and | hope that the agricultural people pay due account
to this, it's also an international context. We hear a lot
of talk about trade. We hear a lot of talk about trade
vis-a-vis our partner to the south. But how much do
we hear, Madam Speaker, about the total trade and
finance system within which we operate internationally?
Are we trying to just corner our little bit of security
and forget about what happens to everyone else? How
often has this north-south, continental-type of trade
deal in North America ever been related to what’s going
on in the rest of the world? | think that it behooves all
of us to try to develop some kind of perspective, work
on the same notion of trying to bring the very poorest
nations up and not bankrupt them all with debt. It's
sortof wealth redistribution on the international plane.

Now people say that’'s a crazy theory, but the way
I figure it is if you have the nations as well as the people
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closer together in income, these people here are going
to be able to purchase more and these people are
going to have markets for what they produce and the
total volume of economic activity and benefit will be
larger, Madam Speaker. To me that’s sensible
economics and | think that if we could take those kind
of models and apply them internationally, nationally
and in our own province, we would be further ahead.
| think it's that type of balanced fairness that we are
trying to build into our social and economic programs
to the extent a Provincial Government can. Let us not
mistake the fact that when you’re a province in a federal
system like Canada, there are some things that you
cannot do alone.

Now if members opposite choose to interpret our
dealing with those issues as fedbashing or blaming,
they are making that interpretation. From our point of
view, we're trying to set out the realistic information
as to what the real opportunities and threats or barriers
are to running the business of the Province of Manitoba
and then we’re deriving our policies from that
information.

| don’t know that | have much confidence that the
Federal Government is heading in a direction that |
choose to go in. So far, the tax reform we’ve seen has
been to free up more monies and resources for the
people who already had the lion's share and
progressively, by de-indexation and increased rates of
tax, removing the capacity of the people at the lower
end.

Madam Speaker, given that crazy direction, that
unjust direction, a province like ours has to steer the
best course it can, but of course we could do better
if the Federal Government came to their senses and
developed fairer, more balanced programs throughout
the country.

It's very interesting that even the repentant Liberals
in their struggle for national power - and I'm sure they're
going to be working very, very hard up to the next
election - are still choosing to talk about senate reform
and guaranteed income, not bad notions in and of
themselves, but | haven’t heard one word from them.

| haven’t heard one word from their leader, Mr. Turner,
on tax reform. It was Mr. Turner’s tax reform in the
early Seventies that started to get us into the deficit
path at the national level; in the early Seventies by
moving the tax brackets up with inflation, he did nice
things for the people who had to pay taxes because
their rates didn’t take bigger and bigger chunks of their
income and that looked just great. Unfortunately, he
forgot to consider that the expenditures were inflating,
and you all remember that period of 1982 when what
was going to close the gap? Huge revenues from the
oil sales in Alberta. Talk about putting all your eggs in
a mega-basket! And then we know what happened
there. Because of an international change, that whole
economic and financial policy feil apart. Madam
Speaker, to this day, | haven’t heard any recognition
of that factor, or of the inequality that developed in
Canada under Liberal rule in any of their political
statements.

Madam Speaker, what do we hear from our
Opposition? Are we getting response to our Throne
Speech that is thoughtful, critical where appropriate,
but which offers real alternatives? Madam Speaker, |
haven’t heard it. | do recall the general pattern of
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approach to the affairs of the province. Wasn't it during
the last election that we were getting that policy of
spend more, tax less, and cut the deficit? Do you
remember that formula? It was a great-sounding
formula. The trouble was, it never could work; it never
would work.

(Mr. Deputy Speaker in the Chair.)

We heard a speech about the agricultural crisis.
Where have you been for the last years when our
Minister of Agriculture has been talking about the plight
of the poor farmers and developing appropriate
programs? He has been talking about, well very basic,
soil and water quality. He has been talking about credit
and the problem of the little farmer; he’s been talking
about the cost of input. He has been talking about crop
insurance -(Interjection)- talking and developing the
programs. We have a program for each one of those
issues. When you add up the so-called Alberta and
Saskatchewan contributions to agriculture, you know,
the great $1.2 billion from Saskatchewan spread over
four years, loan, it’s really an interest subsidy that nets
out at $600 per farmer. Do you know that the Interest
Rate Relief Program alone was a $5,000 grant and a
loan apiece.

MR. F JOHNSTON: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I'm sure that
the Minister who is just speaking would not want to
leave on the record what she has just said. The
information that she is providing about Saskatchewan
is absolutely inaccurate.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: No member should interrupt
any speaker on the floor unless it is on a point of order.

HON. M. SMITH: Mr. Deputy Speaker, | think the painful
truth is really not too comfortable. When you start to
compare the Manitoba record in dealing with this
depression we've had, changing world conditions, a
Federal Government that hasn’t been giving us
economic leadership and, you know, you like to
comprare us to the other two provinces to the west.
Wait till you see their balance sheets in terms of deficit
and expenditures and revenues. The management and
the level headedness and the balance in social and
economic programs that you have here in Manitoba
should make you very proud to be a Manitoban.

Now we do have a very severe farm crisis, particularly
for the third-lowest group of farmers. What do you
suggest? Is it another question of, give money when
times are tough but no input when times are back?
What do you think we’ve been talking about for years
about beef stabilization, hog stabilization, marketing
board supply management, all the things that would
acknowledge that all those ups and downs are there
and that the farmer is a sitting duck for having to absorb
the pressure. We've been trying to build in income
support and stabilization programs so that they were
not as vulnerable.

But, Mr. Deputy Speaker, now we’re facing a problem
that has never been faced before by Canada. We are
faced by the fact that our traditional grain markets,
for good reasons, are drying up - for good reasons.
India and China are now food self-sufficient. From their
point of view, that’'s an excellent achievement. From
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our point of view, it means major crop diversification,
reorientation -(Interjection)- well | think it’s nice to hear
some fresh thinking and some new approaches. But
seriously, there is not going to be just a temporary
holding game in this case. We can’t count on those
same markets coming back, so it's going to take your
input as well as ours, markets and prices, prices that
help to cover the cost of input.

| thought you were interested in the farm crisis. |
thought you were worried about how a third of the
farmers in Manitoba are finding that their inputs cost
more than what they get. Somehow, we want to keep
those farm communities alive and that we, as public
policy people, want to find the best way to do it. Don’t
you care about that group of farmers? -(Interjection)-
and what are you proposing as constructive programs?

| was interested to hear the Leader of the Opposition
quoting something about leaner, meaner, in relationship
to our government or our Premier. It was interesting
to speculate on where he got those words from, not
from any actual statement, not from any factual
information, but from a newspaper headline. That’s the
level of analysis and criticism we are getting opposite.

You know, we talk about fairness and caring, and
we talk about sharing and challenges and trying to
stand up and meet them. They are nice words, but we
mean them -(Interjection)- all right, we mean them, and
| think you grossly underestimate the kind of thought
and policy development and expenditure plan on this
side of the House if you think we don’t mean them.
We do mean them and, if you look at program after
program, those are the value criteria that we are using
in designing our programs.

The Leader of the Opposition talks about who will
be disappointed by our particular Speech from the
Throne, but he only mentions one or two groups. Now
the problem we have on our side is we don't see it.
We don’t see the fairness as only serving one group,
rich farmers or businesspeople. We see farmers and
businesspeople as very important, but not the only
people who are important. What we're trying to do is
package the programs so that they are targeted to all
the groups that we get the best we can overall for the
province for all the groups.

| must say, when | heard the shallow sarcasm of the
Leader of the Opposition with regard to our new
member of Cabinet, | was absolutely shocked. The
sensitivity to the problems that the Native folk face in
our province reflected in that type of commentary, if
it’s indicative of the approach to Native people and to
their problems and the challenge they present to all
of us, whether it’s on the social side or the economic
or the constitutional, I'm shocked if that’s the approach.
| really had hoped, on that particular issue, for better.

(Madam Speaker in the Chair.)

We heard talk about the agricultural crisis and, when
we heard about the so-called $1 billion from the Federal
Government to help western farmers, when we found
out a lot of it was going to eastern farmers, | didn’t
hear anyone standing up and saying, is that really a
western program? -(Interjection)- not a lot of it, but a
significant portion is going to the east.

When there was the delay in the payment, we didn’t
hear aword. We heard from our farm member, Madam
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genetic material to produce the varieties and so on for
the future, that that is vitally important. It’s probably
second only to trying to keep the world free of
radioactive hazards. Because, Madam Speaker, the
genetic storehouse of plant material that is found in
seedsis not readily replaceable and to treat it in terms
of efficiency and specialization and standardization as
though it were a mere factory produced item and not
something that is evolved through many, many
generations of plant evolution | think completely misses
the point. Research, yes, but to go the route of plant
breeders’ rights patenting and legislation | think really
is showing a woeful lack of knowledge about the basic
issues involved.

| guess I'm asking members opposite to give the
same depth of analysis and serious attention to how
we solve the problems, not just to picking off peripheral
issues and going at them in a very haphazard way.

Thank you, Madam Speaker.

MADAM SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for
Charleswood.

MR. J. ERNST: Thank you, Madam Speaker. I'm
pleased also to rise and debate on the Speech from
the Throne.

| want to firstly offer my greetings to you, Madam
Speaker, on your return as Speaker of the House, and
| wish you well in the exercising of your impartiality in
that Chair. It is a difficult task, | agree, and | look forward
to that firm and impartial hand throughout the rest of
the Session.

Madam Speaker, | also want to offer my
congratulations to Dr. George Johnson, the new
Lieutenant-Government for Manitoba. Dr. Johnson has
had a long and distinguished career in both public and
private service, Madam Speaker, throughout his lifetime,
and | am certain that he will exercise his own impartiality
and duties with great dignity and aplomb and something
that we will all be proud of.

Madam Speaker, | also want to offer my
congratulations on the appointment of Mr. Justice
Sterling Lyon to the Court of Appeal of Manitoba. Mr.
Lyon was the Member for Charleswood for a great
number of years and in prior times in the House in fact
represented that district under a different name, but
certainly the people of Charleswood respected Mr.
Justice Lyon for his service to the House, both as a
member and as Premier of the province. | wish him
well in his endeavours now with the Court of Appeal.

Madam Speaker, | wish all of the members of the
House an opportunity to work hard and diligently for
the betterment of all Manitobans and to hopefully break
through the log jam of misunderstanding and inability
to comprehend the problems of Manitoba by the
members opposite, so that we have an opportunity to
do something for all of the people.

Madam Speaker, | want also to tell my constituents
of the community of Charleswood that | am here at
their beck and call. | am here to represent them in this
House, as well as to make whatever contributions | can
for my own accord. Certainly, 'm available for them
at any time and they are well aware of that, but | think
ought to be once again reaffirmed perhaps at the start
of each Session.- (Interjection)- That's correct, Madam
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Speaker. | might add that I'm in the process - I'm not
quite finished - but in the process of building a new
home in the constituency of Charleswood, so that | will
be even closer to my constituents and even more ready
to help them with their concerns and their problems.-
(Interjection)- No, 'm moving there as a matter of fact,
as opposed to moving away. Some of the members
opposite have moved away but I've moved there.

Madam Speaker, the Throne Speech, of which we
have heard precious little from members opposite, |
must say, the Throne Speech is tired, not only tired,
it’'s exhausted. It’s intellectually bankrupt, Madam
Speaker, it's hanging on, clinging, if you will; clinging
to the coattails of other programs that have gone on,
initiated by others and of which they are attempting
in their speech to take some credit. It's unfortunate
but they are still clinging to those coattails in a vain
attempt, | think, Madam Speaker, to let people in
Manitoba think that they somehow had some gracious
and large input into that particular program. Madam
Speaker, they're simply along for the ride on a great
many programs initiated by others with some idea and
some vision.

But, Madam Speaker, I'm ashamed, quite frankly. I'm
ashamed that the members opposite would shame the
names of such great Canadians as Steve Fonyo, as
Rick Hansen, as Terry Fox; trying to compare their
government with those great Canadians and the
intestinal fortitude that those gentlemen all provided
for Canadians here. I'm ashamed that they would try
and stoop that low to use that in their speech, Madam
Speaker.

On top of that, the Premier stood up at an event
where | was with Mr. Rick Hansen and said, ‘““We want
to give you a grant from the Province of Manitoba.”
$10,000 from the Province of Manitoba, Madam
Speaker, $10,000, when McDonald’s Restaurant gave
$65,000.00. They took the money from lottery funds.
It wasn’'t taxpayers’ money. The Minister responsible
for lotteries is sitting on $20 million in a slush fund she
hasn’t expended and they gave the princely sum of
$10,000.00. | was also ashamed, Madam Speaker, that
that’s all that our Premier could see fit to extract from
that slush fund they’'ve been holding in the lotteries
account.

But you know, Madam Speaker, it's amazing what
they can do with computers these days. Computers
are the latest technological thing today. The Minister
of Education has them all over his schools. They have
an informational technology centre where you can go
and learn how to operate a computer, Madam Speaker,
but what they've done; they've taken a few tired old
ideas, a few tired old programs, a few programs which
were initiated by somebody else and they ran them
through a computer and what did they do? They
produced 22 pages of a Throne Speech. Just amazing,
Madam Speaker, that that could occur out of that
technology.

| think one of my colleagues indicated earlier that
what it was was pablum and drivel, Madam Speaker,
but it's amazing -(Interjection)- the Member for Kildonan
says, “That’s very childish.” Madam Speaker, let me
say one thing, that | have sat here listening to the debate
on the Speech from the Throne. | haven’t heard one
government Minister from the bench opposite, not one,
get up and defend the Throne Speech, Madam Speaker,
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house, sandwiched between the CPR Yards, the Salter
Street - now the Slaw Rebchuk Bridge - the Main Street
industrial area and Logan Avenue, a great
neighbourhood to have $100,000 houses.

On top of that, and coupled with that particular
program, came the sale of those houses, which the
best they could do was $35,000.00. So, Madam
Speaker, let them not take any great credit. The program
was initiated by a Conservative Government in
Manitoba, supported by and directed by the Member
for St. Norbert; and the changes that were made by
the members opposite, in fact, created more problems
than they solved.

Madam Speaker, Core 2 has come along, and the
Minister for Urban Affairs has announced that particular
program and, again, it is a laudable program as far as
it deals with those problems in the core area and it
remains to be seen whether we're going to see the
kind of botch ups under this particular core program
that we saw under the past, and we’'ll have to wait for
a while to see if that occurs.

But then they decided, and they claim in their Throne
Speech, as well, that the North Portage Development
Program - and there’s a beautiful, big building under
construction all covered with hoarding and there are
very nice roofs coming out of that construction, and
everybody'’s | think excited that we're seeing something
happen on the north side of Portage Avenue; and that
is in the Throne Speech as a great program of the
members opposite.

In case the members opposite weren’t aware, that
program came out of an attempt by the then Minister
of Transportation, the Honourable Lloyd Axworthy,
Member of Parliament, by his action to try and force
a new arena in downtown Winnipeg, and it was the
City Council of the City of Winnipeg who actually turned
that program around, got Mr. Axworthy again onside,
where he really had no other opportunity to go, and
asked the Provincial Government to come along again
for the ride, which they did. But they can’t claim that
this was their initiative; they can’t claim that this is their
great program, Madam Speaker, because it wasn't.
They're simply along for -(Interjection)- the ride.

The Member for Kildonan indicates that it’s not true,
but | lived at that particular issue from start to finish,
and so did the Member for Ellice. The Member for
Kildonan knows not of what he speaks and ought to
keep quiet on the issue, Madam Speaker, unless he
does know something of the facts.

Let me say that the government opposite has no
understanding of the problems of urban Winnipeg. They
have no initiatives in their Throne Speech to solve them;
they have no ideas to improve the situation at all; they
have no vision for the city and its 600,000 people.
They’re simply along for the ride.

The next item we deal with, Madam Speaker, is the
East Yards development. Here’s another great initiative
claimed in the Throne Speech by the Provincial
Government. First of all, in case members opposite
aren’t aware, this issue’s been around for 10 or 15
years. This is not something that just sort of happened
overnight. This issue has been facing Winnipeg for a
long, long time. Certainly ever since I've been in politics,
which is now 14 years, we faced the situation of what
to do with the East Yards. It happens to be a Tory
Government in Ottawa and it finally had enough
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initiative, finally had enough clout with the CNR to say,
look, we're going to do something with that.

The Liberals sat on it for years and years and made
lots of commotion and a lot of platitudes, but it was
a Conservative Government in Ottawa that had took
the initiative and said we're going to make something
of the East Yards, we're going to grab that chance of
a lifetime. We’re going to tell the CNR they can’t have
the property and we're going to create something of
great interest and wonder for the citizens of Winnipeg.

It was Jake Epp, the Minister of Health, and the senior
Minister for Manitoba who took the initiative, the same
Minister and the same Federal Government that the
honourable members across the way continue to bash
on a regular basis. All throughout their addresses to
the Throne Speech, all they could talk about was
bashing the same government who is putting in the
programs and funding those programs that they're
trying to take credit for; so | find it’s a little incongruous,
the actions of the members opposite.

Next they talked about, they want to contribute to
orderly reassessment in the City of Winnipeg. Madam
Speaker, as | have indicated on two or three occasions
in this House already in the early days of the Session,
confusion, misunderstanding and fear reigns among
the taxpayers of the City of Winnipeg over this entire
issue. This is not a laughing matter. They don't
understand the six - now, after the Minister’s
announcement of yesterday - eight classifications of
property. They don’t understand that, Madam Speaker.
They don’t understand differential mill rates; they don’t
understand 1975 levels of value; they don’t understand
the reassessment process; they don’t understand how
tax bills are calculated. All they know is that at the
end of May they're going to get a bill that they have
to pay, and that, Madam Speaker, they don’t know
what it's going to be, because of reassessment, and
that frightens them greatly.

| don’t blame them, but this is the first time that
most homeowners in the City of Winnipeg -(Interjection)-
When the kiddies are finished, Madam Speaker, I'll
continue.

Madam Speaker, this is the first time that many
people, in fact most homeowners in the City of
Winnipeg, have ever experienced reassessment. As a
matter of fact, it hasn’t been done for some
considerable time - 25 or so years - and those who
had it done previously I'm sure have forgotten what
the whole situation was like. They’'ve had public
information meetings in an attempt to explain to those
people what reassessment means to them, and at every
single meeting the taxpayer stands up and says, “Tell
me what my taxes are going to be. That’s what I'm
concerned about. What are my taxes going to be?”

Madam Speaker, they are unable to tell them because
all they can deal with is the question of reassessment.
We’'ve gone through the appeal process question, and
| understand, from an announcement made by the
Minister of Urban Affairs yesterday, after 'm sure
considerable prodding by members on this side and
after considerable prodding by the City Council, have
finally acted at the last minute - because differential
mill rates were in fact going to be set yesterday - now
to create new classes of property, and to say to the
taxpayers of Winnipeg, yes, we'll give you another
opportunity to appeal your assessment, and will
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| heard the same thing from the Minister of Government
Services just a few minutes ago.

Well, let me tell them both, Madam Speaker, that
they know not of what they speak, which is not
surprising, given everything else that has gone on in
this House and everything else, or | should say, nothing
else that was contained in their Throne Speech. Madam
Speaker, he indicated that it was my fault because |
had not taken any action when | was in City Hall. Let
me say this, that bills passed in the Legislature of the
Province of Manitoba froze assessments for the year
past 1980, froze assessments for the years 1981 and
1982, pending the finalization of the Weir Report,
Madam Speaker, which was looking into the whole
question of province-wide reassessment.

Now, Madam Speaker, members opposite, both the
Government House Leader and the Minister of
Government Services should have known that, surely.
But then, Madam Speaker, Bill No. 33 was brought in
by the former Member for Ste. Rose, the then Minister
of Municipal Affairs, in 1982, which froze assessment
after 1982 indefinitely, forever, exactly, Madam Speaker.

As a member of the then City Council, as a member
of the then official delegation of the City of Winnipeg,
we lobbied the then Provincial Government, members
opposite, to not do that, to not pass that bill, to not
freeze assessments for that period of time and they
chose to ignore those pleas, Madam Speaker, and did
it anyway. But the members should have known that.
Both the Government House Leader and the Minister
of Government Services know not of what they speak
and ought to hold, Madam Speaker, their comments
until they find out the facts and bring them before the
House then.

Not only that, Madam Speaker, their orderly and
controlled system of assessment - they rushed in a bill
at the last minute at the last Session in order to provide
for classification. Unfortunately, it was not a planned
program. From the very beginning of the Session,
Madam Speaker, when | came to this House, crutches
and all, | stood up here and | questioned the Ministers
at that time as to whether they were going to deal with
that whole question of tax shifts in the City of Winnipeg,
and it took them until September before they did any
action at all.

A MEMBER: [t was tough to stand up then, too, wasn’t
it?

MR. J. ERNST: That's right, certainly, for 40 minutes
it was tough to stand.

Madam Speaker, in addition to that, they had the
White Paper. They've a stronger commitment to the
City of Winnipeg as they bring forward a White Paper
to deal with the whole question of action.

Now, Madam Speaker, there was a Committee of
Review appointed two or three years ago, | believe, to
deal with this question, and they went through public
hearings and they had meetings and they met with
people and they produced a very nice report which has
been largely ignored in the White Paper. But, in any
event, they went through the motions of trying to deal
with change, with adjustments that are long, long
overdue.

As a matter of fact, Madam Speaker, | stood up in
this House during the Urban Affairs Estimates and
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during question period in the last Session, and urged
the Minister to deal with at least part of those
recommendations immediately because the 1986
Municipal Election was coming. But, no, it was not dealt
with, and what has happened now is that we have a
White Paper and the fact that those problems which
should have been acted upon immediately have, in fact,
now been deferred virtually for another three years.

Even at that time, they could have had the option
of extending, Madam Speaker, the term of the City of
Winnipeg Council for a further year in order to
implement those things, but they chose not to do that
and chose to let those inequities carry on for another
three years, and | think that doesn’t really demonstrate
a strong commitment to a stronger Winnipeg.

Let’s look, Madam Speaker, at the basic tenets of
the White Paper. Now, the first of those tenets is
‘‘autonomy to determine its own administrative
structure.”” Now, that sounds real good. That sounds
like all of a sudden they are going to be let out of the
barn, they are going to be off and running, and they’ll
be allowed to deal with all of their problems.

But, Madam Speaker, they have been doing that for
some considerable period of time, in case anybody
didn’t really notice that the City of Winnipeg, by and
large, operates under its own administrative structure
now. Madam Speaker, there isn’t anything a great deal
different about it, but maybe it fits in with the whole
concept of the Throne Speech which really isn't very
much of anything anyway.

Madam Speaker, they also talk about a clear
responsibility for planning and zoning matters. Now,
normally that would be a strong position. The City of
Winnipeg should be clearly responsible for planning
and zoning matters on their own. Certainly, they should.
Normally, it would be a strong position, strengthened
control by council, and recognize their knowledge and
ability. No, Madam Speaker.

But then they slip in a little hooker on the side -
pardon the expression. Madam Speaker, they slip in
a little hooker on the side that says, “‘only if it's okay
with the province.” Now, on the one hand, they say
we're going to have a stronger Winnipeg and we are
going to give you planning authority and we are going
to let you do your own thing; and, on the other hand,
they say so long as it’s okay with us. So, Madam
Speaker, what kind of a commitment is that? It's not
much of a commitment.

Later on, it says, “‘The province plans to strengthen
its role regarding growth and development in the urban
area,”” Madam Speaker, and it also says, ‘‘The
government proposes to develop land use and
environmental policies for the City of Winnipeg,” and
at the same time says, ‘‘clear responsibility for the City
of Winnipeg in the planning process.’”’ Madam Speaker,
they’re talking out of both sides of their mouth.

The government proposes to assume a more active
role in the development and approval of the Greater
Winnipeg Development Plan. They want to control
suburban development. On the one hand, we have the
Minister of Urban Affairs, the Minister of Finance and
other Ministers stand up in the benches across, Madam
Speaker, and say, ‘‘We’re happy that economic
development in Manitoba is going along so great. We've
got all these housing starts, business is booming in
Manitoba, and we're doing well.” On the one hand,








