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Friday, November 4, 1988

assure Manitobans today of the completeness of this
year's program on Manitoba’s roads?

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): The
Government of Manitoba, | can assure the Honourable
Member, is diligently acting on the initiatives that we
will be proposing. | can assure the Honourable Member
that we see the urgency of such measures just as much
as he does in the interests of all Manitobans. For the
benefit of the safety of Manitobans, we indeed are
working very hard on this project.

Impaired Drivers
Licence Suspension

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): In terms of new
initiatives, has the Attorney-General considered
lengthening the mandatory provincial driver’s licence
suspension which now stands at only three months for
a first offence on top of the federal suspension, and
has he considered building in a provincial fine for getting
your driver’s licence back on top of the demerit points
and on top of the federal minimum fine for a first
offender? Again, | think it isimperative that the Attorney-
General, and the Attorney-General has said he realizes
this, get tough with drunk drivers. These are initiatives
that | would suggest, and has the Attorney-General
considered them?

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): | remind the
Honourable Member that it was the Progressive
Conservative Party that came forward during the
election campaign with the proposed initiatives in this
particular area. | appreciate the suggestions the
Honourable Member has made. Our committee will
review those suggestions, along with many others that
we are working on.

Dewar Report
Availability

Mr. Paul Edward (St. James): A new question to the
Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), and | look forward to
action at the earliest opportunity on the drinking and
driving.

The Attorney-General has now had the long-awaited
Dewar Report for over three weeks. He knows that
morale in the Criminal Prosecutions Branch is low. He
knows that the public confidence in the department
was seriously shaken by that incident. This inquiry was
commissioned indeed to deal with just those problems.
When will he be making this long-awaited and very
important report public?

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): As | have
said previously, | have the report, | am reviewing it and
| will be making it public at the appropriate time. |
believe the reaction of the Government to the report
is very important for the future of the department and
for the future perception of the justice system in our
province, as well as the future smooth operation of the
justice system. The matter occupies a considerable
amount of my time. | can assure the Honourable
Member of that, and | will not be rushed in terms of
bringing forward the proper response to the report.
But | can tell the Honourable Member we are working
hard on that.

Victim Impact Report
Availability

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Again, for the Attorney-
General (Mr. McCrae), it was with some interest that
| noticed in the ‘87-88 Annual Report for the Attorney-
General’'s Department that was recently tabled in this
House that the apparent total success of the Victim
Impact Statement Project was mentioned as a highlight,
yet the Attorney-General has been sitting on the
assessment report of this project for over four months
now.

My question is, when will he be getting to this report,
and how long will the victims of crime in Manitoba have
to wait for a definitive decision on the continuation of
this very important statement project?

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): The Victim
Impact Project is a project confined not just for the
Province of Manitoba. That part of the project that is
being conducted or has been conducted in the Province
of Manitoba is one part and must be viewed in the
context of pilot projects going on in other provinces
as well. That assessment is under way, that assessment
of how we can proceed in the future is under way. It
is not a matter of holding on to a report. The work is
still being done.

* (1010)

Native Justice Inquiry
Gag Order Clarification

Hon. James McCrae (Attorney-General): While | am
on my feet, | would like to refer to an issue raised
yesterday in this House and raised in the media,
reference to civil servants appearing before the Inquiry
on Native Justice in Manitoba. There were two people
identified in the newspaper reports as having been
denied the right to appear. That was something they
reported to the Commission of Inquiry. We know now
that the one person was not an employee of the federal
Government but an employee of the band. Now | can
report that the person reported as being an employee
of the Probation Service of my department was indeed
not an employee of the Department of Attorney-General
but a volunteer probation officer.

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for St. James
(Mr. Edwards), with a final supplementary question.

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Getting back to the
project, | invite the Attorney-General to table the
assessment report if he is not sitting on it. It has nothing
to do with lobbying the federal Government with respect
to amendments of the Criminal Code which are required.
| would certainly like to see that report. | am sure many
Manitobans would.

Deputy Attorney-Generai
Acting Status

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Finally for the Attorney-
General, Mr. Speaker, the Attorney-General’s
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of untold stories of political interference. There is a
story yet to be told with respect to that particular Crown.

Mr. Speaker, | can also talk about Flyer Bus paying
someone, some company, millions of dollars to take
that Crown corporation off our hands, and still liabilities
associated with warranty claims that are still hanging
around our necks collectively as Manitobans.

Again within the area of the Communities Economic
Development Fund, and | am not going to move into
this because that is an issue that is being taken up
now by the Provincial Auditor in the sense of a special
audit.

The list goes on and on. It just is not financial
concerns. Manitobans now over the last three years in
particular, but specifically over the last six years, have
a litany of events which has caused them, in my view,
to lose confidence completely in their Crowns. As |
said, the list could go on and on, but it is a sordid,
sorry story. It is a horror story, and it is one that hopefully
can be put behind us after Bill 37 receives support
from the House.

Again | ask the question, Mr. Speaker, is there any
wonder why Manitobans have lost confidence in their
Crowns? Throughout this entire process, on three
occasions, the former Government said that they had
a way to ensure better Crown accountability and Crown
management. | think it is important that we review these
models.

First of all, they were going to set up a Department
of Crown Investments. | can remember the former MLA
for Rossmere, the Minister of Finance at the time, also
then the Minister in charge of the Department of Crown
Investments, when he introduced that legislation saying
that Act would ensure accountability and better review.

Mr. Speaker, that department of Government began
to be wound down in 1986 because it had failed and
indeed, in 1988, one of the first actions that | had on
my desk as a Minister was to make the final payments
with respect to that department of Government, the
Department of Crown Investments. It was a failure.

From there, the former Government moved to the
next model, and that was to have a committee of
Cabinet called the Economic Resources Investment
Committee, ERIC for short. It was going to be a
subcommittee made up of the most senior Cabinet
Ministers. That was presented to the people of Manitoba
as being the watchdog of the Crowns to ensure that
it stayed within its mandates. That was a failure too,
abject in every respect, because it was after the
implementation of that committee of the Cabinet that
the most significantlosses were presented to the people
of Manitoba.

Finally that led to 1987 and the presentation by Crown
accountability legislation, hosted at that time by the
present Leader of the N.D. Party (Mr. Doer), and of
course it had as its main thrust the development of a
public investment corporation management, PICM for
short, a body of bureaucracy. By the fact that it had
five senior Cabinet Ministers, it was going to guarantee
once and for all that Crowns were going to stay within
their mandates, that they would not in any way be taken

off to spend millions of dollars either in a foolish sense
or continue these horrible losses. Mr. Speaker, that
bureaucracy was going to consume $2.5 million a year
once it was fully staffed. It was, of course, trying to
cause greater consistency across the Crowns and that
was probably one of the best features with respect to
that particular legislation.

Mr. Speaker, this is where we found ourselves. We
recognized the problems basically to be these: (1) that
Crown boards need good people, they need competent
people to be appointed to them; (2) that Ministers could
not be part of the boards for which they are responsible;
(3) that the rate-setting mechanism had to be shared
with the public in an open forum; (4) that Ministers
responsible have to be truly responsible.

* (1100)

If parliamentary responsibility is to mean anything,
Ministers who are responsible have to understand not
only their responsibility but their requirements to enact
that responsibility.

Mr. Speaker, Crown corporations, we also felt it was
important that Crown corporations must report to the
public more frequently. We also felt that employees
must have access to someone to report if there are
flagrant breaches of mandates or procedures within
the Crowns. We felt it would also help restore public
confidence in Crowns if community people sat
somewhere as an advisory group or a management
resources group, aside from Government, and we felt
that Crowns must be required to stay within their
legislated mandates.

The fourth item that we tried to weave into this
legislation, we felt that within the public view that
management of Crowns must be divorced from Crown
accountability in an open fashion. That is what we have
attempted to do. We have tried to somehow, in the
public view, separate Crown accountability, the
reporting, and the open and frequent reporting of the
activities of Crown from the sheer responsibility of the
management functions.

Mr. Speaker, these became then the building blocks
of our legislation. We included some aspects of the
former legislation that were deemed to be good. For
the edification particularly of Members of the NDP, we
felt that the conflict-of-interest provisions that had been
included in the former Act, indeed are included in other
Acts across Canada, were worthy and that we would
maintain them.

Also, there were former provisions dealing with the
Audit Committee of the boards as being mandatory.
We felt that they should be maintained. The levy against
the Crowns for the costs of this particular advisory
Crown corporation should continue, and also we felt
that the provision of a labour-management committee,
the continuation of that was a wise feature that had
been contained in the former Act and one that we
wanted to maintain.

We acknowledge these contributions, but they are
a far cry from the Leader of the NDP (Mr. Doer)
yesterday saying in Question Period that 90 percent
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Crown is responsible to the people of Manitoba.
Through the legislative process, they are responsible.
There should be a representative of the 57 of us on
that board and maybe, in due course, an Opposition
Member. Maybe that will happen some day. But
remember, Crowns are created by those of us who
represent the people. Those are our views with respect
to Ministers, and that is the most important point, that
there should be no Ministers on boards.

* (1110)

Powers of the board, boards in our view must be in
control of its own activities as long as they are within
the mandates, as indeed had been given to them by
the people of Manitoba through us, the elected officials.
Therefore, they have to still have the powers to pass
their own by-laws. They have been given that. But again,
it has to be done within the narrow frames of the
mandates. The council that we are proposing will ensure
that they stay within those narrow guidelines.

The revesting of Ministerial responsibility, because
it has become apparent to us and to all Manitobans
through many of the problems associated with Crowns
that Ministers of the Day were sort of abdicating in a
major respect there ministerial authority and
responsibility. We are going to try and again make that
point. The powers of the council, Mr. Speaker, we are
doing away with PICM. The council that we are putting
in place will go through a Minister.

Council’s reports will be forced to be made quarterly,
just as Crown corporations will be expected now to
report quarterly. The council itself will have to report
quarterly, openly, publicly. But beyond that, the Crown
of the various boards and the boards are going to be
expected to report to their Minister after every meeting
so that their Minister knows what is going on, so that
their Minister will be in a position to report publicly
what is going on. That will be the same case with respect
to the council. The Minister in charge of the Crown
Corporation Council will also be expected to be in close
contact with the council after the fact, not sitting in a
day-to-day presence whenever they meet, not being
there, but to be fully informed as to what activities,
what concerns the council may have. In our view, it is
important that Ministerial responsibility be
reestablished.

This council, as | have indicated before, will be called
upon to help orientate new board members. Indeed it
will have a wide spectrum of resource ability. Hopefully,
that will be drawn upon by new members of Crown
corporation boards because the council, again, will
reflect the community values in this respect.

| have indicated before how the members of the
council will be established, and | have reviewed before
the duties of that particular council. Without doubt, and
| cannot say this often enough, one of the most
important responsibilities of the Crown Corporation
Council will be to ensure that Crown corporations
continue their activities, maintain their activities within
their mandates. We have heard the MLA from Lakeside
(Mr. Enns) on several occasions address this particular
point, having been a Minister of Crowns, having sat as

an MLA on Crown boards. Mr. Speaker, it is just
imperative that occur, and of course that will be the
No. 1 responsibility of those appointed people to the
Crown council.

Let us talk, for a moment, Mr. Speaker, with respect
to the public rate approval process. Manitoba Telephone
System, Manitoba Hydro, and MPIC will be expected
to appear or mandated to appear before Public Utility
Boards at any consideration of a rate change. That is
just not only a rate increase, that is a rate change.

Factors to be considered, Mr. Speaker, we have given
the Public Utilities Board some direction as to what
factors are to be considered. Not only are they to look
at financial considerations but, if there are compelling
social factors that can be presented in an argument,
we have mandated the Public Utilities Board to look
at those, to take those into account before they reach
their decision.

We have indicated that a process for multiyear
approval should be there, that it may not be necessary
that every Crown go before the Public Utilities Board
every year. Let us put it a different way. If a Crown
corporation decides that it wants to present to the
Public Utilities Board a plan for rate increases covering
three years, and that is the maximum years that we
have allowed—three years, let us say 5 percent, 5
percent, 5 percent. If the Public Utilities Board in its
wisdom says that that is an acceptable plan to them,
then it would be obvious that the Crown corporation
would not have to come to the Public Utilities Board
in the second or third year, because their plan covering
three years would have been acceptable at that point
in time. To us, that is an important element of the
approval process.

The Public Utilities Board can order refunds, and this
has been an important issue with the Canadian
Consumers’ Association. It is one of three that we have
included within this particular Act as brought forward
by Mr. Peltz in all his roles. We believe that the Public
Utilities Board should be able to seek opinion of either
the Court of Appeal or ask the court to render an
opinion. It is important in our viewpoint that the Public
Utilities Board be able to seek an opinion from the
court with respect to matters that just are not financial
in matter, and we have allowed for this within this Bill.

Bill No. 37 of course, through the Public Utilities Board
process, will provide for independent third-party
approval and the regulation of Hydro, Telephone and
Autopac rates. It will provide for consideration by the
Public Utilities Board, as | have indicated, of compelling
social policy considerations. It will provide for multiyear
reviews and approvals. It will make explicit Public
Utilities Board powers with respect to orders for refund
or compensation to be paid by the corporation, and
will make explicit the Public Utilities Board’s right to
make application for and to receive opinion from the
Court of Appeal.

We feel there are tremendous powers of this Act to
require the named Crown corporations to go before
the Public Utilities Board, but we think it is very
important, for instance, in the case of Manitoba Hydro
that the decision by the Public Utilities Board to allow
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or to deny rate increases, that those decisions be based
not only on the operating cost of Manitoba Hydro but
maybe more importantly the capital plan because, when
you have a corporation like Manitoba Hydro that has
a debt-to-equity ratio of some 98 percent, it is obvious
that if the Government of the Day indicates to Manitoba
Hydro, for instance, given the mandates of that
corporation, given the financial plan that shows there
is some benefit to additional building of a power plant,
by that process of events, rates are automatically down
the road going to be impacted.

* (1120)

It would seem to me, in the context of Manitoba
Hydro, it might be better then that once the Public
Utilities Board is considering rate increases they
obviously then have to consider the capital development
plans of Manitoba Hydro because, of course, rate
increases will flow from there. We have allowed for that
within this Bill.

Within the area of MPIC, the Minister of MPIC (Mr.
Cummings) leads me to believe that within the Autopac
area there are 25,000 rates, rate classifications, rate
areas. No one can expect the Public Utilities Board to
rule on 25,000 rates. That is why, through this legislation,
there will be a direction that the compulsory levels in
the broadest rate areas, hopefully some 25 or however
many those numbers are, will be passed judgment by
the Public Utilities Board.

With respect to Manitoba Telephone System, that
process is well in hand and there is no anticipation of
change there. We have called and we have allowed for
enhanced audit functions. This is one of the prime
objectives and one of the prime responsibilities of the
council, because we are drawing from the community
those people who should be able and, hopefully,
understand financial statements, balance sheets.

Those people who feel that there is something wrong,
they now have the powers not only to report their
concerns to the public, but have the powers to call on
the specific Crowns to investigate some of their financial
matters, to call upon the auditors, the Crown
corporation auditors, to call upon the Provincial Auditor,
if they so choose, to do a special investigation of the
finances of the Crown.

So we have used some of the best material from the
existing Crown Accountability Act introduced by the
former Government in 1987, but we have enhanced
them. We have done it through special audits and
reports. We have done it again through the Audit
Committee. The duties have been spelled out. They
are spelled out into the Act because we take that
function so seriously. It is so important that every Crown
corporation board has developed a subcommittee of
that board that will deal specifically with an audit of
the finances.

This was something we believe was suggested in the
last election by the Leader of the Liberal Party (Mrs.
Carstairs), who felt that there should be greater beef-
up with respect to the auditing function of the boards.
We have provided that within this Bill.

Mr. Speaker, there is one area that we are particularly
proud of and one may want to call this the ‘‘whistle

blower” provision, they may want to call it the ‘“lan
Ferguson’’ clause, but we feel for once that there has
been an opportunity, there is a full opportunity now, |
should say, for individuals working for Crown
corporations who know of something going wrong, they
now have an opportunity. If that word has not been
listened to by either senior management or the Minister
responsible, they now have a body to which to take
that complaint or that concern.

This is not for frivolous matters; this is for legitimate
complaints. They now have a group of people who will
listen. The council, upon listening, will be obliged to
report that publicly on a quarterly basis. Mr. Ferguson—
one can remember the MTX episode—desperately tried
to explain some of the problems and the concerns he
had to senior management. They refused to listen to
him. Nobody would listen to him. There is now in place
a group that not only have to listen but has to report
publicly.

In our view, this provides for a light-year leap with
respect to that openness and accountability. Council
will also be expected to look for early warning indicators
as to maybe something going wrong with respect to
a Crown. Not only will they have access to the audit
reports that have to be done on the boards but, if they
sense something, they will be able to demand special
investigations.

There will be quarterly financial statements that will
be made public now by the boards. There will be a
registry of complaints. That is built into this particular
Bill, again as recommended by Judge Kopstein. The
Public Utilities Board will again now be meeting on a
timely basis with respect to rates. There will be another
opportunity at that particular point in time for the Crown
corporations’ activities to come under scrutiny.

So | think we have done all we could to present, in
an open way, early warning indicators to the people of
Manitoba that possibly something is amiss, something
is going wrong in their Crowns. One of the areas which
we are most proud, Mr. Speaker, is the enhanced public
information. Crown Corporations Council will receive
submissions again from any legitimate employee. Their
reports, all reports will be available for inspection.
Reports referred to committee will be available for
inspection, quarterly financial statements, not only of
the Crowns but of the Crown Corporation Council itself
will be made available to the public.

The registry of complaints by boards, that will be
made available to the public. The registry will be
accessible—pardon me, | have to withdraw one thing—
the registry will be accessible by the council, not by
the public as a whole, but there will have to be a registry
in place. It will be accessible by the council. Mr. Speaker,
in my view, this Act, Bill No. 37, provides for tremendous
enhanced openness.

In the last few moments | have left, | want to address
some of the early criticism | have heard from some
Members opposite. It seems to me at this early date
most of the criticism of the legislation is directed toward
the service committees and the undoing of it. | must
say when we drafted this Bill, | had a pretty open mind
with respect to service committees. To me it was not
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a big issue whether they were in or whether they were
out. | read very carefully Judge Kopstein's remarks
within this area. It seemed to me—and | gave them
very great weight, Judge Kopstein's remarks—I did
because of course we had never commissioned his
investigation of MPIC. It was the former Government.
He made some very strong, profound statements within
this area. | want to repeat again what he said with
respect to service committees.

‘‘Present legislation requires senior management of
the corporation to hold annual public meetings to
explain the objectives of the corporations to receive
suggestions from members of the public regarding the
improvement of service and to receive and investigate
complaints. That process would be a time-consuming
and often unproductive exercise.”

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if the process of
service committees are good that boards will see that
goodness and will, on their own volition, go to the
community as it happened. Indeed, the Telephone
System right today is holding public meetings, and |
am led to believe that 50 to 100 people have been
turning out. Most of them are not there to complain,
are not there to have the objectives of the corporation
explained, but are there mainly with respect to finding
out more regarding the long, the new telephone service
plan.

It seems to me that boards ultimately will do the right
thing in a public sense, that they will go to the public
indeed if they think that there is a benefit in doing so.
Mr. Speaker, nothing in this Bill prevents Crown
corporations from going to the public in any fashion
and holding such meetings.

In our view, to mandate the Crowns to go to the
public in this fashion is not productive in the sense
that it is going to cause another set of meetings, people
who for the most part are going to come there with
complaints that probably should be addressed more
specifically by either their representatives that should
be addressed more specifically at the Public Utilities
Board hearing.

Mr. Speaker, the Members opposite are saying that
they may like to still reintroduce this. Again, | say we
do not have a strong feeling on this, but again in our
view, more legislation for the sake of legislation proves
nothing. It is obvious though to us from this point of
view that this is a very good Bill, because the early
criticisms that have come from the main Opposition
have dealt in one very narrow specific area.

* (1130)

Let me conclude by saying this Bill, in essence, places
Crown corporations at arm’s length from Government
by separating management from accountability. Board
members and management of the Crowns will be
expected to work within the mandate and the strategic
plans of their respective Crown corporations. The
Minister is responsible and the Crown Corporation
Council will be expected to report in an open and
frequent fashion to the public, restoring ministerial
authority and responsibility, and | underline the word
‘“‘responsibility.”

Mr. Speaker, the Government believes, through this
progressive legislation, that public confidence can once
again be re-established in our Crown corporation. The
Government considers this a fulfilment of a major
election commitment. It is proud at this time to be able
to lay before the people of Manitoba Bill No. 37, and
it hopes it can expect the combined support of the
House on this particular, important area of Crown
accountability. Thank you very much.

Mr. Speaker: | would like to inform Honourable
Members that | have some difficulty with the document
which was tabled by the Honourable Member for Flin
Flon (Mr. Storie). It is a document which seems—it is
unsigned and does not seem to be directed to anybody.
Therefore, | am going to follow precedent and | am
going to take it under advisement, and | will come back
to the House. The Honourable Member for St. Johns
(Ms. Wasylycia-Leis), | am sorry, not Flin Flon.

Mr. Reg. Alcock (Osborne): Mr. Speaker, | move,
seconded by the Member for Fort Rouge (Mr. Carr),
that debate on this Bill be adjourned.

MOTION presented and carried.

DEBATE ON THIRD READING
AMENDED BILL

BILL NO. 10—THE COURT OF
QUEEN’S BENCH ACT

Mr. Speaker: Bill No. 10, The Court of Queen’s Bench
Act; Loi sur la Cour du Banc de la Reine, standing the
name of the Honourable Member for Flin Flon (Mr.
Storie). (Stand)

DEBATE ON SECOND READINGS

BILL NO. 8—THE COURT OF
QUEEN’S BENCH SMALL CLAIMS
PRACTICES AMENDMENT ACT

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), Bill No. 8,
The Court of Queen’s Bench Small Claims Practices
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur le
recouvrement des petites créances a la Cour du Banc
de la Reine, standing in the name of the Honourable
Member for Wolseley (Mr. Taylor). Pass? (Agreed) Is
the House ready for the question?

The question before the House is second reading of
Bill No. 8, The Court of Queen’s Bench Small Claims
Practices Amendment Act.

Mr. Jay Cowan (Second Opposition House Leader):
My understanding is the Bill was standing in the name
of the Member for Wolseley (Mr. Taylor). Has he
indicated that he does not wish to speak on the Bill?

Mr. Speaker: Exactly.

Mr. Cowan: Then | move, seconded by the Member
for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak), that debate be adjourned.
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MOTION presented and carried.

Mr. Cowan: We have no right to do that when the
Minister is not here for his own Bill.

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please.

BILL NO. 9—STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT
(RE-ENACTED STATUTES) ACT

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), Bill No. 9,
Statute Law Amendment (Re-enacted Statutes) Act;
Loi modifiant diverses dispositions législatives (Lois
réadoptées), standing in the name of the Honourable
Member of The Pas (Mr. Harapiak). (Stand)

BILL NO. 11—THE CHILD CUSTODY
ENFORCEMENT AMENDMENT ACT

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae) Bill No. 11,
The Child Custody Enforcement Amendment Act; Loi
modifiant la Loi sur I'exécution des ordonnances de
garde, standing in the name of the Honourable Member
for Eimwood (Mr. Maloway). (Stand)

BILL NO. 15—THE COOPERATIVE
PROMOTION TRUST ACT

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), BiliINo. 15,
The Cooperative Promotion Trust Act; Loi sur le fonds
en fiducie de promotion de la coopération, standing in
the name of the Honourable Member for the Interlake
(Mr. Uruski). (Stand)

BILL NO. 21—THE HIGHWAY TRAFFIC
AMENDMENT ACT

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Minister of Highways and Transportation
(Mr. Albert Driedger), Bill No. 21, The Highway Traffic
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant le Code de la route,
standing in the name of the Honourable Member for
Assiniboia (Mr. Mandrake). (Stand)

BILL NO. 27—THE PRIVATE ACTS
REPEAL ACT

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Attorney-General (Mr. McCrae), BillNo. 27,
The Private Acts Repeal Act; Loi abrogeant certaines
lois d’intérét privé, standing in the name of the
Honourable Member for Inkster (Mr. Lamoureux).
(Stand)

BILL NO. 28—THE AGRICULTURE
PRODUCERS’
ORGANIZATION FUNDING ACT

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed motion of the
Honourable Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Findlay), Bill

No. 28, The Agricultural Producers’ Organization
Funding Act; Loi sur le financement d’organismes de
producteurs agricoles, standing in the name of the
Honourable Member for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak).

Mr. Harry Harapiak (The Pas): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to stand and speak on Bill No. 28, a Bill dealing
with the agricultural producers in the Province of
Manitoba. | think it is extremely important that the
agricultural community have a strong voice in those
matters that affect them today. We all know that
agriculture is going through a very trying time and we
understand that just as there are organizations that
speak for other interest groups throughout society, that
there is a strong desire for the agricultural community
to also have a strong voice to speak on behalf of
producers so that they can influence some of the issues
that are facing the agricultural community, the farmers.
| know that there are many issues in the whole area
of agriculture that farmers do not have control over
what happens to their industry.

| am speaking about the whole area of whether—it
was demonstrated this past summer of how really we
are at the mercy of the weatherman when the production
is dependent to such a great degree on the amount
of moisture and the amount of sunshine that we do
receive, and also the international markets which really
are very critical to farmers.

We know that there are many areas where there are
many subsidies that are paid to the agricultural
producers, subsidies that are much greater than what
we receive for subsidies in Canada. | think that quite
often the people who live in the urban parts of the
province are not aware of what a contribution the
agricultural community makes to the entire population
of Canada. | think if you took time to read and see
what it costs us for our food production, that we are
in a much more favourable position in Canada. Really,
it is a credit to the farmers, who are very efficient
producers, that we as Canadians enjoy much cheaper
food -(Interjection)- The Member for Arthur (Mr. Downey)
seems to want to put some comments on the record.
If he wants, | can sit down and he can put those
comments on the record right now.

(Mr. Deputy Speaker, Mark Minenko, in the Chair.)

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs):
Mr. Deputy Speaker, if the Honourable Member would
submit to a question.

Mr. Harapiak: | will have no problem submitting to a
question once | complete commenting on this Bill.

It has been recognized that farmers in Manitoba are
a very diverse industry. There is considerable diversity
among the produces themselves, and there are
presently several organizations that are speaking out
on issues in rural communities. We can look at the
National Farmers’ Union who are a strong voice in
speaking up for the agricultural producers in Manitoba.
| know that the Minister of Northern and Native Affairs
(Mr. Downey) has some difficulty accepting some of
the membership in the National Farmers’ Union, but
if he takes the time to see the contribution that they
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have made in Manitoba over the years, | think even
he, in his own biased way, would recognize that the
National Farmers’ Union has made a positive
contribution to meet the needs of agricultural workers
and producers in Manitoba.

The Canadian Agricultural Movement is an
organization that is strong in the eastern part of
Manitoba, and | think that they have a place that they
can make a contribution to the agricultural community.
They are a counterpart to an agricultural movement in
the United States which is very strong. They have been
successful on making some contribution in some of
the improvements that needs to be made in the whole
area of agriculture.

* (1140)

The Keystone Agricultural Producers, as well, are
active in this province. As well as the Keystone
Agricultural Producers, there are several commodity-
based groups which are also active in Manitoba and
they make a good contribution to whatever commodity
they are producing in. There are strong representations
made so the areas that they are active in are made
sure that there is active research and active promotion
made so their products are recognized in society as
to how positive a contribution they are making to the
whole economy of the province.

Given the diversity of the whole agricultural
community which has its advantages and sometimes
its disadvantages, | think it would not be reasonable
to suggest, as does Bill 28, that there be a single unified
voice for all of the Manitoba producers. Further, it must
be questioned whether that unity can be achieved by
legislation. | feel that common purpose must grow from
within the founding community. | do not think that it
can be forced by legislation to be a single unified voice.
| think if there is time that it could be nurtured, then
| think that there would be an opportunity to bring that
into being.

The Minister of Northern and Native Affairs (Mr.
Downey) seems to be really irate about the labour
unions. | think that if we followed some of the processes
that are present when labour unions come into
existence, if we were given a free vote to the
organizations to form that organization, then | would
have no difficulty. The way this is being proposed, there
is no opportunity for the producers who are involved
in it to have a vote. | think that is one of the difficulties
that | have with the Bill.

If the purpose of Bill 28 were to foster a spirit of
cooperation among the various producers to strengthen
the voice of producers and to ensure that concerns
were heard, | could support it. | think that there are
some areas that | question that are going to be brought
about by the way this Bill is presently set up.

However, as the Bill is proposed, it imposes an
organization in an undemocratic fashion. The Member
for Arthur, the Minister of Northern and Native Affairs
(Mr. Downey), always gets up and blows his horn about
unions. | think that if unions were formed in this way,
| am sure he would be getting up on his feet and making
a lot of noise about how undemocratic a process was

being carried out in order to form a union. | think if
we give the agricultural organizations, the agricultural
producers in this province, the same process as the
labour unions follow in their formula to form an
organization, then | would have no difficulty with that
whatsoever.

Part 2 establishes an agency to decide which
organizations are qualified to represent the farmers. In
Part 3.1 of the Act, the agency decides which of the
qualified organizations will be most representative. Why
not let the producers make that decision instead of
letting the certification group make that decision?

The membership of the certification agency in Section
3.2 is said to be not less than four and not more than
five. In that area, there is apparently a typing error or
a mistake in the way it is set up, because in one area
it says that the agency shall not consist of not less
than four and not more than five members.

Further on, when it goes on in 3.3 speaking about
the membership, it says that where not all of the persons
referred to in Subsection 2 are wiiling to accept an
appointment, the agency shall consist of those persons
willing to accept an appointment under Subsection 2,
such additional persons appointed by the Lieutenant-
Governor-in-Council as are necessary to constitute an
agency of not less than three members. | think a
correction will have to be made during committee stage
and | am sure that the Minister will be coming forward
with a correction at that time.- (Interjection)-

The Member for Arthur (Mr. Downey) is once again
having some comments to make from his seat as he
normally does, and | wonder if he is going to be getting
up again at the end of my words.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the membership of the
certification agency in Section 3.2 is said to be not less
than four and not more than five, but Section 3.3
provides for a committee of not less than three. Given
that a majority of that committee of three, it is
conceivable that a meeting of two people could
determine who would best represent 20,000 farmers
in Manitoba. This is not a democratic action.

You can carry this a little further. If two people make
up a quorum, does the chairman of the committee have
a vote? So then one person could be deciding for 20,000
farmers in Manitoba of who can be a representative
of that committee. | really do not think that is a
democratic way of letting the farmers in Manitoba be
represented. This is not democracy in action.

Why not let the farmers decide through a referendum,
as is provided in 32.1 where 60 percent of the majority
is required to designate a producer organization for a
particular product? | think if it is good enough for one
section of the Act to have a referendum, why not let
the producers decide by referendum how the
organization should be formed as well? Surely, the
Manitoba farmers would find that this is a more
acceptable process than having the agency decide who
would best represent them.

| think that the role of the agency in determining the
representation for Manitoba farmers, as | described in
Parts 2 and 3, should be redrafted to allow for direct
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producer participation as in the case of Part 4 for
designated producer organizations. | think that there
would be more consistency in the Act itself and | think
it would be more of a democratic process if that were
followed through. | think at all times we want to give
every opportunity for the producers themselves to be
making decisions as to who is going to be representing
them. | think the more democracy you can build into
this process, the better off the producers are going to
be, the more they are going to be accepting the Act
as it is being brought forward.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, one other area that | have a
concern in is why can there be representation from
only one organization as stated in 6 and 16.2? Is that
not comparable to having only one point of view in this
Chamber? Why could the referendum process | spoke
of earlier as a substitute for the certification agency
not provide for some form of proportional
representation? | think that the Legislature is a good
example of that. We do not only have one voice in this
Legislature. We allow for other points of view.

Mr. Downey: So does this legislation.

Mr. Harapiak: The Member for Arthur (Mr. Downey)
once again from his seat says so does the legislation.
It may be he has a different interpretation of the Act
than what | do, but | do not think that it gives an
opportunity to have representation from different areas.

At the national level, we now have the Canadian
Federation of Agriculture which consists of
representation from a variety of regions and interests.
Despite internal differences, and | think sometimes that
is the strength of an organization, this organization has
spoken to national policy issues. Could the same not
happen within Manitoba? | think within this province
we can see where it works at the national level for the
Canadian Federation of Agriculture. Why would it not
work in Manitoba?

* (1150)

| think that the Minister should have a look at this
and see if it is good enough for having a process of
that sort where there is a variety of regions and interests
represented. There are differences of opinion but yet
they are able to function. | think that the same could
be happening within the Province of Manitoba and the
Minister should be giving that consideration as well.

Some will argue that a structure did exist previously
with the Manitoba Farm Bureau. There were similarities
but it was strictly a producers organization at that time.
So | do not think it could be quite comparable.

| would like to repeat that unity of purpose cannot
be directed or imposed. It can, however, be nurtured
through a spirit of cooperation that wou!d be built on
trust and understanding. As | was saying, Mr. Deputy
Speaker, | think that the purpose of unity cannot be
imposed on people. | think it has to come through the
spirit of cooperation and that spirit of cooperation and
trust requires time, and the way the Minister is choosing
to bring this process forward, there is not time for that
spirit of cooperation to go. So | have some concerns
in that area.
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| think that the farmers should determine, through
a democratic process, the kind of organizations that
would best represent the diverse interests of Manitoba
agriculture. A simplistic approach which seeks toimpose
a solution runs the risk of fragmenting the voice of
Manitoba farmers rather than unifying it.

As | raised in my opening comments, | think that
there is a need for a unified voice in Manitoba and
since | have been in this Legislature, at every opportunity
| have had, | have spoken in support of having a unified
voice for the farmers of Manitoba. | think there are
many conditions that are affecting the farmers of today
that we do need a strong unified voice, but | guess |
am afraid that the process that is being brought forward
in this way is not going to be bringing that unified voice
forward.

It is not a democratic process. | know that the Member
for Arthur (Mr. Downey) continuously chooses to bring
up the unions in Manitoba, and the unions are
established in a much more democratic process than
what is being brought forward in this piece of legislation
here. | think that maybe you could take some points
from some of the union organizations on how they bring
about their organization. Then | think that they could
learn something from the way the unions are formed
in Manitoba. So | think that they could learn something
from the union organizations in this province, and they
could shed some of that democratic process that is
followed in those organizations when they are brought
forward and they could be brought forward here and
they would serve the farmers in this province well.

The legislation as it is proposed right now must be
altered. First, | think is to change the role of the
certification agency. Let it provide a process for farmers
to decide rather than deciding for farmers. | think the
way that the certification board is set up, the farmers
are not making the decisions for themselves. You have
another body there that is not representative of the
farm organizations. | think they should allow for
representation on a proportional basis rather than an
all-or-none basis which is being put forward here.

| mentioned earlier there is an opportunity in this
Legislature for a diverse point of view, and | think in
Manitoba in the agricultural community that could be
accepted as well. There is room for diverse points of
view and | think it can be well served. Diversity does
not hurt organizations. | think it strengthens
organizations and we should not be afraid of it.

We should allow for a procedure to designate the
funding to the organizations of his/her choice as
determined before on a proportional basis. Let the
producers decide where it will be going to.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, as | mentioned earlier, | know
there is a need for a strong united voice in Manitoba
and | have supported that all along, but | think that
the process here is wrong, that we should be giving a
more democratic opportunity for the people to come
forward and have more say in their organizations that
are going to be speaking on behalf of the agricultural
community, and | think that they should be coming
forward and giving them more democracy in the process
that is being developed. | would hope that the Minister
could bring that forward.
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One other area | had a question in, and that is in
Part 2.1 where it speaks about the determination of
qualified organizations. You talk about the promotion
of interests of Manitobaproducers and the development
and promotion of a unified policy for Manitoba
producers. | think that there is a need for unified policy.
It goes on to say ‘“‘is generally prepared to accept”
into its membership all individuals actively engaged in
farming in Manitoba with the payment of an annual
membership fee. | do not understand what the Minister
means when he says “is generally prepared to accept.”
Does that mean that they are going to be making a
choice on everyone who wants to become a member,
if they are going to be allowing them to become
members of that organization?

There are some areas that we are going to be
suggesting some different approaches and I really think,
as much as we would like to see one voice in Manitoba,
if the farmers should decide in a democratic way, that
one voice would be much more acceptable than the
way that is proposed now.

Mr. Downey: | would like to speak on this Bill. However,
if it would be the wishes of the House to pass it directly
to committee and get on with the business of the
Province of Manitoba and move to have this legislation
put in place for the farm community, | would abstain,
but | would want to have the assurances from the
Members opposite that they would be willing to do so.

Not having the support of the New Democratic Party
or the Opposition to move this directly to committee
to get on with the job -(Interjection)- | withdraw, Mr.
Deputy Speaker.

The Liberals are saying it is fine with them to move
it directly to committee, but again it is the obstructionists
of the New Democratic Party in Manitoba who are
stopping the farm community from having fair and
equitable representation from grass roots by having
an organization. That says it all. | could actually sit
down, but | will not.

| am extremely pleased and proud today to stand
here again in the Legislative Assembly and support a
legislative action that is in the best interests of
Manitoba’s farm community. There are rewards if one
waits long enough in this process that they do come
to reality.

| am pleased today to see one of the writers who
has stuck with this debate for the last 11 years that
| have been involved, and here she is again today. She
is dedicated to the farm community and | think we
should acknowledge Arlene Billinkoff and her writing
on this matter, because there is no one who has followed
it more closely than she, in her articles.

Let me say as well that | find with interest the lack
of knowledge the Member for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak)
has when it comes to the farm community. Of course,
it was demonstrated in the lack of support that he has
in his constituency, in not being able to muster the
farm vote. As small as it is up there, it is extremely
important to The Pas, and | would have thought that
he would have been somewhat more supportive of those
farmers who are dedicated to the—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member for The
Pas (Mr. Harapiak), on a point of order. Order, please.

Mr. Harapiak: | would like him to know that | have
won the support of the farm community in the last three
elections.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member did not
have a point of order.

Mr. Downey: Let me say that the Member had better
covet that support because it is now gone. He has now
lost it, and | can assure you that the word out of The
Pas is the farmers are abandoning him, as are the
Native people abandoning the New Democratic Party.

Let us talk a little bit about the history of where we
have come from. In 1977, one of the commitments of
the Progressive Conservative Party was to move on
farm organization, not a general farm organization Bill
as this one is, but on The Cattle Producers’ Act. As
Minister of Agriculture of the day, | was extremely
pleased to bring that legislation forward.

* (1200)

One of the other things though that | had equally as
important a role in doing was requesting the Legislative
Assembly for funds for different groups, and to my
friend for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak), to my friend from
the Liberal Party, let me say one of the grants that |
took extreme pride in doing was at that time cutting
off a $20,000 grant to the left-wing NDP farmers’ union
group in this province, and | do not make an apology.
| did not make an apology then, and | do not make
an apology today. They are a left-wing negative group,
Mr. Deputy Speaker, who do not represent the broad
interest of agriculture, but one specific left-wing
ideology.

| have many friends in the farm union movement. It
is not a personal attack on any individual within the
farmers’ union movement, but it is the ideology and
the philosophical approach which they try to sell to the
people of Manitoba. It did not work and it will not work,
never ever in this province because they are free-
thinking people and they are not going to be
hoodwinked by a bunch of socialist ideologists.

Let me say as well one of the areas that we have to
talk about in our history. That was the former Minister’s
desire. The Member for Interlake (Mr. Uruski) and the
former Member for Lac du Bonnet wanted to have a
farm organization but totally under the control of the
New Democratic Party, like a Beef Marketing Board.
You know, famous that NDP Government were to have
the hands of the levers, their hands on the heads and
control of the people within the farm community. They
were going to have a vote on whether or not the farm
community wanted to have a marketing board. | brought
books, stacks of boxes of protests against what the
Government were wanting at that time.

Well, history is history, Mr. Deputy Speaker. The New
Democrats got kicked out because of their position
then on agriculture. They got back in, not because of
the support of the farm community but because some
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out, | do not know whether | can carry on that much
further. Well, | take my hat off to those farmers who
worked diligently to support themselves but also to get
their neighbours involved. To that end, we have had
some 5,000 members now in that organization.

| think the Member for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak) talks
about non-democratic system. | will at any time put
this legislation, parallel and compare it with with the
labour legislation in Manitoba and the way the actions
of the labour unions work compared to the way this
democratic Bill will work. | will do that comparison for
him day in and day out.- (Interjection)- There is a vote.
The Member says from his seat—he is now on his seat,
not his knees as he was when he was speaking on the
Bill. What he is saying, is there a vote. Mr. Deputy
Speaker, there is the opportunity not to participate if
the farmers do not want to participate and opt out. |
defy him to show me in any piece of labour legislation
the opportunity for a Member to opt out of the labour
union. | defy that, Mr. Deputy Speaker.

* (1210)

In fact, there have been court challenges on religious
grounds that people do not want to be involved in the
labour union. Show me the opportunity for anyone in
the labour movement to voluntarily opt out. It does not
exist. And he talks about democracy, Mr. Deputy
Speaker? That is why | think Workers Compensation
was in such a difficult situation. The former
administration really did not understand what legislation
is all about. One can never write perfect legislation.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Order, please. | can understand
the enthusiasm with which all Members of the Chamber
would like to participate in this debate, but | would ask
them to allow the Honourable Minister of Northern and
Native Affairs (Mr. Downey) to complete his remarks,
and perhaps they could then rise and put their remarks
on the record.

Mr. Downey: -(Interjection)- No, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
| intend to take my full 40 minutes because this subject
-(Interjection)- well, the Member for The Pas (Mr.
Harapiak) | am sure says, oh, no. | would sooner be
delivering this than receiving it.

Let us make sure we fully appreciate why we are
moving on this legislation. Again, | want to make
reference to, as though some people may say not very
effective but | would that | had contributed somewhat
in this process. | have to be honest that probably some
10, 11, 12 years, prior to entering politics, one would
have really said, at that stage, what need is really out
there? Well, | demonstrated in the cattle industry that
there was a need. It is now being demonstrated in the
general society of the agriculture community that there
is need. But we have a change.

The economic conditions of agriculture have reduced
tremendously the numbers of people who are producing
food. When we see the strengths of other groups in
our society, as we have developed over the last 10, 15
years, we have seen the formation of groups and
organizations that have had effective voices when it
comes to dealing with Government. Whether it is in

the social services side, whether it is in the hospital
medical care, all groups organizations, professions, truly
have legislation that gives them the opportunity to
assemble and to come forward with a unified voice.
As importantly, Mr. Deputy Speaker, it gives them the
opportunity to come forward and have an adequate
funding source to carry out the type of research
activities. Lo and behold, the Members of this
Legislature fully appreciate the need for Legislative
support staff to do research.

Mind you, | have to say, Mr. Deputy Speaker, | wish
the Liberals would sometimes use it a little more
effectively. | think it might help the process in this
Legislative Assembly. | could not help let that one go
by. | am trying to be somewhat more statesman than
that. That was an opportunity that | just had to take.
The point | make is quite often made by the Members
themselves, so | have to say no more about it.

The point is, they need the kind of funding to do the
research, to make their case to Government, to make
their case to the general public in the best interest of
food producers in this country. Again, we have to put
on the record and show that other provinces in Canada
have moved very effectively to have strong farm
organizations.

Many, many times the example of Quebec has been
brought to our attention of the strength of the farm
community and their ability to lobby. Probably, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, the first organization in Manitoba or
one of the first organizations in Manitoba that were an
effective lobby group for farmers was the dairy industry.
Their organization and their actions speak loudly and
clearly as to the impact that they have had on society.
Again, it is also a major known fact that they have had
a major impact in Canada. The impact, the dairy
association has had and the impact they have had as
far as organizing and looking after themselves, it is
slow in coming but it is here. This | really think is a
day that one should celebrate that we are going to see
the farm community have someone who clearly carries
the message on their behalf to the people.

There are still those individuals who are out in our
farm communities saying we do not need anyone to
speak on our behalf. We do not want to be told or
dictated to or what we should belong to. | think this
legislation looks after that. | think it spells it out very
clearly. They are not going to be forced. We still live
in a free society that if they do not want to participate
they do not have to. This is legislation that | think gives
them the fair and open opportunity to do so. In not
doing so and leaving those people out, | think would
be the kind of legislation that all Members would want
to support.

Again | make reference to my colleague who is so
strong on the supporting of the labour unions. | am
not opposed to labour unions. Let not the record show
that. | am not opposed to labour unions as long as
they operate fairly and squarely keeping in interest the
workers who they represent, keeping in interest their
role in society and not abusing the rights given to them
by any legislative body. | am going to put on the record
for the Member for The Pas (Mr. Harapiak) because |
think it is important that | do so. | will use an example.
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“‘Development and promote a unified policy voice,”
there are many areas of policy that we have to have
a unified voice on. | can name several of them, Mr.
Speaker, and it is one | think that is extremely important
to touch on today, the last five minutes that | have in
my speech, and here is where | cannot compliment the
Liberal Party. Sorry about that, but we have to leave
here.

| have to say as well that on this next few minutes
that | am going to talk, | today publicly take my hat
off to Justice Emmett Hall who has finally stood up -
(Interjection)- oh, they say that old Tory—and told the
people of Canada that the free trade arrangement
between Canada and United States will have no impact
on the medical services and the Medicare and the social
programs in Canada. Finally, that has happened.

Back to the farm organization, what has the farm
organization been saying about free trade? We are
establishing an organization today that, yes, there are
many members of it will be members of the Keystone
Agricultural Producers, 5,000 farmers who recognize
the need for free trade. | would hope, Mr. Speaker, and
| would plead with the Liberal Party here today that
they pay attention to what comes out of a unified voice
under legislation such as we are producing here today.
| would hope the individual who, | am sure, belongs to
an organization at the University of Manitoba as a
former professor, who is a seed grader, would say if
his organization of profession speaks as an
organization—yes, he has the right to differ, but in basic
principles and theory he believes in it.

I would hope that would flow through to him that in
the best interests of the producers of Manitoba, this
legislation is in their best interest as from that flows
the support for free trade.

| have a hard time in understanding why again the
Liberal Party are so opposed to it, not this Bill, but
what will flow from the organization that will be
established under this Bill. | would hope that they would
seriously rethink their positions, whether it is the
livestock producers, whether it is the canola producers,
whether it is the wheat producers, whether it is any
kind of producers. Give them the opportunity to better
themselves in society, not keep them suppressed as
they have been. Let us open them up to world and the
American market that will happen with the Free Trade
Agreement.

| am, of course, of the clear opinion that the
Conservative Party in Canada and every province have
been putting forward the information that people should
be convinced. The unfortunate thing is that is a lot of
information that has gone forward that has only
convinced people that there is tremendous confusion
out there. If that was the strategy of the Liberals and
the New Democratic Party, they have accomplished it,
but | do not think they have done anything for the
process of politics for the betterment of Canada.

Another important point that this Bill does not do,
and that is to be engaged in the wholesale or retail
market, again an extremely important principle of farm
legislation. They are not going to be using incomes of
farmers that would go for the operating of their

businesses on a basis of competing. That would not
be fair to take a checkoff from farmers for the operation
of an organization that went out and directly competed
against them as we see Government doing when a
Crown corporation is established to compete against
the private sector.

So it is an important principle again that this Bill
spells out very clearly that they are not to get into the
marketing of retailing, but | think and | say this
wholeheartedly that this legislation is milestone
legislation, it is historic legislation and it is absolutely
needed in a time in our society when farm numbers
are continuing to diminish. That as other groups in our
society get stronger voices, the need is demonstrated
to equalize and balance the opportunities in our society.
That is what this Bill will do.

| say to you, Mr. Speaker, to this House, | compliment
my colleague, the Minister of —

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please.
Mr. Downey: Mr. Speaker, | therefore recommend it—
Mr. Speaker: Order, please.

Mr. Bill Uruski (Interlake): If the Honourable Minister
is finished speaking, does the Bill stay open . . . .

Mr. Speaker: When this matter is again before the
House, the Honourable Minister will have six minutes
remaining.

Mr. Uruski: Okay.
HOUSE BUSINESS

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Government House
Leader, on House Business.

Hon. James McCrae (Government House Leader):
Mr. Speaker, | would like to make note that the Standing
Committee on Public Utilities and Natural Resources
will meet on Tuesday morning at 10 a.m., Room 255,
to consider the Annual Report of the Manitoba
Telephone System, and on Thursday morning at 10
a.m. to continue consideration of the Annual Report
of Manitoba Hydro.

* (1230)
COMMITTEE CHANGES

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux (Inkster): Mr. Speaker, | have
a committee change. | move, seconded by the
Honourable Member for St. Boniface (Mr. Neil Gaudry),
that the composition of the Standing Committee on
Public Utilities and Natural Resources be amended as
follows: the Honourable Member for Springfield (Mr.
Roch) for St. James (Mr. Edwards); the Honourable
Member for Selkirk (Mrs. Charles) for Fort Rouge (Mr.
Carr).

Mr. Speaker: The hour being 12:30 p.m., this House
is adjourned and stands adjourned until 1:30 p.m.
Monday.
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