
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Wednesday, September 27, 1989. 

T he House met at 1:30 p.m. 

PRAYERS 

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS 

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD 

VIA Rail 
Correspondence Request 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, my question is to the M inister of H ighways 
and Transportation (Mr. Albert Driedger). It appears 
that our worst possible fears with respect to VIA and 
its cuts are going to take effect. The federal Cabinet 
is now decid ing on a massive cutback of VIA Rai l which 
wil l  end forever a national transportation l ink in  this � nation.  

M r. Speaker, the M inister told us in  June that he had 
written a letter to the Minister of federal Transportation. 
We hope he has done much more than that and 
therefore I ask him today to table in  the House. 

I s  it not amazing that the Premier (Mr. Filmon) of this 
province thinks it is a laughing m atter that we are going 
to have an end to our national transportation system. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh! 

***** 

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease; the Honourable First 
M in ister, on a point of order. 

* (1335) 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): I was just adjust ing my 
glasses and unfortunately broke the arm on my glasses 
which caused me to laugh. I am sorry that the Leader 
of the Opposition (Mrs. Carstairs) has taken offence 
at that. I wi l l  get the g lasses repaired i m mediately. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable First Minister does not 
have a point of order. The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition.  

Mrs. Carstairs: I h ope fixed glasses wil l  make h im see 
more clearly. 

***** 

Mrs. Carstairs: Will  the Min ister of Transportation ( M r. 
Albert Driedger) please table in the House today copies 
of a l l  letters and correspondence that he has had with 
the Honourable Benoit Bouchard , as well as al l  briefs 
and presentations made on behalf of the Manitoba 
people with respect to VIA Rail? 

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of Highways and 
Transportation): M r. Speaker, f i rst of a l l ,  I have no 
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d ifficulty. I wil l  get the correspondence that I have written 
to the federal M i nister and make it avai lable. I do not 
h ave them here right now. However, there has been a 
fair amount of correspondence that has taken place 
between myself and the federal Min ister. 

It is with regret that we heard the rumours. I h ave 
not been notified precisely exactly what the i mpact wil l  
be of the cutbacks on VIA Rail for Manitoba. I am trying 
to get that information right now. However, I would l i ke 
to indicate that mine is not a decision-making role in  
th is case but a lobby role. I have certainly tried to do 
that with as much effect as I could .  I would l ike to 
ind icate, M r. Speaker, that April 7 is when I wrote the 
f irst letter to the Minister of Transport regarding reports 
of rumoured cuts to VIA Rai l .  I asked the Minister to 
delay a decision unti l  VIA's 1989 review was completed 
and results of the NTA's pricing inquiry have been made 
available for comment. 

On May 4, I wrote a further letter to the Minister of 
Transport regarding Manitoba's concerns, about Apr i l  
26, the federal budget cuts to VIA and asking for  a 
national review. 

On July 11, I again wrote to the federal Minister of 
Transport asking h im not to make cuts to VIA unti l  
after the 1989 review is completed and made available 
for comment. 

On July 28, I submitted a letter also to the Liberal 
task force indicating Manitoba's position on VIA Rail . 
I have more information. If there is a further question, 
I wil l  t ry and complete my answer. 

Cutbacks-Impact Study 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, can the Minister of Transportation (Mr. 
Albert Driedger) tell the House today if his department 
h as done any i mpact studies on the effect of the loss 
of VIA Rail as enunciated through a variety of newspaper 
reports throughout the summer and culminating today? 

H as he done those impact studies and will he table 
them in this House? 

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of H ighways and 
Transportation): M r. Speaker, I would like to continue 
my answer from before and I wil l respond to the question 
as wel l .  H owever, on September 8, I wrote to the Minister 
of Transport again regarding VIA Rail's booking policy. 
On September 20 and 2 1 ,  when I happened to attend 
the M inisters' Conference in Calgary, there was a 
u nanimous resolution passed by all provinces indicating 
that a moratorium had been requested by the federal 
Min ister of Transportation that a moratorium would be 
placed on any decisions before consultation had taken 
place. This resolution was placed before the federal 
M i nister the next morning on the 2 1 st, at which t ime 
the federal M in ister denied that request. 

Mrs. Carstairs: Mr. Speaker, the letters are fine and 
we know he wrote the letters. I admitted that in  my 
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opening question. What we want to know is what 
specific information has been gathered in this province 
by this Minister to i mpact and to indicate the impact 
on this province at those VIA cuts. We have known 
what they were going to be for some t ime. 

* ( 1 340) 

Mr. Albert Driedger: I n  reply to the question, we are 
compil ing the final f igures on that now. I can g ive some 
i m me d i ate f igu res i n d icat i n g  t h at last year a lone 
Manitoba and Winnipeg, Northwestern Ontario, the two 
mainl ine passenger trains, together with the mixed 
services, the losses reached $ 1 1 .5 mi l l ion.  This is what 
the figures are that VIA Rail is giving us. We are trying 
to establish what the economic i mpact would be in 
terms of j obs and t h e  i m pact on o u r  n o rthern  
communities as  wel l  as  the  people in  M anitoba. The 
Member, I believe, is aware that we have approximately 
a little over 500 people employed with VIA Rail in 
Manitoba and it is a major concern to us. I have related 
that in  all my responses so far. We have lobbied as 
extensively as I know how to lobby together with my 
col leagues to ask that there be rationale met, that we 
have input into the matter, based on the impact that 
it could have in Manitoba. 

Mrs. Carstairs:  M r. S peaker, you cannot  l o b by 
effectively unless you have the data at your fingertips 
and this Minister does not have the data at his fingert ips. 
When is he going to have the data? This decision is  
go ing to be made sometime in the immediate future 
l ike today, tomorrow or the day after. 

Mr. Albert Driedger: If the Leader of the Opposition 
( M rs. Carstairs) is suggest ing that we have not done 
everything possible, I feel very confident in  the people 
in  my Transportation Division who have been concerned 
about this for the last six months, and we have done 
everything including personal conversations with the 
federal M inister of Transport asking him not to make 
a decision until we can bring forward all the information. 
This was a unanimous decision made by all provincial 
M inisters at Calgary the other day. Obviously, the federal 
Government has made a decision that they wil l  take 
and cut their losses on it .  They have established a 
f igure and that is the objective they are going at . We 
wil l  continue once we know exactly the impact it wi l l  
have on Manitoba. I wi l l  again be in  contact with him 
raising those concerns with not only the federal M inister 
of Transport but all his col leagues, as wel l .  

Northern Route Protection 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
But it appears unclear as to the future of the bay l ine.  
We hear that some aspects, some parts of it ,  might be 
protected . Can the M in ister tel l  us today whether that 
l ine is going to be protected from Winnipeg to Churchi l l ,  
or only from Thompson to Churchi l l?  

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of H ighways and 
Transportation): The commitment that was made by 
the federal Minister was that the northern routes in  
Manitoba would be protected at  this stage of the game. 

I have no further information ind icating that is not the 
case. I am trying to get the information. The decision 
has not been brought down officially yet. We have 
rumoured information at this stage of the game, and 
I am very apprehensive about those rumours. As soon 
as I have some definite information on it ,  I am prepared 
to take appropriate action, the best that I can take, 
along with my col leagues. 

VIA Rail 
Proposed Cutbacks Documentation 

Mrs. Sharon Carstairs (Leader of the Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, with a final question to the First M in ister 
( M r. Filmon). Wi l l  the First Min ister leave this Chamber 
and go and pick up the phone and talk to his friend ­
or a t  least we th ink i t  is h i s  friend-one Brian Mulroney, 
and get a copy of this document, since it seems to be 
readily available to the media but it is not avai lable to 
the decision makers of this country. 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Well ,  M r. Speaker, I find 
it very interesting that the Leader of the Opposition � 
(Mr. Carstairs) has all the answers to all of the problems. 
She knows everything about everything, but she never 
has to be able to be responsible to make anything 
happen, because she cannot. 

The fact of t h e  m atter i s  t h at f ive prov inc ia l  
G overnments i n  t h i s  country are  led by L iberal  
administrations. They are as opposed to the VIA Rail 
cuts as we are, at least I presume they are. They, through 
their Transportation M in isters, are lobbying Ottawa to 
do p recisely the same th ing  that our  M i n ister of 
Transportation (Mr. Albert Driedger) is doing. All of the 
Fi rst M i n isters, together in a com m u n i q ue,  asked 
Ottawa not to proceed with the cuts to VIA Rail unti l  
there was complete information as to the regional 
effects and the impacts on our regions in  every single 
province. All of those five Liberal Premiers with al l  of 
their authority have not been able to come up with the 
information to make the case, have not been able to 
persuade the Minister or the federal Government to 
change their position on it, nor have they been able 
to do anything.  

* ( 1 345) 

So I suggest to her that the problem is not that we 
are not putt ing in the effort . The problem is that Ottawa 
is proceeding on their agenda, regardless of what she 
says-

VIA Rail 
Cutbacks-Impact Study 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): Mr. Speaker, last spring 
the Minister of Transportation was caught flat-footed 
when the CN announced that they were going to lay 
off 3,395 employees in the right-of-way area of the CN.  
He was not consulted on that, he said ,  and he had not 
been made aware of those cuts. This morning and 
yesterday we learned of massive potential reductions 
at VIA Rail that could impact severely on Manitoba's 
economy, on jobs in this province. 
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ask the M i n ister of Transportat i o n  ( M r. A l bert 
Driedger) whether he has been consulted specifically 
on the massive reductions that we learned in  the leaked 
Cabinet document yesterday, and has the M i nister had 
an opportunity to ask his staff for the specific i mpact 
of those cuts on the Province of Manitoba on jobs and 
on the economy? He did not ask for that information 
before, he does not have a report-

M r. Speaker:  Order, p lease;  ord er, p lease.  The  
Honourable Min ister of  H ighways and  Transportation. 

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of H ighways and 
Transportation): M r. Speaker, first of al l ,  I do  not h ave 
the defin ite information exactly as to what the cuts are 
g o i n g  to be i n  M an i t o b a .  Staff i s  wor k i n g  o n  
suppositions a t  this stage o f  t h e  game i n  terms o f  trying 
to analyze the i mpact. As I ind icated before, we are 
apprehensive that the rumours could probably be true. 
I am very concerned about that. We are trying to get 

.. that information, but unti l  I have specific information 
' ind icating exactly the extent of the cuts that are being 

anticipated , I am talking in  a vacuum.  I cannot really 
g ive an answer as to exactly what the total i mpact 
would be. 

But, M r. Speaker, i f  I might,  this problem did not 
develop today or yesterday or six months ago. The 
situation of VIA Rail has been something that has been 
developing over a period of the last 10 years and there 
have been many other Governments that have played 
a role in this thing over a period of t ime. Now when 
we are at death's gate the criticism comes forward, 
there should have been action taken 10 years ago in 
terms of avoiding this k ind of a situat ion.  

Mr. Plohman: M r. Speaker, this M i nister is  always 
working in a vacuum.  The fact is that anyone can f igure 
that in view of the fact there were 40 trains at the 
present time travell ing to and from Winnipeg each week, 
and the discontinuance of the Continental and the 

� Transcontinental and the Canadian will result in massive 
' reductions down to around 10 trains per week, we have 

learned a 75 percent reduction in train t raffic, 500 of 
700 VIA jobs lost in this province, $ 1 5  mi l l ion in wages. 
Those are the figures that he would have. Will he make 
representation to the federal M i nister to ensure that 
he is aware of this major impact that those cuts would 
have on the economy of Manitoba, and wi l l  he ensure 
that every step is taken to have those reversed? 

I do not have a g reat deal of trust in this M i nister's 
word, M r. Speaker. He has done nothing up to this 
point in  time. I want to ask -

Mr. Speaker: Ord er, p lease. The  H on o u ra b l e  
Government House Leader. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
The Honourable Member might get on with his question, 
M r. Speaker. 

CN Rail 
Equipment Maintenance Layoffs 

Mr. Speaker: The H onourable Member for Dauphin,  
with a supplementary question. 

Mr. John Plohma n  (Dauphin):  M r. S peaker, this 
morning we learned that through reorganization of 
midd le management at CN-in view of the fact that 
this morning we learned that five out of 12 middle 
management posit ions i n  the Equipment Maintenance 
D iv is ion  were l a i d  off t h i s  m o r n i n g ,  were to ld  
unceremoniously that their jobs were f inished, can the 
M i n ister advise t h i s  H ouse whether he has been 
consulted on the layoff of these middle management 
positions right here in  Winnipeg that took place this 
morning? 

Hon. Albert Driedger (Minister of H ighways and 
Transportation): No, M r. Speaker. 

Via Rail 
Government's Position 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Dauphin,  
with h is f inal  supplementary question. 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin):  We have another case 
of a M inister not being aware and not representing 
CN.- ( interjection)- Now, the Premier ( M r. Filmon) wants 
the same question. I ask this Premier, was he aware 
of this information? Why is he not making it his business 
to find out what this federal Conservative Government 
is doing to Manitoba with these massive cuts in  VIA 
Rai l? What representations is he making to the Prime 
M i nister? 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable First 
M inister. 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): The Member for Dauphin 
( M r. Plohman) knows full well that we have gone on 
the record as stating our opposition to the VIA Rail 
cuts, that we have indicated that we want to have-

Victim Assistance Committee 
Recommendations 

* ( 1 350) 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Mr. Speaker, my 
q uestion is for the M i nister of Justice (Mr. Mccrae) . 
Seven new members were appointed to the Victims 
Assistance Committee yesterday and this is interesting 
because, as we raised in  this H ouse on Apri l 18 by 
Treasury Board edict, the abil ity of that committee to 
give funds to victims was effectively ended.  

Can the Minister assure th is  House today that, g iven 
the new appointments to the committee, that committee 
is back in action and that funds are going to be released 
to victims in a t imely fashion,  and can he explain to 
this House why he saw fit to cut off the funds in the 
first place? 
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Hon. James McCrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General):. If the Honourable Member would take the 
t ime to read The Justice for Vict ims of Crime Act he 
would note that the Victims Assistance Committee does 
not give funds to victims. The Government gives funds 
to victims, agencies and organizations. 

Mr. Edwards: Mr. Speaker, that committee is set up 
to recommend , that is true. The fact is that every 
recommendation had been heeded unti l  such t ime as 
this Government cut it off on Apri l  1 8  of this year, and 
I wil l  expect an answer to that first q uestion. 

Surtax Collection 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): This is by way of 
supplementary question to the same M i nister. Is this 
Min ister going to be collecting the new $35 federal 
surtax on victims from people who are charged because, 
having spoken to the Provincial Court cashier's office, 
they are under the impression that $35 surcharge 
appl ies to people who are just charged , and as far as 
I know that is not the intent of the federal surcharge. 
In  fact it may be unconstitutional.  

Has the M in ister received a constitutional opinion 
contrary to that, or is the Provincial Court Office simply 
under a misapprehension? Can he clear that up? 

Hon. James McCratt (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General): With respect to the recommendations of the 
Victims Assistance Committee, the Honourable Member 
has put a mistatement of fact on the record, M r. 
Speaker. Mr. Attorney General Penner-it was his habit 
to rubber-stamp the recommendations put forward by 
the Vict ims Assistance Committee. 

The following Attorney General, M r. Attorney General 
Shroeder, came along and asked for certain assistance 
and certain information from the committee, i nformation 
which this Government asked for as wel l .  We have been 
work ing with the committee. The committee has not 
been unable to do its work.  It has been doing its work 
and making recommendations. 

The Honourable Member asked about the new federal 
surtax which comes in under Bi l l  C-89 of the federal 
Parliament. That surcharge for criminal code offences 
was collectable beginning i n -

Recommendations 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): Mr. Speaker, the 
Min ister says that they have not been u nable to do 
their  work , yet Treasury Board has said that they wi l l  
not  g ive any money out of  the fund. As of  Apr i l  of  th is  
year t hey sa id  that .  Th is c o m m ittee i s  set u p  to 
recommend funds to vict ims groups. 

Wi l l  the M i n ister  answer the q uest i o n ?  Is that  
committee now making effective recommendations or 
are they sti l l  doing what they have been doing for the 
last four months, and that is making recom mendations 
that go nowhere because the Treasury Board had shut 
them down? 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General): The Member would be applauding at such 

an accusation, especially when the accusation is not 
true. Recommendations made by the Victims Assistance 
Committee to the Government have been the subject 
of grants that have been made by this Government. 
The one thing that we have asked for and the Victims 
Assistance Committee has asked for in  return is that 
there be a needs assessment analysis done. That is 
being done. In  the meantime, projects that are not 
mu l t iyear p rojects are be ing reviewed and bein g  
approved b y  t h e  Government o f  Manitoba. 

The Honourable Member from his seat ,  I take it it 
is another q uestion, Mr. Speaker, asks when we last 
gave out some money. We know that the Liberals would 
l ike very much to give out some money-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. 

Mentally Handicapped 
Day Programs 

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): My question is to the Minister 
of  Fami ly  Serv ices ( M rs .  O leson) .  The menta l ly  
handicapped leaving the school system were promised 
in writing, by letters signed by this M inister, that they � 
would receive priority placement for day programs. As 
these letters were being sent out, the Family Services 
b u d get had a l ready been set so t hat no vo lume 
increases were part of  that budget, there would be  no 
expansion of day programs this year. 

My question to the Minister is: can she tell this H ouse 
who made the decision for no volume increases? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
M r. Speaker, that decision was a budget decision. ·  We 
have to set our priorities. We had to make sure that 
people in  group homes in already existing programs 
were wel l  served . That was becoming a serious, serious 
problem. We had to focus the money on that program 
this year. 

* ( 1 355) 

Ms. Gray: M r. Speaker, can the Min ister tell us why 
she wou l d  i n d icate t o  parents of  the menta l ly  
handicapped that their children would be a priority when 
she knew full wel l  that she had no intentions of having i 
those people in day programs because there was no � 
money in the budget? 

Mrs. Oleson: M r. Speaker, I ind icated to them that it 
was a priority. When there were programs available, 
they would get into them. 

Day Programs-Waiting List 

Ms. Avis ,Gray (Ellice): Mr. Speaker, I have a final 
supplementary to the M inister of Family Services (Mrs. 
Oleson). Since she seems to ind icate to us she always 
has a grasp on her department, perhaps she could tell 
the House today how many mentally hand icapped 
ind ividuals who have just graduated from the school 
system are now sitt ing at home without day programs 
because of her decisions? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
M r. S peaker, I did not bring the record with me. I can 
bring that to the House at another time. 
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Environment Act 
City of Winnipeg Compliance 

Mr. Gary Doer (Leader of the Second Opposition): 
M r. Speaker, almost two and a half years ago, the new 
Environment Act was passed by this Legislature. Some 
n ine months later the Act was proclaimed and became 
law in  the Province of Manitoba. 

Since that law has been passed, we have repeatedly 
asked successive M inisters of the Environment when 
is the province going to implement The Environment 
Act for the City of Winn ipeg, and we have asked the 
M in ister of Environment (Mr. Cummings), does he have 
any legal opinion or justification for exclud ing and 
exe m p t i n g  the City of  Wi n n i peg from the f u l l  
Environment Act, a n d  why h a s  he replaced that a s  the 
former M i n ister with the backroom committee of 
bureaucrats between the city and the province rather 
than the ful l  compliance of the law. 

Hon. Glen Cummings (Minister of Environment): M r. 
S peaker, when the Leader of the third Party ( M r. Doer) 
in this Legislature asked me that question shortly after 
I became Minister, he was able to bamboozle this House 
and the publ ic into th ink ing that the City of Winn ipeg 
was exempt from the Act. They are not exempt. 

Mr. Doer: If the M i nister would read his own words i n  
H ansard, he would f i n d  that he says a t  the same time, 
we are working towards bringing the city i n  compl iance 
with The Environment Act. He is obviously contradicting 
h imself, M r. Speaker. They are either in  compliance or 
they are not in  compliance. 

We have two legal opinions that show that the city 
is breaking the province's laws and my question to the 
M i nister is, how long is he going to al low the city to 
break the environment laws by putting lead-filled snow 
in the rivers, by exclud ing the Charleswood bridge from 
an environmental assessment study, from not having 
a l icence for the treatment centres, for not dealing with 
the raw sewage, for not deal ing with the landf i l l  sites. 
H ow long is he going to continue to break the provincial 
G overnment's law? 

Mr. Cummings: All  of those concerns are being dealt 
with and wil l  be l icenced. 

Mr. Doer: I ask the M i nister what written legal authority 
he has to break the law which he admitted in  June i n  
t h i s  Chamber? My question t o  t h e  Min ister i s  this:  i s  
i t  going t o  take citizens' committees t o  sue the province 
to fulfi l l  their obl igations to i mpose the ful l  Environment 
Act which was passed in  this Chamber? Is it going to 
take citizens the responsibi l ity to sue the Government 
to  fulfi l l  our collective obl igations to fulfi l l  the ful l  
Environment Act with our largest municipal -

Mr. Speaker : Order, please. The Honourable Min ister 
of Environment. 

M r. Cummings: The Leader of the New Democratic 
Party (Mr. Doer) just said from his seat he wants the 
waste disposal sites l icensed and they will be. 

Conawapa Project 
Ontario Hydro Sale 

Mr. John Angus (St. Norbert): My question is for the 
M i n ister respons ib le  for Hydro ( M r. Neufeld). M r. 
Speaker, g iven the fact that the Min ister has stated 
publ icly that if the hydro sale to Ontario proceeds then 
the Conawapa mega Project m ust procee d ,  I am 
wondering if the M inister would tell us when the decision 
was made .that Conawapa was the best site, and has 
your department taken any cost benefit studies on this 
mega project compared to other mega projects, and 
wil l  you share that information with the House please. 

* ( 1 400) 

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines): 
I have said that if the sale to Ontario Hydro goes 
t h roug h ,  the  next p roject on the  Nelson w i l l  be  
Conawapa, and it  w i l l  be. I f  we do not  go ahead with 
Conawapa, we do not have enough energy to sell to 
Ontario Hydro in terms of the numbers of megawatts 
that they wil l  requ ire. We have done the studies of 
which projects have to go ahead with or without a sale 
to Ontario Hydro. I f  a decision has been made that if 
the Ontario Hydro sale goes through ,  and only if the 
Ontario Hydro sale goes through, then the next project 
on the Nelson wil l  be Conawapa. 

Environmental Impact Study 

Mr. John Angus (St. Norbert): I would sti l l  l ike that 
information shared with the House if the Minister would 
take t h at u nder advisement. Further to that, M r. 
Speaker, wil l  the Minister commit to environmental and 
economic i mpact studies and public hearings on the 
Canawapa project before any of the portion of that 
project begins? 

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines): 
M r. Speaker, Manitoba Hydro has always l ived withi n  
t h e  environmental laws o f  this province. If  t h e  studies 
have to take place we will be so informed, and all studies 
that are requested wil l  be undertaken. 

Public Utilities Board Study 

M r. John Angus (St .  Norbert) :  I h ave a f i n al 
supplementary. Wil l  the M inister advise whether the 
Publ ic  Ut i l it ies Board i nterpretat ion of The Crown 
Corporation Act is or is not requ i red to review this and 
judge on this mega project as to the impact it may 
have on consumer rates in Manitoba? 

Hon. Harold Neufeld (Minister of Energy and Mines): 
I am not quite certain of the question, Mr. Speaker, 
but if he is asking whether or not the Public Utilities 
Board is to rule on the construction of a next project, 
that is something that is sti l l  up in  the air. I do not 
th ink,  and I have said this before in this House, that 
the bui lding of another project for the sale of power 
to another jurisdiction will not affect the consumer prices 
in Manitoba. 
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Manitoba Literacy Council 
Granting Policy 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): M r. Speaker, my question 
is to the Acting Minister of Education (Mrs. Oleson). 
The Minister announced some weeks ago the formation 
of a l iteracy council and announced appointments to 
that counci l .  I n  that press release he ind icated that the 
l iteracy counci l 's  sole function at this point would be 
to d istribute grants that had previously been distributed 
by the Department of Education.  

My question to the Acting Min ister, is that the sole 
purpose of this counci l? 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
I will take the question as notice on behalf of the Minister 
of Education (Mr. Derkach). 

Literacy Programs 
Funding 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Fl in Flon 
( M r. Storie), with his supplementary q uestion. 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): M r. Speaker, the M i nister 
of Education (Mr. Derkach) and the G overnment of the 
Day wasted some $300,000 on a redundant study that 
had already been done by the department. My question 
is, can the Acting M i nister explain why some $500,000 
that is avai lable from the Secretary of State for Literacy 
projects h as n ot been t a p ped by t h e  prov inc ia l  
Department of  Education, why there are no application 
forms for community groups, why the $500,000 is not 
working for Manitobans-

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. The Honourable Acting 
Minister of Education.  

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
Thank you ,  M r. Speaker. Again ,  I wil l  take that as notice 
on behalf of the M i nister. I am sure he wi l l  bring the 
i nformation back to the House. 

Literacy Programs 
Community Groups Funding 

Mr. Speaker: The H onourable Member for Fl in Flon, 
with his final supplementary question. 

Mr. Jerry Storie (Flin Flon): We have heard from the 
Premier (Mr. Fi lmon) on a consistent basis that the 
province is working with the federal Government to 
improve things in  the provin ce. 

We h ave another  exam ple  of  the provi nc ia l  
Government not  having its act together, not  accepting 
money that is avai lable. Wil l  the Premier instruct the 
M in ister of Education (Mr. Derkach) to get onside with 
community groups who want to  provide Literacy 
train ing? Will he instruct the Min ister of Education to 
release the application forms so community groups who 
want to provide the training can access those funds? 
Wil l  he do that now? 

Hon. Gary Filmon (Premier): Mr. Speaker, without 
accepting any of the preamble of the question, since 
I am sure we cannot rely on its veracity, I wi l l  take that 
as notice on behalf of the M i nister of Education. 

Native Policy Development 
Advancements 

Mr. Herold Driedger ( Niakwa): I have a question for 
the Minister of Northern and Native Affairs (Mr. Downey). 
Last June the Min ister promised that a major pol icy 
announcement on behalf of the Native community would 
be made with in a day or two. That was 92 days ago, 
M r. Speaker. The Native community is sti l l  waiting. Will 
the Min ister take the opportunity I am affording him 
today to: (a) indicate what subject the announcement 
is to be on, (b) What pol icy might be addressed by that 
announcement, and (c) whether he would indicate to 
the House and the Native community whether he sti l l  
i ntends to make this announcement, if he sti ll has 
i ntentions of doing so. 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs, 
and Native Affairs): M r. Speaker, to my honourable 
friend ,  what I would have to do is check specifically 
what was said in Hansard . It could well be that there 
were many announcements made that Members of the .ii 
Opposit ion missed and real ly d id  not identify as in the , 
i nterests of the people of Manitoba, because it is not 
uncommon for them to vote against th ings that are of 
benefit to the people of Manitoba, l ike the cuts in  
taxation. 

Mr. Herold Driedger: O n  behalf of the  N at ive 
community, I would  say that is possibly an insult, but 
I wil l  let them determine that. 

Native Affairs Secretariat 
Director 

Mr. Herold Driedger (Niakwa): Would this apparent 
inabi l ity to fulfill intentions declared in  this Chamber 
be connected to his inabi l ity or unwil l ingness to make 
a decision in appointing a permanent d irector to the 
Native Affairs secretariat, a position vacant for more 
than 1 6  months now? 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs, 
and Native Affairs): M r. Speaker, it is unfortunate that .i 
the Liberal Critic has not done his homework. We have , 
had a Native Affai rs secretary over the past 1 6  months. 
It is u nfortunate that he is not able to understand what 
governing is all about and who is in what position . We 
have a Native Affairs secretary acting on behalf of the 
Native community. He is also the Deputy Min ister of 
Northern Affairs. 

Recommendations 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for N iakwa, 
with a final supplementary question. 

Mr. Herold Driedger (Niakwa): Why then has the 
M i n ister n ot yet i m plemented any of the  
recommendations of  the  review of  the  Native Affairs 
secretariat which he mandated with such fanfare on 
August 5 of last year and tabled the following December 
1 5? Why authorize the review if he then has no intention 
of doing anything with it? 

1 346 



Wednesday, September 27, 1989 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs, 
and Native Affairs): M r. Speaker, the Native Affai rs 
Secretariat Review tied in with the urban Native strategy 
which we have carried out over the last few months, 
which I asked the Leader of the th ird Party and the 
opposition Party at a meeting with urban Natives for 
their ful l  support. There has been lots of action, lots 
of policies, very sincere, far greater than what we h ave 
seen come from either the other two Parties on behalf 
of the Native community. 

Municipal Assessments 
Legislation 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): M r. Speaker, I have a 
question for the M inister of Rural Development (Mr. 
Penner) that concerns municipal assessment. I would 
l ike to ask the Min ister what the status of his municipal 
assessment proposals are at this particular time and 
when he expects to present that package to the House, 
to the Legislature. 

� Hon. Jack Penner (Minister of Rural Development): 
As the Honourable Member opposite knows, the Wei r  
Report was presented t o  the former administration in  
1 982 which made some very specific recommendations 
as far as assessment reform is concerned. I understand 
that  staff i n  the department a n d  t h e  former  
administration have been working towards assessment 
reform legislation for a long, long time. We have since 
i n  o u r  G overnment proceeded t o  work towards 
assessment legislation. When the legislation wi l l  be 
ready, we wi l l  then introduce it i nto the House. Hopeful ly, 
that will be i n  the not-too-d istant future. 

Consultations 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Member for Dauphin ,  
with  a supplementary question. 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): Mr. Speaker, can I ask 
the Minister i f  he can advise this House what groups, 
what organizations and ind ividual M an itobans has he 

� consulted with, prior to introducing this to the House, 
' and what groups does he intend to consult with before 

bringing this forward to the Legislature? 

* ( 1 4 1 0) 

Hon. Jack Penner (Minister of Rural Development): 
Again to the Member opposite, we intend to and we 
have consulted with the mun icipal organizations, with 
the farm organizations and i ntend to keep on discussing 
with  those organizat ions  concerns that they h ave 
addressed and brought forward. I want to assure the 
H onourable Mem ber for Daup h i n  that con t i n u i n g  
discussions wil l  take place unti l  all the concerns h ave 
been addressed that have been forwarded to us.  

M r. Speaker: The H onourable Member for Dauphin ,  
with h is  f ina l  supplementary. 

Mr. Plohman: M r. Speaker, I d id not hear from the 
M i nister what specific groups and organizations and 

individuals he has consulted with or intends to. I ask 
h im specifically whether he wil l  take the in itiative of 
meeting with the Native organizations to ensure that 
their interests are protected when this package is being 
developed . 

Mr. Penner: If there is a request to meet on specific 
issues from either one of the organizations or any 
organization in  the province deal ing specifically with 
assessment reform legislation, M r. Speaker, I am q u ite 
wi l l ing to sit down and have those discussions with 
those organizations. 

Klinic Community Health Centre 
New Facilities 

Mr. Guizar Cheema (Kildonan): M r. Speaker, Kl inic 
is a prime example of community-based health care, 
and it is being ignored by this Min ister of Health. Kl in ic 
provides a variety of services such as primary health 
care, education and mental health services, but Kl inic 
is desperate for a new bui lding. 

Mr. Speaker, my question is, can the Minister of Health 
(Mr. Orchard) tell this House when Klinic wi l l  get a new 
bui ld ing? 

Hon. Donald Orchard (Minister of Health):  M r. 
Speaker, I look forward to debate in the Manitoba Health 
Services Commission Estimates wherein we will be 
tabling the Capital Estimates, and I woul d  hope my 
honourable friend would spend more than the 30 
minutes that he and his Party spent on debating $1.4 
bi l l ion of health care spending that they d id last year. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh!  

Mr. Cheema: M r. Speaker, this answer has been 
repeated at least 50 times in this House and he is 
desperate for good news, but for the people of Manitoba 
he is bad news, Mr. Speaker. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, Oh! 

Municipal Hospitals 
New Facilities 

Mr. Guizar Cheema (Kildonan): Mr. Speaker, the 
Mun icipal H ospital is facing a similar condit ion. Can 
the M inister of Health (Mr. Orchard) tell us if the 
Mun icipal H ospital will get a new bui lding in this year's 
budget or not? 

Hon.  Donald Orchard ( M i n i ster of Health) :  M r. 
Speaker, I realize my honourable friend is a new Member 
to this Legislature. There is a process by which Capital 
budgets in  the Department of Health and the Manitoba 
Health Services Commission are tabled and debated 
in th is House, and he is wel l  aware of that. 

M r. Speaker, the only shameful aspect of health care 
in the Province of Manitoba appears to be the growing 
lack of touch with reality that my honourable friend , 
as critic, demonstrates in some of his statements 
recently and in the near past. 
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St. Boniface Hospital 
Maternity Ward E xpansion 

Mr. Guizar Cheema (Kildonan): Mr. Speaker, due to 
the lack of post-partum beds at the St. Boniface 
Hospital, it has been closed at least 35 t imes since he 
took over. My question is th is: can he tell this House 
if the St. Boniface Hospital wi l l  get funding this year 
for the expansion of the maternity ward and the labour 
floor? 

Hon.  Donald Orchard (Mi n ister of Health):  M r. 
Speaker, it is my full intention to d iscuss that issue 
with my honourable friend in more than the half an 
hour that they took last year for the entire $1.4 bi l l ion 
of  spen d i n g  in the  M an i t o b a  H e a l t h  Serv ices 
Commission. 

Now, M r. Speaker, those i ssues were issues at this 
time last year when my honourable friends in  the Liberal 
Party, in  30 short minutes, passed $ 1 .4 bi l l ion of health 
care spending without so much as a single q uestion.  

Some Honourable Members: Oh,  oh !  

***** 

Mr. Cheema: M r. Speaker, on a point of order. 

M r. Speaker: Order, p lease;  order, p lease. T h e  
Honourable Member for Ki ldonan, on a point o f  order. 

Mr. Cheema: M r. Speaker, this person spent 30 minutes 
d iscussing about his personal friend during the last 
Est imates. If he did not spend 30 m inutes, we would 
have spent more t ime on the health q uestion. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh,  oh!  

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

Time for oral questions has expired. 

NON-POLITICAL STATEMENTS 

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis (St.  Johns): M r. Speaker, I 
am wondering if I could have leave to make a non­
political statement. 

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member for St. 
Johns have leave to make a non-political statement? 
(Agreed) 

The H onourable Member for St. Johns. 

Ms. Wasylycia-Leis: Yes, thank you, M r. Speaker. Today 
is the grand opening of the Resource Library and the 
Consult ing and Training Service of the Manitoba Chi ld 
Care Association. 

On behalf of the N OP Caucus, I would l ike to offer 
our sincere congratu lat ions to th is organization and 
hope that all Members join with me in  paying tr ibute 
to this very special occasion . 

The .Resource Library is a new service which is 
intended to provide i nformation on areas of interest 

to the chi ld care community. Housed in the Library is 
a col lection of chi ld care related books, audio-visual 
material and journals, and we would like to send our 
best wishes to the l i brary technician, Janice Hol losy. 

The consult ing and train ing service is a service to 
help enhance qual ity chi ld care, effectiveness of the 
board of d i rectors ,  and the capab i l i t ies of  the  
admin istration system. 

Our congratulations in this respect go to the d i rector, 
Karen Kristjanson, the advisory committee chairperson, 
Garth Eastoe, and members of that committee who 
are Shauna Coll ins, Marlene Doney, Dorothy Dudek, 
Anna Faber, C laire Funk,  R ichard H utch ings,  Lisa 
Macdonald, I rene Patterson and Gay Sutton. 

I hope all Members join with me today in  send ing 
our best wishes to both the Resource Library Committee 
and the Consulting and Training Service of the Manitoba 
Chi ld Care Association on this special occasion . Thank 
you .  

Ms. Avis Gray (Ellice): May I have leave t o  make a 4111 
non-pol it ical statement, M r. Speaker? • 

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Member for El l ice 
have leave to make a non-polit ical statement? (Agreed) 
The Honourable Member for El l ice. 

Ms. Gray: Thank you , M r. Speaker. Certain ly, the 
Opposition joins with the third Party in congratulating 
the Manitoba Chi ld Care Association on the opening 
of their resource l ibrary, and I th ink the Member for 
St. Johns (Ms. Wasylycia-Leis) has certainly said it wel l ,  
as to what the resource l ibrary would be about. 

I think it is i mportant to note, I would l ike to say on 
behalf of the Opposition that I think the Manitoba Chi ld 
Care Association should certain ly be given ful l  marks 
and credit for the in it iatives that they have been taking 
over the l ast n u m ber of years, as a professiona l  
associat ion, i n  regard to developing resources in  the 
community and in  regard to moving ahead and looking 
at what ways they can best serve their membership  in 
this province. 4 I th ink the resource l ibrary, which they worked long 
and hard on,  is an excellent example of their foresight 
and their wi l l ingness to work for their membership and 
to develop resources in  the community. 

I th ink it is i mportant to note that the Manitoba Chi ld 
Care Associat ion  is  h avi ng their open house t h is 
evening, and I, along with the Member for St. Johns 
( M s .  Wasylyc ia- Leis) ,  l o o k  forward to see i n g  a l l  
Honourable Members there t h i s  evening. 

Hon. Charlotte Oleson (Minister of Family Services): 
M r. Speaker, may I have permission to make a non­
polit ical statement? 

Mr. Speaker: Does the Honourable Minister have leave 
to make a non-political statement? (Agreed) 

Mrs. Oleson: I would l ike to join the other Members 
in  congratulating the MCCA on their openi ng of their 
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resource centre. I intend to go this evening to their 
open ing  ceremon ies and br ing  them my personal  
greetings at that t ime. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
Mr. Speaker, would you be so kind as to call the Address 
for Papers standing in the name of the Honourable 
Member for Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan), followed by the one 
in the name of the H onourable Member for St. Johns 
(Ms. Wasylycia-Leis). 

ADDRES S E S  FOR PAPERS 

Mr. Jay Cowan (Churchill): I move, seconded by the 
Member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton): 

THAT an Address for Papers do issue praying for: 

(a) a copy of the Report on Churchi l l  Rocket 
Range c o n d u cted by J ames S piece 
Associates of Winn ipeg; and 

(b)  copies of al l  working papers and documents 
related to the report; and 

(c) copies of any staff analysis of the report to 
date. 

MOTION presented. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General): M r. Speaker, with respect to question (a) i n  
this address, subject t o  the approval for release b y  the 
G overnment of Canada, this is  acceptable to the 
Government, and with respect to question (b), subject 
to the approval of James Spiece Associates of Winnipeg, 
this part of the Address for Papers is acceptable to 
t h e  G over n m e n t ,  a n d  (c) is  acceptable to t h e  
G overnment. 

Mr. Cowan: M r. Speaker, I seek some assistance in 
d irection from yourself, i n  that those conditions are not 
acceptable to myself as the author of the Address for 
Papers, and I have had some discussions with the 
M i nister responsible for the production of the report 
and the Attorney General, the Government H ouse 
Leader (Mr. Mccrae). 

For that reason ,  I would l ike to indicate that I would 
like this matter held over for debate, on the assurance 
from myself that I will not call for or in i tiate a debate 
on this particular issue unti l  after October 6, which is 
a d ate at which time the federal Government should 
make a determination as to whether or not it wil l p rovide 
for the release of the report and approve of it .  

* ( 1 420) 

Mr. Speaker: In order with Rule 49. 1 ,  the item wil l  
appear on the Order Paper under the appropriate 
head ing  u n d e r  Pr ivate M e m bers'  Bus i ness .  The 
Honourable Member for St. Johns (Ms. Wasylycia-Leis). 

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis (St. Johns): Thank you, M r. 
Speaker. I move, seconded by the Member for Churchil l  
( M r. Cowan), 

THAT an Address for papers do issue praying for: 

(a) copies of all written materials between the 
M i n ister responsible for the Department of 
Fami ly Services and the Premier regarding 
the termination or transfer of Department of 
Family Services employees; and 

(b) copies of all written materials between the 
M i nister of Family Services and the Deputy 
M i nister of Family Services regarding the 
termination or transfer of Department of 
Family Services employees; and 

(c) copies of all written materials between the 
Deputy M i nister of Family Services and the 
Premier regarding the termination or transfer 
of Department of Family Services employees; 
and 

(d) copies of al l  written materials between the 
Department of Fam i l y  Services and the 
Premier regarding the termination or transfer 
of Department of Family Services employees 
and the Premier regarding the termination 
or transfer of Department of Family Services 
employees. 

MOTION presented. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, t h i s  mot ion  is acceptable to the 
G overnment. 

Mr. Speaker: Orders of the Day, the Honourable 
Government House Leader. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, would you be so kind as to call the Bil ls 
in  the fol lowing order, and I have given you a l ist, for 
convenience. 

Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. On the second Address 
for Papers, is it the p leasure of the House to adopt 
the motion? Agreed and so ordered. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, as I was saying, if you would be so kind 
to call the Bi l ls in  the following order, and I have g iven 
you a handwritten l ist: Nos. 27, 3 1 ,  32, 33, 35, 38, 1 2 ,  
6 ,  a n d  t h e  remainder a s  they are l isted on t h e  Order 
Paper. 

DEBATE ON SECOND READINGS 

BILL NO. 27-THE FISCAL 
STABILIZATION FUND ACT 

Mr. Speaker: On the  p ro posed mot ion  of the 
Honourable M inister of Finance (Mr. Manness), Bi l l  No. 
27 ,  The Fiscal Stabil ization Fund Act; Loi sur le Fonds 
de stabi l isation des recettes, standing in  the n ame of 
the H onourable Member for Osborne (Mr. Alcock)­
the H onourable Member for Brandon East. 

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): M r. Speaker, 
was going to say a few words on this Bi l l  but I can say 
it another day. 
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Mr. Speaker: Is there leave to have this Bi l l  remain 
stand ing in  the name of the Honourable Member for 
Osborne ( M r. Alcock)? (Agreed)  The H o n o u ra b l e  
Member for Brandon East . 

Mr. Leonard Evans: M r. Speaker, I just want to add 
a few remarks of my own to this debate on this particular 
Bi l l ,  a rather interesting concept, one that we have 
criticized . however, because we are not so sure whose 
benefit this particular legislation is meant to be for. We 
are not so sure that it is a technique that is useful for 
the admin istration of the Province of Manitoba. We 
have heard the explanation of the M inister of Finance 
( M r. M a n ness) ,  and we do k n ow t hat h e  i s  very 
concerned about long-term budget i n g ,  long-term 
planning and so on .  I suppose he would argue that th is 
is  a step in  that d i rection. 

But we feel that the fund itself is real ly something 
that can be used, I suppose you could argue, that might 
make the M inister of Finance (Mr. Manness) look fairly 
better than he would otherwise in  a year or two from 
now if the finances are not as good as they seem to 
be, or certainly not as good as they have been in  the 
last year. Our posit ion is that the fund is not necessary, 
that these monies should have been spent in  various 
ways, for  var ious  needed p rojects,  in so m a n y  
departments. It is hard t o  l ist them, there are s o  many 
areas that do need attention .  

H owever, we h ave t h e  leg is la t ion  a n d  our  
u nderstand ing is that if the  B i ll is not  passed , then th is 
money is lost and could not be uti l ized for various 
worthwh i l e  p u r poses. On that  acc o u n t ,  as been 
explained previously by my col league, the Member for 
Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan), we will be supporting the Bi l l  
s imply to ensure that the money does not d isappear 
back into never-never land. At t hat point, if the money 
d isappeare d ,  i t  wou ld  s i m p l y  be a p p l ied t o  t h e  
consol idated revenues o f  last year a n d  to that extent 
we do not see much benefit from that money being 
used in  that way. 

We were hopeful ,  therefore, that through support of 
th is Bi l l  that the monies can be retained and uti l ized 
for various worthwhile projects, for various programs, 
for various departments that are underfunded and 
certain ly there are many areas that are deserving of 
attention by the Government. To name just a few of 
them, Mr. Speaker, we have been debating day care 
centres and the lack of funding for staffing of these 
centres. Certainly, that is an area that could have been 
improved upon. Some of these monies can and should 
be used at some point for such centres to improve the 
salaries and wages of these underpaid workers. There 
is no doubt about that .  

The Seniors Directorate was u nder question today, 
or in  the past . Again,  there is an area that monies could 
very well  be spent. We do not believe that there are 
really resources being dedicated to helping the seniors 
of this province, as was expected from the in it ial 
announcement of this d i rectorate, as was expected by 
the sen iors themselves who thought they were going 
to get something very useful i n  G overnment that would 
assist them i n  leading better l ives i n  retirement. Certainly 
there are resources that should be d i rected to that 
d i rectorate. 

In the field of social services, it has come to our 
knowledge that mentally handicapped workshops are 
being underfunded, or certainly there was an effort to 
cut back in the case of Ski l ls Unl imited in Winnipeg. 
There have been cutbacks in  other centres including 
ARM Industries in  Brandon. I understand,  M r. Speaker, 
that the reduction in funding for that organization which 
has been around for many years and has done an 
excel lent job in prov id ing u sefu l employment and 
train ing for handicapped people has had to reduce the 
work week for the individuals. I have been advised that 
because of the reduction of funding, staff and the 
trainees would only be offered activity four out of five 
d ays.- ( i nterjectio n )- I d i d  not  hear the M i n i ster's 
comment. 

It would be very n ice to hear from the M in ister if 
indeed that was now to go back to the five days out 
of  f ive d ays,  as had been t h e  case before.  The 
organizat ion has had trouble i n  the past financial ly, but 
it always has been bai led out, if you will, by the 
Government. It has always been supported by past 
Govern ments, including the one to which I was a ,411 
Member. I do not ever recall it ever having to cut back � 
on the amount of days per week of train ing and 
employment which has happened in  this case. It is not 
very much money that is i nvolved and yet it means so 
much to those ind ividuals and to the fami l ies. I th ink 
that is very, very sad that the large number of  people 
who can be usefu lly trained and employed in ARM 
Industries, look forward to going there, have now had 
to have their work day, their training week reduced . 

Simi larly, in the area of Chi ld and Family Services, 
one could go on and ind icate how we might use some 
of these funds for various of the agencies in  this 
province. I know i n  the Westman area I have talked to 
many people associated with that organization and they 
feel that they are being underfunded. They are in a 
very serious situation. I understand they are going to 
be writ ing to the various M LAs in Westman to complain 
about their particular financial situation. One would wish 
that this was not the case but the fact is that they 
cannot cope. They feel that they cannot cope with the 
burden, with the load of problems that they have, with 
the resources that this Government is provid ing.  The � 
resources are simply not enough.  

One could go on and ta lk  about other areas of  health 
care, and I could use as an example, in  Brandon, the 
Brandon Mental Health Centre, where there are all kinds 
of stories coming out from the staff of insufficient funds 
being p rov ided for the operat ion of t h at centre .  
Particularly there are a number of  nurses who have 
written to me, and perhaps have written to other M LAs, 
a concern about reclassification which is tantamount, 
as far as they are concerned, to the reduction of staffing 
of psychiatric nurses at that institution. Again ,  it goes 
back to lack of resources being provided by the 
Government to that very excellent health care faci l ity, 
the BMHC.  

In  the case of  the Brandon General Hospital, other 
examples, I have been flooded with letters from nurses 
who have worked there for some years and-

An Honourable Member: Table them. 
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• ( 1 430) 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Well ,  there is no problem in tabl ing 
them. Yes, there are many, many letters. We hear a 
broken record across the way there, M r. Speaker, I am 
not sure what he is gett ing at. Probably the Member 
for Arthur (Mr. Downey) received many letters as well .  
B u t  I have many letters a n d  I could table them if the 
Member is interested in  them. 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs, 
and Native Affairs): H ow many is many, Len, ten? 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Several .  

Mr. Downey: Now it  is several. It  was many, now it is 

Mr. Leonard Evans: 10 ,  15,  20, 25,  30. I have 25 letters 
from Brandon M ental Health Centre itself. Is  that okay? 
Do you want to meet with the n urses? Come, we wil l  
meet with the union and the nurses. I said many letters. 
Wel l ,  there are not hundreds of nurses who work at 
BGH,  but we h ave them on file over the course of the 
last many weeks, letters complain ing about the lack 
of fund ing of that organization. They say, so I u rge 
you -this is one letter from a person that was sent to 
m e  j u st before the  H ouse started l ast m o n t h ,  a 
registered nurse, a concerned member of MONA Local 
No. 4 ,  l ives in Brandon East who u rges us to take, and 
I am q uoting,  " .  . . so I u rge you to take our concerns 
to the Legislature and push for a thorough examination 
and review of the system. However, we feel that in 
order for a review or an inquiry to have any validity 
we health care providers or front l ine workers need to 
have input into this review. We are suggesting that this 
representation be determined by staff n u rses, by either 
the election or the appointment in  order to ensure that 
we can provide accurate and i mpartial data." 

The tone of the letter, the intent of the letter is that 
they are not able to do the job that they want to do 
because of the lack of funding at BGH .  I am quoting 
the last paragraph, " I  hope that you can take our 
concerns seriously and take action as soon as possible 
because our patients cannot nor should they bear the 
burden of this ongoing assault on the health care system 
any longer. Thank you for l isten ing."  

So there is no question.  I know the G overnment set 
up a review committee to look at the financial needs 
of BGH .  I am not sure whether final determination has 
been made, but there is sti l l  a lot of concern about 
that institution being underfunded and I am sure that 
that story can be repeated many t imes around the 
p rovince. Many, many other facil ities can explain and 
put forward the problems that they are having through 
lack of funding.  

(Mr. Wi l l iam Chornopyski ,  Deputy Speaker, i n  the 
C hair) 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, as we indicated, we are not 
overly happy with this particular technique of budgeting. 
I did speak to the Provincial Auditor some time back 
who at that t ime said as far as he was concerned this 
money was simply money that was not spent. I do  not 
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th ink he was very happy with the technique, that it was 
not the sort of clean way to run Government operations, 
or  at least to set up Government financial books, that 
there was perhaps better ways of hand l i n g  these 
monies. At any rate, as I said before, and as we 
understand ,  if we vote against this the money will be 
simply used against the deficit and it wil l  d isappear. 
Therefore, to that extent, there wil l  be fewer dol lars to 
help those who are mentally handicapped or help those 
who have to obtain health care or those who need 
services from Chi ld and Family Agencies. 

I did not intend to speak very long on this except 
to say that we are not happy with it, we have complained 
about i t  in the past. We are stil l  not satisfied with the 
set-up, we are not satisfied that this Govern ment is 
spending money the way they should be spending 
money. They had the windfall of money from the mining, 
they have been very, very fortunate Mr. Deputy Speaker, 
they have been very fortunate. The Member for Arthur 
(Mr. Downey) the M inister of Northern Affairs is very 
fortunate because he i nherited the Government at a 
t ime when there is a flood of money coming in because 
of hard decisions that had to be made by the previous 
Government, because of windfall -(interjection)- well ,  
I have not  seen you reduce them, really. Why do you 
not reduce them? That is peanuts, you have not done 
anything significant.  Where are they? 

M r. Deputy Speaker, the M inister of Northern Affairs 
(Mr. Downey) speaks from his seat about how they have 
done a g reat job by shaving off the payroll tax, the 
health and education levy, but frankly, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, if you look at the numbers very closely what 
this Government has done is virtually insignificant. The 
fact is that the vast-

An Honourable Member: What did you do to the car 
rates? Autopac? 

Mr. Leonard Evans: -well ,  you k now they said they 
were going to get rid of the payroll tax, but they wil l 
never get rid of the payrol l  tax u nless they add more 
to the sales tax. The Member mentions Autopac rates. 
When is he going to reduce the Autopac rates? That 
has not occurred and it wil l  not occur. 

In terms of the payrol l  tax, let it be clear on the 
record that there has been no significant reduction. 
The tax is sti l l  there to that extent, -(interjection)- it is 
a very i nsignificant move that this Government has 
made.  The M e m ber for Art h u r  ( M r. Downey) i s  
embarrassed because it is sti l l  there a year a n d  a half 
after being elected to office. He is embarrassed because 
it is sti l l  there. They said they would get rid of it. They 
have not gotten rid of it. That is the fact. 

They have not -(interjection)- okay, I am pleased to 
hear the Member say he is going to get r id of it, but 
what I would l ike to know is how this M i nister and his 
Government are going to get r id of it. What are they 
going to put in its place? You are talk ing,  what, nearly 
$200 mi l l ion a year, a substantial amount of money. 

Just where are they going to f ind that money? Either 
they are going to cut back on health care, or services 
to the mental ly  hand icapped , or ch i ld  and fami l y  
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services, or whatever, or they are going to increase 
some other taxes. If they are going to increase other 
taxes, what other taxes are they going to obtain ?  Are 
they going to increase income taxes to make up for 
the $200 mi l l ion,  or are they going to increase sales 
taxes to make up for the $200 mi l l ion? I would say 
probably sales taxes, but I suspect , particularly with 
the hubbub and outrage in  the community across the 
country about the 9 percent, that they would not dare 
touch sales taxes. I say that th is Government has failed 
on  that particular score. 

They have been very fortunate, M r. Deputy Speaker. 
As I have said ,  they have also been fortunate in  
obtain ing a windfall o f  federal transfer monies,  very, 
very fortunate. They have been fortunate too in the 
fact that mineral prices soared. As a result of the 
skyrocket i n g  m i n eral prices, many of our m i neral  
companies, our mining companies in  northern Manitoba 
h ave done very wel l .  Their revenues have come in, they 
are doing very well ,  particularly I nternational N ickel at 
Thompson. As a result of that ,  this Government has 
received additional monies by way of royalties or mining 
taxes. So there have been many, many sources of 
addit ional revenue. I do not k now whether the M i nis!er 
of Finance (Mr. Manness) and the Government will be 
as fortunate next year. I do not know whether the 
P rovince of Manitoba wil l  be as fortunate next year, 
but this remains to be seen. 

I n  the meantime, this fund is here. We do not l ike it 
as such. We think that it is really a g immick on the 
part of the M i nister of Finance, but nevertheless it is 
there and it seems the lesser of the alternat ives for us 
is to vote for it .  So I am merely repeating what my 
colleague, the Member for Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan), has 
said ,  that we wil l  support it. 

Having said that, we are not at al l  satisfied with this 
as a technique. We are not at al l  satisfied that many 
serious areas that should be more adequately funded 
are not being addressed. I can assure you ,  we wil l  do 
our best in  the weeks and months ahead to continue 
to press this Government to properly fund organizations 
such as the Brandon General H ospital, or BMHC,  or 
the various chi ld and family service agencies, or  the 
handicapped agencies, including ARM Industries. 

At any rate, with al l  those interesting interjections, 
particularly from the Member for Arthur (Mr. Downey), 
I th ink I have made our point. At that I would welcome 
the Member for Arthur, the M i nister, to participate in 
the debate and put some of his thoughts on record if 
he feels so strongly about i t .  

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the proposed motion of the 
Honourable M i nister of Finance (Mr. Manness), Bi l l  No.  
27 wi l l  stand in  the name of the Honourable Member 
for Osborne (Mr. Alcock). 

COMMITTEE CHANGE 

* ( 1 440) 

Mr. Edward Helwer (Gimli): M r. Deputy Speaker, 
move, seconded by the Member for M innedosa (Mr. 
G i l leshammer), that the composition of the Standing 

Committee on Publ ic Accounts be amended as follows: 
M r. Enns, the Member for Lakeside, for M r. Derkach , 
the Member for Robl in-Russel l .  

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Agreed? Agreed and so ordered. 

BILL NO. 3 1 -THE LABOUR 
RELATIONS AMENDMENT ACT 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the proposed motion of the 
Honourable Min ister of Labour (Mrs. Hammond), Bi l l  
No. 3 1 ,  The Labour Relations Amendment Act; Loi 
modifiant la Loi sur les relations du travai l ,  stands in 
the name of the Honourable Member for St. James 
(Mr. Edwards). (Stand) 

BILL NO. 32-THE CITY OF 
WINNIPEG AMENDMENT ACT 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the proposed motion of the 
Honourable M i nister of Urban Affairs (Mr. Ducharme), 
Bill No. 32, the City of Winn ipeg Amendment Act; Loi � 
modifiant la Loi sur la Vil le de Winnipeg, standing in � 
the name of the Honourable Member for Fort Rouge 
(Mr. Carr). (Stand) 

SECOND READINGS 

BILL NO. 33-THE ECOLOGICAL 
RESERVES AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. Harry Enns (Minister of Natural Resources) 
p resented B i l l  N o .  3 3 ,  The Ecolog ica l  Reserves 
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur les reserves 
ecologiques, for second reading,  and be referred to a 
committee of the House. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Enns: In speaking briefly to the Bi l l  at second 
read i n g  stage, let me s im ply rem ind  H o n o u rable 
Members that this is refinement of  legislation that has 
been in place in  Manitoba for some years. It is designed 
specifically to preserve for posterity unique and rare • 
natural features of the province; habitats of rare and/ � 
or endangered plants and animals; examples of natural 
and mod if ied ecosystems for study, research and 
education;  and the aesthetic benefit for all Manitobans 
and visitors to Man itoba. 

We have, M r. Deputy Speaker, some 12 ecological 
reserve areas currently set aside for posterity. They 
vary in scale and type of geography from all parts of 
Manitoba. Just recently one of the larger ecological 
reserves was established in  the North at the Baralzon 
Lake area. 

M r. Deputy S peaker, t h i s  is a program t hat 
Manitobans can be proud of in  the sense that, certainly 
in keeping with world concerns about the preservations 
of our ecosystems,  t h i s  k i n d  of leg i s l at i o n  very 
comfortably and appropriately fits in  with some of those 
identified objectives. Allow me, just for the record , to 
ind icate that the checkl ist by the world conservation 
strategy group has these specific objectives in  m ind: 
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prevention of species extinction; preservation of as 
m any varieties as possible of domesticated and other 
econ o m i c  or usefu l  p lants ,  a n i ma ls  and m icro­
organizations and their wi ld relatives; the establishment 
of  a comprehensive network of p rotected areas, 
securing the habitats of threatened , u n ique and other 
i m portant  species,  u n i q u e  ecosystems a n d  
representat ive samples o f  ecosystems. Addit ional  
concerns that  h ave been ident if ied by the  Wor ld  
Conservancy G roup are maintenance of  habitats of the 
species, preparations of the ecosystems evaluations, 
increased research to improve the management of l iving 
resources. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, these specific areas provide 
u n i q u e  study  areas for cur rent scholars who are 
concerned about this whole area of activity. I t  is  fair 
to say that more and more concern ,  more and more 
emphasis, and more demand for being able to use as 
benchmarks, i f  you l ike, these areas that are set aside 
under this program, and under the Act that we are 
speaking to, that make that k ind of academic scholarly 

� study avai lable, as wel l  as for the enjoyment of the 

' everyday M an itoban and/or our visitors to our province 
who place i ncreasing emphasis on having this k ind of 
habitat ,  th is  k i n d  of species, th is  k i n d  of u n i q u e  
ecosystems protected f o r  a l l  t ime. 

The Act before you , M r. Deputy Speaker, a n d  
H onourable Members o f  t h e  House, is again not a large 
Act. It is fairly precise in the sense that it simply helps 
with  the definit ion of the terms that are used in this 
field .  It  also encourages the voluntary contribution or 
introduction of private lands to the program. 

The program to date essentially is applicable to Crown 
lands only. The 12 ecological reserve districts that have 
been set up to date under the Act during the last number 
of years, dating back to 1 973, are all on publ ic or  on 
Crown lands. This Act makes it possible for private 
lands to be considered and included in the ecological 
reserves program in a voluntary fashion.  It  sets out a 
l ittle more precisely and definitively the powers of the 
board that  a d m i n isters the Eco l o g ica l  R eserves 
Committee. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, allow me to take this opportunity 
to read into the record who precisely are the members 
of the board who preside over the Ecological Reserves 
and their establ ishment here in Manitoba. They are­
current membership: Dr. Jennifer Shay, Professor of 
Botany at t h e  U n i vers i ty  of M an itoba ;  D r. Karen 
Johnson, Curator of Botany at the M anitoba M useum 
of M a n  a n d  N ature ;  M r. Dav id  H atch , who i s  an  
environmental consultant and bird columnist; Mr. Robert 
Waldon, a nature writer and past President of Canadian 
Nature Federation; M r. David Wotton, Head of Terrestrial 
Standards and Studies of the M anitoba Environment 
Group; and M r. Ross Thomasson,  who is Chairman and 
a member of my staff as Chief of Land Use Planning 
of M an i toba Natural Resou rces and Chairman of 
Canadian Council on Ecological Areas. 

This is a committee, M r. Deputy Speaker, that does 
not often make headl ines on the ongoing work that 
t h ey d o ,  b u t  n onethe less ,  cert a i n ly I w ish  to 
acknowledge the time and effort that these otherwise 
busy people- busy l ives these people l ive-to take time 

t o  sit on  t h i s  c o m m i ttee and t o  p rovi d e  to t h e  
department, t o  t h e  M in ister, and t o  t h e  Government 
the kind of expertise, the kind of appl ied knowledge 
that they have possessed themselves, as professionals, 
i n  the very area that this Bill deals with, in helping us 
select the appropriate lands throughout the province, 
from time to time, as they are made known to us for 
consideration to be included in  our ecological reserve 
program. 

* ( 1 450) 

So, M r. Deputy Speaker, I commend this Bill to 
Honourable Members opposite. I f  I recal l ,  on Friday 
last, when I had occasion to introduce one of my other 
pieces of legislation, the k ind of obvious enthusiastic 
support I was receiving from Honourable Members 
opposite had caused me to become somewhat excited 
about the legislat ive package that I was introducing to 
this Chamber. 

Upon reading Hansard, M r. Deputy Speaker, I may 
have gotten carried away with myself in catching that 
fever of enthusiasm for this legislation. But I again repeat 
what I said .  This is part of a crafted series of legislative 
proposals that I am pr iv i leged to p resent to th is  
Chamber that have a very consistent and common 
theme running through them. That is the preservation 
and concern for our natural resources in  its very widest 
of a l l  possib le  appl icat ions ,  from the endangered 
species legislation, concern about the groundwaters, 
concern about our forestry renewal efforts, and now 
in this case, to set aside unique and special portions 
of our province in small tracts and in some instances 
larger t racts, that wi l l  ensure that future generations 
of M anitobans, and scholars, and academics, and 
visitors and tourists alike, wil l  be able to have this 
experience in  nature in  their pursuit of the environment 
as we have it today. 

Surely there is that responsib i l ity to pass it on to our 
future generations. M r. Deputy Speaker, this is but 
another piece of legislation that wil l  enable that to be 
carried out,  and I seek the support of Honourable 
Members for their consideration of this legislation. 
Thank you. 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Thompson): M r. Deputy Speaker, 
I move, seconded by the Member for Brandon East 
(Mr. Leonard Evans), that debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 35-THE WILDLIFE 
AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James Downey (Minister of Northern Affairs, 
and Native Affairs): M r. Deputy Speaker, it is my 
u nderstanding you wil l  now call Bi l l  No. 35. Is that 
correct? 

Hon. Harry Enns (Minister of Natural Resources) 
presented, B i l l  No. 35, The Wildl ife Amendment Act; 
Loi modifiant la loi sur la conservation de la faune, for 
second reading,  and be referred to a committee of this 
H ouse. 
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MOTION presented. 

Mr. Enns: I want to encourage Honourable Members 
to l isten to these brief explanatory notes because they 
may feel that common thread, preservation of our 
resou rces, i s  stretched s o m ewhat t h i n  with t h e  
i ntroduction o f  t h e  amendments t o  T h e  Wildlife Act. 
aut I want to assure them that nonetheless it sti l l  is 
there, even though we are talk ing about muzzle-loading 
guns, and cyanide guns, and hunting and trapping,  but 
I wi l l  attempt to do that. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, from time to time The Wildl ife 
Act, which is an Act that has been with us for a goodly 
number of years, is required to be presented back to 
the Chamber for modificat ion and for amendments, 
and this is the case with the Bill before us, Bill No. 35, 
M r. Deputy Speaker. In  essence it contains three or 
four relatively minor changes, and I would remind all 
Members that they would of course have the opportunity 
at committee stage to seek out and search out further 
i nformat ion  from mem bers o f  the staff of the  
Department of  Natural Resources, and  always the 
opportunity of hearing a public presentation on those 
occasions. 

The Act before you a l ittle more clearly defines the 
separat i o n  b etween the terms " h u n t i n g "  a n d  
"trapping."  We have found i t ,  M r. Deputy Speaker, t o  
b e  d ifficult sometimes in  certain restricted areas, wildlife 
management areas, to allow the continuance of trapping 
but be able to prevent hunt ing.  For those reasons, I 
have been advised to make that clearer in the Act that 
enables us, in some instances where we for good 
management reasons bel ieve that it is essential,  to 
prohibit all hunt ing in  a particular area. 

I might say, M r. Deputy Speaker, the department and 
myself are faced with those decisions more critically 
this time around because of the severe forest fires which 
h ave d evastated large p o r t i o n s  of  o u r  p rovi nce 
particularly in  the North where, for very understandable 
reasons, it l ikely wil l  and has already called for a 
restriction in past hunting practices, but not necessarily 
wanting to l imit  the opportunities, and i n .  some cases 
h istoric and traditional opportun ities by our Native 
brothers, from carrying on their trapping programs on 
those species that have not been injured or set back 
or have had their numbers decl ine because of such 
th ings as forest fires. It enables the wildl ife resource 
officers to cope with that situation by separating the 
two and clearly defin ing a "trapper" and a "hunter. "  

M r. Deputy Speaker, we have fortunately l imited use 
of cyanide in the predator control programs in the 
province over the past number of years, and only under 
supervision of departmental officials, but nonetheless 
it  is not i l legal for people and private citizens to have 
cyanide guns in their possession. We are concerned 
about the indiscrim inate use of them and the possible 
harm and danger that they constantly are to the general 
populat ion, and perhaps more specifically to pets and 
other animals, so this Act, these amendments before 
you , expressly p r o h i b i t  a n d  m a k e  it i l legal ,  the  
possession of  cyanide guns  i n  Manitoba. 

That to date has not been the case even though, as 
I said earlier, the use of cyanide, and I wil l  more or 

less generally agree to that, has been severely restricted. 
It is sti l l  possible to use cyanide and poison for the 
control of predator animals, or nuisance animals in  
some c i rcu mstances , but  only u nd e r  t h e  d i rect 
supervision of the Department of Natural Resources. 
The amendments before you now make it i l legal for 
p r ivate persons to h ave cya n i d e  g u n s  i n  the i r  
possession. 

* ( 1 500) 

M r. Deputy Speaker, another l ittle amendment, and 
that comes about because of the increased activity and 
interest in our sportsmen who will find the black powder 
type of hunting involving the muzzleloading firearms, 
who under the Act, because of the practice with the 
regular firearms-the fi rearm must be d ischarged or 
emptied before it can be taken into one's vehicle. It  
is a safety feature that is i n  there. A hunter can be, 
and has been for a number of years, charged with 
having a loaded gun in his vehicle. 

That is both a safety and a precaution against the � 
i ndiscriminate shooting at game from veh icles. That 
makes it a little easier for enforcement to enforce the 
provision that it is i l legal to hunt from veh icles, for 
instance. So the prohi bit ion against having a loaded 
firearm in a veh icle has been in the statutes for some 
t ime, but the appl ication of this provision in  the current 
Act has been deemed to be not appropriate for the 
m uzz le load i n g  arm w h i c h  then  ca l led for h i m  to 
d ischarge the muzzleloader every time he took it in by 
removing the cap. You know, we have been persuaded, 
and officials of the department persuaded , the weapon 
is d isarmed. I might say it saves them from a lot . of 
unnecessary blast ing off of the muzzleloaders every 
t ime somebody goes into his vehicle, in the event that 
he has not d ischarged his gun for some other reasons 
whi le outside of the vehicle. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, I th ink that more or less covers 
the amendments to the Act. I, again,  i nvite Honourable 
Members to pursue any questions that they have of 
these amendments to me and to my officials during 
its passage through committee, and commend this 
legislation to the consideration of Honourable Members 
opposite. I know that they wil l  consider it with all the 
wisdom that they wil l  bring to bear on this and all other 
legislation.  I commend it heart ily for their positive 
consideration. 

T h a n k  you , M r. Deputy S peaker, for you r k i n d  
assistance in  allowing m e  t o  present these Bi l ls and 
inform Honourable Members that with this legislation 
that l ikely completes the legislative program that I will 
be presenting to this Chamber for consideration during 
th is Session. 

Mr. Harold Taylor (Wolseley): Mr. Deputy Speaker, I 
would l ike to adjourn the debate, seconded by the 
Member for Fort Garry (Mr. Laurie Evans). 

MOTION presented and carried. 
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COMMITTEE CHANGE 

Mr. Kevin Lamoureux ( lnkster): Yes ,  M r. Deputy 
Speaker, I have a committee change. 

I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for St. 
James (Mr. Edwards) that the composition of Standing 
Committee on Publ ic Accounts be amended as follows: 
The Honourable Member for St. Vital (Mr. Rose) for 
the Honourable Member for Osborne (Mr. Alcock). 
Thank you. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: So ordered . 

BILL NO. 38-THE STATUTE 
RE-ENACTMENT AND BY-LAW 
VALIDATION (WINNIPEG) ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House leader) 
presented Bi l l  No. 38, The Statute Re-enactment and 
By-law Val idation (Winn ipeg) Act; Loi sur la readoption 
de lois et la val idation d 'arretes concernant la Vi l le de 
Wi n n i peg , for second read i n g ,  and referred to a 
committee of this H ouse. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Mccrae: M r. Deputy Speaker, before proceeding 
to second reading of Bi l l  No. 38, I would l ike to table 
documents t h at are part of  t h at B i l l .  I h ave had 
d iscussions with the other House Leaders, and I believe 
I have their agreement to maintain the procedu re put 
in place earlier for the re-enactment process whereby 
the number of copies of Acts to be re-enacted are 
l imited . 

I believe there is agreement ,  as wel l ,  M r. Deputy 
Speaker, to waive Rule 84 such that it wi l l  be sufficient 
for me to table one certified copy of each by-law and 
agreement being validated by Bill No. 38, as opposed 
to appending copies of such by-laws and agreements 
to every copy of the Bi l l .  M r. Deputy Speaker, I wonder 
if there would be unanimous agreement to waive Rule 
84 in this regard . 

At th is point, M r. Deputy Speaker, I would l ike to 
table the roll of statutes that are being re-enacted by 
Bi l l  No.  38, and the certified copies of by-laws and 
agreements that are being validated by Bil l No. 38. 

I am pleased today to speak at second reading stage 
of Bi l l  No. 38, The Statute Re-enactment and By-law 
Validation (Winn ipeg) Act. Al l  Honourable Members are 
famil iar with the re-enactment process in which we have 
been engaged since the 1 985 order of the Supreme 
Court of Canada, which declared Manitoba's laws to 
be invalid for fai lure to enact in Engl ish and French. 

We were given two deadl ines by the court, M r. Deputy 
Speaker, before which we were to re-enact in English 
and French , p r i n t  and p u b l i s h  our laws.  I n  t h i s  
connection, I am very pleased to report that t h e  first 
deadl ine of December 3 1 ,  1 988, was successfu lly met. 
Before that date, the following categories of laws have 
been re-enacted and published . First, Acts contained 
in the cont i n u i n g  conso l i d at ion  of the statutes of 
Manitoba; second, regulations; third, rules of court and 
quasi-judicial tr ibunals. 
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This year, M r. Deputy Speaker, the office of the 
Legislative Counsel has been working di l igently as usual 
to prepare for the consideration of this House those 
Acts requ iring re-enactment and publication before 
December 3 1 ,  1 990. The categories of Acts that remain 
are, first, unconsol idated public Acts, which includes 
those Acts which , over the years, were not i ncluded in 
the CCSM because they were not of sufficiently general 
appl ication that they needed to be publ ished in the 
loose-leaf statutes as well  as in  the red-bound Sessional 
volumes; second, municipal Acts, which includes all 
Acts related to municipal Government in  the province; 
third, private Acts which as all Honourable Members 
k now, are those Acts resulting from Bi l ls presented on 
t h e  pet i t i o n  of p r i vate groups  to t h e  Leg is lat ive 
Assembly. 

A series of Bi l ls wi l l  be presented to the Legislative 
Assembly between now and, hopefully, June of 1990, 
to accomplish the re-enactment of these Acts and 
permit us to publish them by December 3 1 ,  1 990. Bi l l  
No. 38 is the first of two Bi l ls required to effect the 
re-enactment  of  m u n ic i p a l  Acts. As H o n o u rable 
Members wi l l  note, the B i l l  deals with a l l  City of Winnipeg 
related matters, including The City of Winnipeg Act; 
The St. James-Assiniboia School Division No. 2 Act; 
The Taxation of the Canadian Pacific Railway by the 
City of Winn ipeg Act; the Winnipeg School Division No. 
1 Sink ing Fund Trustees Act. 

As wel l ,  included here as schedules to The City of 
Winnipeg Act are portions of the fol lowing Acts that 
continue to be relevant to the functioning of the City 
of Win n ipeg ,  The M etropol itan Winn ipeg Act; The 
G reater Winnipeg Sanitary Districts Act; The Greater 
Winnipeg Water Districts Act. These are all of the 
remain i n g  Acts of the  Leg is lature req u i ri n g  re­
enactment t h at re late to the City of  Wi n n ipeg .  
Honourable Members wil l  note that 347 Acts are being 
repealed by this Bi l l  as being of no further effect. Bil l  
No. 38 has the further purpose, M r. Deputy Speaker, 
of val idat ing by-laws and agreements which h ad 
previously been validated by statute. The by-laws and 
agreements tabled today were validated in the past by 
this Legislature, and Section 4 of Bill No. 38 has the 
effect of ensuring that the validation already effected 
by the Legislature does not lose its effect on December 
3 1 ,  1 990. 

I would l ike to take this opportunity, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, to thank those persons on the staff of the 
City of Winn ipeg, the Department of Urban Affai rs, and 
the Legislative Counsel office, who worked many hours 
to review thousands of pages of material ,  the result of 
which work we are seeing here today. I am sure all 
Honourable Members wil l  join with me in  extending 
that  thanks to those i ndividuals. 

I t  was not my intention to make a lengthy speech 
about Bi l l  No. 38.  In  summary, let me say that Bi l l  No .  
38 has  the  effect first of  re-enacting i n  English and 
French all current laws related to the City of Winnipeg 
that to date have been in  English only; second, repealing 
obsolete Acts relating to the City of  Winnipeg; third , 
val idating certain by-laws and agreements of the City 
of Winn ipeg which formerly had been val idated by th is  
Legislature. 
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With that, M r. Deputy Speaker, I would move second 
reading of  B i l l  No .  38 ,  The Statute Re-enactment and 
By- Law Val i dat ion  (Wi n n i peg)  Act ,  a n d  ask a l l  
Honourable Members for their support. 

* ( 1 5 1 0) 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): I move, seconded by 
the Mem ber for Osborne ( M r. Alcock) that debate be 
adjourned. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Agreed? Agreed and so ordered . 

COMMITTEE CHANGE 

Mr. Steve Ashton (Second Opposition House Leader): 
I have a committee substitut ion,  M r. Deputy Speaker. 

I move, seconded by the Member for Brandon East 
( M r. Leonard Evans), that the com posit i o n  of the  
Standing Committee on Publ ic Accounts be  amended 
as follows: the Member for Fl in Flon ( M r. Storie) for 
the Member for Churchi l l  (Mr. Cowan); the Member for 
Brandon East (Mr. Leonard Evans) for the Member for 
Rupertsland (Mr. H arper). 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Agreed? 

Some Honourable Members: Agreed . 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Agreed and so ordered. 

BILL NQ 1 2-THE LEGISLATIVE 
ASSEMBLY MANAGEMENT COMMISSION 

AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
Genera l ) ,  on behalf of the  Premier  ( M r. F i lmon) ,  
p resented B i l l  N o .  12 ,  T h e  Leg is lat ive Assem b l y  
M anagement C o m m i ss i o n  Amend ment Act ;  Lo i  
m o d i f i a n t  l a  Lo i  s u r  l a  C o m m iss ion  d e  reg ie  d e  
I '  Assemblee legislative, for second reading,  a n d  be 
referred to a committee of th is H ouse. 

MOT ION presented and carried. 

Mr. Mccrae: M r. Deputy Speaker, on Bi l l  12 and on 
behalf of the Premier (Mr. Fi lmon), I should l ike to 
commend Bil l  12 to the attention and support of 
H on o u ra b l e  M e m bers.  T h i s  B i l l  comes out  of a 
resolution of the Legislative Assembly Management 
Commission, an all-Party commission of this Legislature. 

The Bill could be characterized as a housekeeping 
Bil l  which delegates to the LAMC certain powers relating 
to the employees of the House. 

Mr. Laurie Evans (Fort Garry): M r. Deputy Speaker, 
we of course have looked at this Bi l l  and I would have 
to agree with the H ouse Leader for the Government 
side that this is essentially a housekeeping Bi l l  which 
does nothing more than remove some of the authority 
of the Speaker to transfer some of his responsibi lities 
to other Members or other members of his staff. As 
far as we are aware,  t h i s  is s i m p l y  a case of 

housekeeping that will restrict the amount of delegation 
that is possible by the Speaker, and we have no 
objections to it. 

Mr. Leonard Evans (B randon East): M r. Deputy 
Speaker, I move, seconded by the Member for Osborne 
( M r. Alcock), that debate be adjourned . 

MOT ION presented and carried. 

DEBATE ON SECOND READINGS 

BILL NO. 6-THE LAW 
REFORM COMMISSION ACT 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On a proposed motion by the 
H onourable M inister of Justice (Mr. Mccrae), debate 
on second reading of Bi l l  No. 6,  The Law Reform 
Commission Act; Lc;>i sur la Commission de reforme du 
droit ,  standing in  the name of the Honourable Member 
for St. James. 

Mr. Paul Edwards (St. James): M r. Deputy Speaker, � 
with a l ittle trepidation, I get up for the second time , 

in this cont inuation of this Session to speak in the 
H ouse. The last t ime I felt I was treated quite rudely. 
I woke up the next morning and heard myself screaming 
on the radio and I felt badly about that because I do 
not normally do that as all Members in  this House know. 
I was forced to do that because Members of the th ird 
Party were screaming at me and I had to get my point 
across. 

Anyway, I stand up this time a little more confident 
that I can get my point across without having to raise 
my voice and speak on The Law Reform Commission 
Act. The M in ister  respo n s i b l e  for the Workers 
Compensation Board (Mr. Connery) says he hopes I 
make sense. That is generally what I do and I am sure 
he wil l  agree with that. 

I want to commend the work of the Law Reform 
Commission in  coming up with their own Act. They 
were mandated to do that by this Minister and I 
congratulate them on getting to the job with some 
priority in  coming up with this Act which appears before 
us today. 

I m ight also say about the th ird Party that I notice 
they have not spoken to this Act yet. I th ink they may 
be a bit embarrassed to speak about this Act because, 
q u i te  f rank ly, it was i n  response to the  p revi ous 
admin istration that th is  Min ister reinstated the Law 
Reform Commission and they have not spoken to this. 
I look forward to hearing them speak on it ,  I can say. 
In any event ,  Mr. Deputy Speaker, I th ink this was 
perhaps the fi rst question I asked in this House as a 
Member of the Legislature, if not the first, one of the 
first, on the Law Reform Commission and on reinstating 
it and giving it funding and independence. I might say 
that the M i nister of Justice d id respond in k ind and 
obviously treated it with the same priority that I d id 
and our caucus d id .  

The work of  the Law Reform Commission is legendary. 
It has provided updat ing and revising of statutes in  
th is  province for some years now and has provided 
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many, many very useful reports to legislators which 
have worked their way into the laws of this province 
and have served al l  Manitobans, of course, in  particular 
those who end up  in  our courts. The fact is that the 
work of the Law Reform Commission goes beyond that 
into statutes which affect all of our every day l ives. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, I want to take this opportunity 
to congratulate all of the Members of former Law 
Reform Commissions because I know from experience, 
also being a practising lawyer, the value of what they 
do. They take out of the law those things which have 
become redu ndant, those th ings which are not in 
keeping with the way society thinks today, and we are 
in a changing society and we need to recognize that. 
It  changes rapidly and it is very i mportant that the laws 
keep up. The fact is that in  this House some of those 
laws become redundant or need improvement and 
revision and we as legislators are not always aware on 
a d aily basis of what those laws are and the technicalities 
involved. Therefore it  is very, very important that we 
have a body like the Law Reform Commission that is 
constantly reviewing our laws to determine where we 
need to go and what we need to change. 

Every jurisdiction in this country has seen fit to 
constitute a Law Reform Commission. I know that there 
is a general movement in the common law world to 
have Law Reform Commissions and many of them work 
in concert with each other. I th ink that is a very useful 
thing. We have seen as our world gets smaller and we 
are deal ing internationally more and more, the need 
to u nify laws. The Law Reform Commission can do that. 
It  can, in  effect, take the initiative where perhaps 
legislators do not see the real ramifications in  the 
business world of certain laws and certain conflict 
between laws. 

The Law Reform Commission is the eyes and ears 
in  the legal community and in the community at large 
to predict what changes we need to make to our 
commercial laws and other laws which will al low us to 
better compete and better trade with the rest of the 
world. That has been a very i mportant function of the 
Canadian Law Reform Commission and indeed the 
provincial Law Reform Commissions in  this country. We 
took the back seat i n  pretty wel l  the entire common 
law world when our previous Government decided to 
str ip the commission of its funding and in effect of its 
power. I think, I and certainly Manitobans who are active 
in the legal community and all Manitobans if  they knew 
the ful l  work of the Law Reform Commission would 
share in  the d isappointment in  that decision.  

I t  was out of a need for funds that the previous 
ad ministration needed a lot of funds and took them 
wherever they found them. This was one that they 
thought maybe would not cause much of a fuss, and 
they just scooped a bit of money and who would real ly 
care anyway. Well, the fact is, Mr. Deputy Speaker, there 
was an outcry, it was appropriate, it was justified and 
certain ly our Party took up that cause in  the course 
of the last election campaign,  as did the Party that 
now forms the Government. We were very happy to 
see approximately a year ago, the co-operation in this 
H ouse to get the Law Reform Commission back to its 
ful l  effect. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I want to take a brief look at 
the Act itself. In effect, Section 2 states that, and I 
want to quote this one section because I th ink it is 
i mportant, " In  no case shal l  the affairs or the duties 
of the Commission be wound up or altered unless the 
Legislature so provides." In effect that takes it  out of 
the hands of the Cabinet and makes it a legislat ive 
agent, a body that serves the Legislature. 

* ( 1 520) 

I th ink that is appropriate given the fact that this 
body functions, un like other boards and commissions, 
not in an adjudicative function. They are not making 
decisions over people's l ives. What they are doing is 
in effect researc h i n g  and study i n g  the l aws and 
troubleshooting for  the entire province. I really think 
i t  is appropriate that it be a legislative committee, in  
effect a legislat ive commission, given that that is there 
role. Their role is not one that is politically motivated 
or politically b iased in any way. The role of the Law 
Reform Commission is simply to g ive the best advice 
to the legislators as to what laws we need to improve 
and revise and update. 

I t  strikes me as I l isten to the Minister of Justice (Mr. 
Mccrae) speak about a prior Bi l l ,  another of the re­
enactment statutes, when he said that 300-and-some­
odd statutes were going to be repealed. It strikes me 
as appropriate to comment on that as something that 
we can see the Law Reform Commission as doing. That 
is to tell us when these public and private statutes 
become redundant so that we can get them off the 
books and do not cloud up our laws in this province. 
Heaven knows we have enough laws in this province 
already, those that are redundant we do not need 
hanging around. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, it is also encouraging to see 
that with the constitution of the commission, which is 
to be between five and seven commissioners, at least 
one of those will be a non-lawyer. That is very i mportant. 
I th ink it is appropriate that there be representation 
from the non-legal community. · Although many of the 
d iscussions are obviously technical and require legal 
train ing as you get into the intricacies of the various 
Acts, the fact is that it is important to have at least 
some representation of a perspective other than legal 
training. I th ink that is the tradition of the Law Reform 
Commission that has been incorporated into this Act. 
We certainly th ink that is appropriate, because non­
lawyers can bring to the discussion perhaps an aspect 
that is not readily ascertainable by those who are trained 
lega l ly. It is i m portant  to h ave t h at voice at t h e  
commission level in  order t o  bring in  that aspect o n  
a regular basis i nto t h e  discussions on laws that indeed 
affect all of us. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, going on through the Act, the 
d uties of the commission are quite clear. I quote again ,  
" improvement, modernization, and reform of the law," 
and then it goes on to say, " includ ing without l imit ing 
the generality of the foregoing, removal of provisions 
that are outdated or inconsistent, the maintenance and 
i m provement of the administration of justice." Again ,  
t h e  prior administration left us in  a d i re mess when the 
administration of justice, land titles office, the court 

1357 



Wednesday, September 27, 1989 

backlog , you name it, go through the admin istration 
of justice in this province. 

We were not particularly well served by the prior 
admin istrat ion.  The fact is that we have brought to this 
H ouse our concerns and said that was a priority. We 
are pleased to have seen i n  the last year that this 
M inister has on many occasions certain ly taken our 
advice, accepted that it was a priority for us, and stated 
that it was a priority for h im,  and hopefully through co­
operat ive efforts we w i l l  be ab le  to increase the 
accessibi l ity and avai labi l ity of justice to M an itobans. 
I look forward to changes in that regard which sti l l  need 
to be made. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I want to say that one of the 
most important things about the law, just l ike textbooks 
in schools, is that they do not keep up with society, 
and sexism is a perfect example of that. Our laws, you 
will often find even today, reflect the now outmoded 
belief that we l ive in  a male-dominated society, or that 
we should l ive in a male-dominated society. The fact 
is our laws need to reflect that society has changed 
and t hat we want non-sexist language wherever that 
is possible. 

That is another important function.  We can maybe 
say, well it is not such a big deal , but the fact is it is 
a big deal . It  is important that our laws reflect what 
we believe, and if they are incorporating sexism, then 
it is i mportant that we change that, because the laws 
are held up as something that the publ ic should look 
to, should respect and want to uphold. It  is extremely 
i mportant that we always be on guard to monitor our 
laws and make sure that they do reflect what we truly 
believe and what we feel,  because when a law is 
chastised by the publ ic, and is seen by the publ ic not 
to be reflective of how they feel and what they feel 
justice is, all of the laws suffer and all of the legislators 
suffer. If the law is embarrassed in the face of the public, 
we all lose because the adm i nistration of justice, as 
much as being real , is also perceived , and it m ust be 
perceived to be just and swift and effective. 

(Mr. Harold Gi l leshammer, Acting Speaker, in the 
Chair) 

M r. Acting Speaker, I note that at Clause 7 of this 
Act there is provision for the M in ister to d irect that the 
commission study certain projects on a priority basis, 
and I th ink that is important as wel l .  

* ( 1 530) 

The commission and the pol it icians, it seems to me, 
should be able to work in co-operation. In  those 
situations where the Legislature feels that a certain Act 
h as come to the i r  attent ion  and it is part icu lar ly 
outmoded , is particularly in  need of improvement, I 
th ink that they should be able to go to the Law Reform 
Commission and say, as they have in  the past, we need 
some swift action on this particular piece of legislation 
because we perceive i t  t o  be of p ress i n g  p u b l i c  
i mportance. That has been done in  t h e  past very 
effectively. This very Act that we are d iscussing today 
is a reflection of such a d i rect ion,  with the M i nister 
d i recting the Law Reform Commission to study their 
own Act, or to study their own constitution and come 

u p  with an Act that would reflect their aspirations in 
the ongoing improvement of our laws in  this province. 

M r. Acting Speaker, the Law Reform Commission also 
receives funding from the Manitoba Law Foundation, 
which is a foundation set up from monies received from 
trust accounts which lawyers hold in  this province, and 
those trust accounts, which are often turned over on 
a short-term basis, a day or two, l iterally hold mi l l ions, 
if not bil l ions of dol lars in  the course of a year. Even 
though it is only a day or two of interest perhaps, at 
each t ime those monies add up.  

Rather than those monies ending up being added 
to those trust funds, what happens is they are taken 
and put into the Manitoba Law Foundation, which then 
g oes a n d  g i ves grants  to t h e  C o m m u n ity Legal  
Education  Associat ion , the M an itoba Law Reform 
Commission, and other bodies to i mprove the access 
to j u st i ce i n  o u r  p rov ince,  a n d  ra ise the  level  of 
consciousness about what the law is and how to access 
M anitoba's justice system. 

So those are i mportant contributions to the Law 
Reform Commission.  Of course the Legislature m ust � carry the primary burden for funding the Law Reform 
Commission. I think we have all come to that consensus. 
Even the th ird Party has joined us belatedly. Having 
cut the funds just a year and a half ago, it appears 
that they now support the concept that the Legislature 
has an ongoing responsibi l ity to support the work of 
the Law Reform Commission. Let me say in respect 
of that decision, better late than never. 

M r. Acting Speaker, it is with pleasure that we consider 
th is Bi l l .  Whi le it is not of great length, it is certainly 
of great i mportance. 

We want to commend,  to the Party that has not yet 
spoken on this Bi l l ,  their support of it We certain ly 
support it ,  we look for speedy passage and I th ink at 
t h e  c o m m ittee stage there m ay be a few m i nor  
amendments which may come forward . 

H owever, I th ink we can look forward to this Bi l l  
passing in  substance at an early date, and I am sure 
the Law Reform Commission and the people of this 
province, in particular the legal community, will applaud 
our efforts in that regard. Thank you, M r. Acting 
Speaker. 

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): I would move, 
seconded by the Member from Fort Garry (Mr. Laurie 
Evans), that the debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 7-THE INTERNATIONAL 
SALE OF GOODS ACT 

T he Acting Speaker (Mr. Gilleshammer): On the 
proposed motion of the Honourable M inister of Justice 
(Mr. Mccrae), Bill No. 7, The International Sale of Goods 
Act, standing in  the name of the Honourable Member 
for l nkster (Mr. Lamoureux), the H onourable Member 
for Seven Oaks (Mr. M inenko). 

Mr. Mark Minenko (Seven Oaks): M r. Acting Speaker, 
I would ask the indulgence of the House to allow the 
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Bi l l  to remain standing in the name of the Honourable 
Mem ber for lnkster, and I would l ike to address some 
remarks on this. 

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Gillesham mer): Leave? 
(Agreed) The Honourable Member for Seven Oaks. 

Mr. M inenko: Thank  you very m u c h ,  M r. Act i n g  
S peaker. The Bi l l  that we have before u s  deals with 
quite a tremendous topic and a topic of tremendous 
interest to all Manitobans. 

I t  is qu ite an extensive attachment to the Bill. The 
Bill is a short eight sections long, and yet the schedule 
attached to it is quite a number of articles and pages 
longer. It is an interesting Bi l l ,  in  that i t  certain ly 
addresses the economic future of rural trade, and we 
would agree with some of the previous speakers on 
th is Bi l l  who said that we, as a province, we, as 
M anitobans, do not stand alone in  the world, and we 
are indeed a trading nation and a trading province. I n  
M anitoba, some over 500 firms are i ndeed engaged i n  
export o f  one sort or another, and manufacturing 
exports i n  this province accounted for some over $3 
b i l l ion worth of sales. 

* ( 1 540) 

So i ndeed t h i s  B i l l  is an i m portant  B i l l  to be 
considered by the Legislative Assembly, that Manitoba 
is  indeed a player in  world trade, and that there have 
been many developments around the world that have 
very much had a great impact on the province of 
M an itoba and the people who produce mater ia ls ,  
provide services and provide the employment, which 
u l t i m ately leads t o  the a b i l i ty  of the M an it o b a  
G overnment t o  provide services to i t s  citizens in  return. 

Some of  the developments that I t h i n k  t h i s  
G overnment s h o u l d  certa in ly  b e  reviewing ,  and I 
cert a i n l y  look  forward to t he Est i m ates of the  
Department of  Industry, Trade and  Tourism, some of 
t hese developments that are having an impact on 
M anitoba now and are to have an impact on Manitoba 
companies, I would certainly hope that the Government 
is  looking at these developments with a l ittle bit more 
d egree of care than they even reviewed the federal 
b udget and its impact on Manitoba. Throughout this 
Session we have pointed out to various M i nisters about 
some of the effect that federal budget may have on 
M an itoba, and yet M i nisters are unaware. 

For example, earl ier this year I asked a question 
deal ing the subsidy provided to the publishing and 
printing industry in  Manitoba, asked the question to 
three Ministers of the present Government, and did 
n ot hear an answer. They appeared certainly from their 
responses not to have even been aware of this particu lar 
provision in the budget. 

I would certa in ly  ask th is  Government  and the 
Min isters responsible to  d irect their departments to 
start reviewing some of these developments on the 
i n tern at iona l  level t h at w i l l  h ave an i m p act o n  
Manitobans s o  that we are better prepared to take 
advantage, if there are advantages to be taken.  Not 
l ike, for example, with the Free Trade Agreement where 
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this Government seemingly wholeheartedly supported 
the Free Trade Agreement, was an Opposition Party 
in  this House for a number of years, l iked to tell people 
that they were certainly ready to govern and were ready 
to get going without any jump start requ i red. Yet I am 
concerned that the programs with respect to free trade 
have yet to be put in place. Certain ly the M i nister of 
I n d ustry and Trade ( M r. Ernst)  h as started some 
seminars that are even being conducted as we speak 
today, deal ing with exports. I bel ieve his department 
is i nvolved · in  the planning of that. 

There has been some material that I have been 
reading about and requesting from his department on 
some of the other programs they are looking at, but 
we are certainly a number of- nine months-into the 
program and I would have thought that any effective 
Government that l iked to pride itself as good managers 
would have planned some of these programs ahead 
of time, so that when the Free Trade Agreement actually 
did come in place, people were in a position to take 
advantage, instead of waiting some several months later. 

One of the major issues, I believe, that we are 
encountering on the international trading level is the 
Single European Act which was signed i n  1 985 by many 
of the European countries. The aims of this Act were 
many, and I would just l ike to bring attention of the 
Members to some of these aims. 

The f irst aim was 1)  the completion of the internal 
market in Europe, 2) the economic and monetary union, 
3 )  social or  economic cohesio n ,  4)  research and 
technological development, 5) environmental protection, 
and 6) political co-operation in  foreign policy. I think 
we would al l  agree that many, if not al l ,  of these would 
have immediate and long-term i mpacts on Canada and 
specifically our province, Manitoba. 

In fact some of the i m p acts of  t h i s  i m pe n d i n g  
agreement which is to become enforced, or certainly 
the first aim is being worked on right now to ensure 
that by December 3 1 ,  1 992, there is a completion of 
an i nternal market in Europe. 

Now, many countries both here and around the world 
have been looking at this development with some 
concern, and planning their strategy as to how to best 
take advantage of that so that they are least affected 
by it negatively. 

Just recently, November of '88, there was a mid-term 
report prepared by the Commission of the European 
Communities, which claimed that the completion of the 
f i rst a i m ,  t h e  i nterna l  m arket ,  is  t h e  key to the  
com m u n i ty 's future,  perhaps i n  react ion  to other 
developments around the world including the Mulroney 
trade agreement and the developments in Pacific Rim 
countries. 

What  t h ey d i d  when i n i t ia l ly they p assed t h i s  
legislation in 1 985, was they set up almost 300 directives 
of how this can come about. Of the almost 300 d irectives 
as of the end of last year, 48 had been approved, so 
they were wel l  on their way to creating an internal 
market in Eu rope. Some of the reason s  why the 
European countries were looking to th is  is economic 
prosperity. They feel that if it is going to be completed, 
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this internal market, the European community wil l  
become a $4 tr i l l ion market for over 320 mi l l ion people, 
comprised of Belg i u m ,  Br it a i n ,  Den mark ,  France,  
G reece, I reland, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, 
Portugal, Spain and West Germany. So i ndeed many 
of the countries that Canada trades with today, and 
i n d eed countr ies M an i toba trades with tod ay, are 
looking to develop this u nified m arketplace. 

They a lso feel t h at in a d d i t i o n  to t hat sort  of  
marketplace they are looking at that prices charged 
to consumers will be reduced by about 6 percent, that 
two mi l l ion new jobs wi l l  be created and that public 
deficits in  the member countries wil l  indeed decrease. 

Certainly last but not least, they wi l l  become the 
world's biggest exporter, accounting for 25 percent of 
world trade. So just s imply looking and considering 
what those statistics actually reflect is indeed a powerful 
partner in world trade. 

This mid-term report that was prepared last year 
also said that there were three areas of success up to 
that date, that there was l iberal ized Maritime transport, 
that there were i ntroduced the measures for greater 
market openness and competition into the air transport 
area. 

Finally, an area that caused some concern in  Europe 
was the whole issue of the road haulage quotas. There 
were a number of areas that sti l l  had to be addressed, 
and we see from time to time i n  the general press that 
one of the issues that is sti l l  outstanding and perhaps 
may remain outstanding for some time is the issue of 
the monetary system. What is the unit by which this 
new market place wil l  govern itself? 

(Mr. Wil l iam Chornopyski ,  Deputy S peaker, in the 
Chair) 

So here is one development where we certainly have 
to, as responsible legislators, consider its impact on 
o u r  province.  I nterest i n g l y  enou g h ,  C a n ad i a n  
involvement with t h e  European community h a s  been 
on the increase over the last few years, having waned , 
I believe, for a certain period of t ime. 

This increase is both in trade and d irect investment. 
However, regardless of whether Canadian firms chose 
to compete for this larger market, they wil l  definitely 
be faced with  st i ffer compet i t ion  f rom the  many 
developments resulting from the  development of  this 
internal market. 

* ( 1 550) 

One of the things with interesting statistics that 
certain l y  we h ave been encounter ing here i n  our  
province is the  whole issue of  mergers. There has  been 
a very recent escalation in the number of mergers and 
acquisitions in  Europe rising from 884 takeovers in  '87 
to over 1 ,500 in 1 988. Undoubtedly in  the European 
countries they are feeling the same effect that we are 
soon to be seeing here in  M anitoba as a result of some 
of the mergers resulting from companies trying to get 
bigger to deal with some of these markets. 

Here again I think it is the Government's responsibil ity 
to work with industry. We know how the previous 

Government certainly worked with industry the last few 
years, and I certainly look to a vast improvement on 
how this Government is going to be working with 
industry, because these kinds of issues have to be 
addressed before the events start happening.  We have 
to look to an effective job adjustment strategy. It is 
not good enough to simply look at and count the 
number of people who are on one side of the ledger 
or on the other and say there are 13,000 new jobs or 
a thousand people more unemployed or 5,000 people 
more unemployed in M anitoba than there was before. 
I th ink what we h ave to consider is  the i mpact on that 
individual worker. 

I th ink it is the Government's responsibi l ity to work 
with both unions and with management to put in  place 
various adjustment strategies. I look forward to hearing 
from this Government something effective, someth ing 
that wil l  deal with this problem. Quite frankly, the 
responses I received to my questions from the Minister 
responsible for Training (Mr. Derkach) fel l  somewhat 
short of the responses that I would have expected from 
a Government that l ikes to pride itself in being good 
managers and forward-looking people. So, M r. Deputy 
Speaker, this is one of the international developments 
that I think this Government needs to consider when 
it looks to its own budget items, when it looks to its 
own planning,  because they wil l have an impact. What 
they do some several thousand ki lometres away wi l l  
impact on Manitoba companies and Manitobans. 

Another development, M r. Deputy Speaker, is the 
who le  issue of  the Pacif ic  R i m .  We l o o k  to new 
opportunities, and yesterday we heard from the Minister 
of Agriculture (Mr. Findlay) talking just a l ittle bit about 
his two, three-week trip through the Far East where 
he was looking for opportunities. I u nderstand earl ier 
this year the M i nister of Industry, Trade and Tourism 
(Mr. Ernst) spent several weeks travel l ing,  presumably 
promoting Manitoba products and Manitoba services, 
both in Europe and in the Far East. I certainly look 
forward to some developments coming out of those 
trips. I certainly feel that having a presence overseas 
is an important operation of Government. Certainly 
things l ike new markets, trade opportunities that might 
be develop ing  in countries l i ke  Korea, shou ld  be 
considered by the Government, where over the last 
number of years we have seen the Koreans develop 
a series of five-year economic development plans to 
transform the i r  country from largely a marg ina l ly  
su bsistent agr icu l tu ral  economy to an export- led 
industrial economy. 

I th ink we have to consider what impact wil l that 
development have again on our province. Are we again 
to remain drawers of wood or water and wood and 
hewers ,  and so o n ,  or  can we real ly  look  t o  -
(interjection)- drawers of water and hewers of wood,  
as the Minister of  Finance (Mr. Manness) comments 
from his seat I th ink that is a concern that we be not 
only that to the countries that are emerging out of the 
Pacific Rim. 

We also have to consider some of the difficulties that 
have been encountered by our manufacturers and 
exporters in China. Earlier this year, the end of March, 
the University of Manitoba, M BA Public Pol icy Seminar 
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Group presented a one-day, or morning seminar, of 
doing business with China, which I had an opportunity 
to attend and l isten to a number of speakers that they 
had about, "How do you do business in China?" I expect 
that some of the concerns they raised were concerns 
that would undoubtedly apply to many countries around 
the world .  Some of the speakers talked about-and 
this again was before the events of June of this year 
in China-the fact that 40 years of isolation, that those 
years of isolation cannot be taken care of in one year, 
that our manufacturers and exporters and people who 
are looking for investment opportun ities in  some of 
these Third World countries or some of the Pacific Rim 
countries, and specifically China, can expect th ings l ike 
power shortages. Many factories there share power 
that sometimes joint ventures are the rage, sometimes 
they are looked down upon by the host country. That 
speakers encourage things and told our exporters and 
people that will be working and looking for investment 
in places l ike China, that we have to be patient, that 
we w i l l  encounter problems with  q u a l i ty controls ,  
communications and transportat ion,  even th ings l ike 
d i ffic u lty i n  label l i n g .  Al l  d i ff ic u l t ies t h at wi l l  be 
encountered , and we certainly have to look forward to 
a d d ress i n g .  H ere aga in  is, I be l ieve, a role for 
G overnment. 

A role of Government is certain ly to red-flag some 
of the concerns, some of these issues, to at least allow 
our exporters a bit of a g l impse as to what they can 
expect overseas. 

Other speakers expect to take m any trips that you 
h ave to develop the confidence of people before you 
can expect to make a deal with them; that there are 
m any concerns also about foreign exchange controls 
that a particular Government might have; that you have 
to keep your company flexible; that your contracts 
should be tightly drafted, especially deal ing with matters 
of release of money and m atters l ike that and do not 
necessarily rely on transportation, being where you 
expected to be at the time you expected to be, and 
as wel l  having a friend there, having an agent who wil l  
p rovide you with the assistance to go through the 
bureaucratic levels and ensure that you arrive at the 
destination you wish to be at. 

You also can expect increased costs because going 
over there a number of t imes, you certainly cannot do 
business overseas from Canada, and certainly you have 
to look towards the long-term investment in m any of 
these countries. 

So, these are some of the new developments, or 
developments that have been i ncurring in  the last 
number of years which any Government at whatever 
level , when considering sales of goods as we have here 
before us in this Bi l l  No. 7, has to keep in mind as to 
h ow all this may impact on our Manitobans. I certain ly 
would want to d raw the attent i o n  to H onou rable 
Members a series of articles that I th ink provide a good 
service to the general publ ic,  a series of articles in  the 
Winnipeg Free Press that dealt exactly with this issue 
of export expertise, where they set out many of the 
p roblems that very few people really understood . 

One of the d ifficulties that I was certainly advised of 
was the issue that  in m a n y  s i tuat ions  t here are 
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knowledgeable people in  various institutions and various 
industries and companies, knowledgeable about trade 
with a part icular region or a particular country and, 
yet , there is no real co-ord ination. There is no method 
in place right now to be able to draw upon the expertise 
of these people, to bring them together, to have them 
all tap in to a central resource and say, yes, this is the 
informat ion t hat I h ave, so t h at someone who i s  
interested in  trade opportunit ies overseas is in  a better 
position of understand ing exactly what they are getting 
into.  I th ink this is another area that the Government 
needs to address, certainly looked at. 

* ( 1 600) 

One of the articles that I referred to just last week,  
dealt with a whole issue of contracts that would be 
signed with world businesses and set some examples 
of where Manitoba companies had certain measure of 
d ifficulty and encountered delay when trying to recover 
their fees and money for the various projects. Again ,  
where they set o u t  in  t h i s  article, you have to consider 
these various th ings before walking into a venture. You 
have to consider restrictions on the amount of foreign 
exchange that particular countries may al low exported. 
Such things as a wrong name on a l ine of credit, a 
letter that was not signed by the proper official which 
may delay payments, may ult imately delay the whole 
project. Again you have to look at polit ical problems 
that may be encountered in any particular country to 
which you are exporting and collateral contracts, such 
as for insurance, transportat ion,  and credit .  

Also as I mentioned earlier, the whole issue of foreign 
g overnment  reg u lat ions  regard i n g  fore i g n  po l icy 
currency restrictions and taxes and tariffs, where you 
want to be able to have a base from which someone 
who is interested in exporting to another country­
thereby manufactur ing  here in M an itoba,  thereby 
creating more jobs-contact by which they can consider 
various aspects that they requ ire, and that they go into 
a project with a certain amount of knowledge. I think 
many people would agree that you necessari ly cannot 
consider al l  the problems that might arise, but certain ly 
to at least be able to focus on a number of them and 
deal with some of the more perhaps obvious ones. 

One of the things that we have also seen happen 
over the last number of years is that through different 
motives various provinces of Canada have established 
and i ncreased their profile throughout the world .  They 
have done this through a number of means-and more 
specifically-various provincial missions or trade offices 
around the world where, for example, in 1 97 1 ,  there 
were only 3 1 ,  and this year there are approximately 
70-all supported by bureaucracies. 

I understand that various provinces have various 
commitments to their overseas offices, varying from 
what I understand in  Quebec, there is a M i nistry of 
International Affai rs with an annual budget of over $93 
mi l l ion.  The Quebec Provincial Government maintains 
some 26 offices with over 300 employees on five 
cont inents.  Other provi n ces, Ontar io h ave s im i lar  
commitments, with some 1 4  offices, costing some $16  
mi l l ion a year. Even here i n  Manitoba we have presence 
overseas, one in Europe and the other in Hong Kong. 
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The concern that I have about-and the concern has 
been raised , brought to my attention by people who 
h ave been at these locations - is that this Government 
should review the operation of these offices. One of 
the things that came up during the discussions following 
some of the presentations i n  the sem inar had earlier 
referred to was that some of the countries that we 
would be exporting to, look to how we deal, look to 
the office that we have there as a representation of 
Manitoba. Some of the people that have been to these 
offices have expressed some concerns. We certain ly 
look forward to deal ing with th is particular matter with 
the consideration of the Est imates of the Department 
of Industry and Trade. I figure that if  we are going to 
h ave a presence overseas, let us do it i n  a fashion that 
wi l l  be effective and respected by the people that are 
our target audience. 

With respect to Bill No. 7 and its i mpact on people 
and-in  light of all these developments, I certainly think 
t hat the G overn m e n t  has t o  cons ider  t hese 
developments when considering this Bi l l .  There are 
certain questions and we certainly support the idea of 
standardizing trade practices around the world.  One 
of the problems, I understand ,  that does abound is a 
misunderstanding as to what the laws may be. For 
example, someone coming out of Manitoba may have 
an idea of h ow they h ave done business here i n  
Manitoba. And yet, even across Canada, w e  have 
d i fferent laws dealing with various issues. 

So as a result, I believe that this Bill No. 7, deal ing 
with the i nternational sale of goods and the U nited 
N ations convention on contracts for the sale of goods, 
is  partly to address that important issue. H owever, as 
Members of the Legislature we do have a responsibil ity 
to review these Bil ls. We heard l ast Wednesday from 
the Honourable M i nister of J ustice ( M r. Mccrae) when 
he i ntroduced this Bil l , where he said we have to pass 
the Bi l l  as it is  and we have to accept the Bi l l  as it is 
presented. I th ink in the material that the Minister of 
Justice has provided there certainly are some issues 
t hat perhaps c o u l d  be a d d ressed in c o m mittee 
meetings, which undoubtedly wil l  be held on this Bi l l .  

For example, one aspect of the conflict between this 
B i l l  and Manitoba law is the issue of the distinction 
between merchant and non-merchant sellers. It would 
a p pear t o  be t h at the  d is t i nct ion  c o u l d  be q u ite  
fundamental i n  that our  Manitoba Sale of  Goods Act 
d eals  wi th  t h i s  who le  issue a n d  sets out  w h o  i s  
responsible for various problems that may arise in  a 
sale of a particular good . 

I guess my concern is h ow is this G overnment 
planning to tell people, tell small- and medium-sized 
businesses who may be looking to export, about some 
of these changes in  how they wi l l  do business overseas 
once this Bi l l  is passed. One of the problems that I 
h ave certainly been advised of, that many small- and 
m e d i um-sized bus i nesses h ave with var ious 
G overnment programs, is  they d o  not  know what they 
are. I have spoken to quite a number of them, ranging 
i n  various sizes and various products and services, and 
very few are actually aware of what is avai lable. 

The concern I have is that the Government in  some 
manner develop a system by which it was prepared to 

advise our manufacturers, our providers of services, 
about some of these changes so that they are not taken 
unaware and that they are indeed famil iar before they 
set off on some of these courses.- (interjection)- Well ,  
I see all Honourable Members are indeed l istening 
intently to my comments. I just wanted to bring t o  the 
attention of the Government some of these issues that 
will affect this Bi l l ,  and affect them quite fundamental ly. 
From the past performance of the Government, we 
have seen there has been a certain lack, an outright 
lack of preparing ourselves, preparing Manitobans, for 
some of these changes, if we look to some of the 
examples with respect to the Free Trade Agreement. 

M r. Deputy Speaker, although we certain ly support 
the idea of standardizing trade practices around the 
world ,  we do have some concerns about the Bi l l .  I would 
certainly hope that perhaps the Minister of Justice (Mr. 
M cc rae) wou ld  expand on t h e  comments  o r  the  
summary that he had  provided to me ,  and  that perhaps 
we can d iscuss this Bill further when it goes in committee 
with perhaps some of the more technical expertise. 
Perhaps the Government would have had an opportunity 
to dwell on some of these issues that we in the 
Opposition h ave been raising about this Bi l l .  

Thank you, M r. Deputy Speaker. 

* ( 1 6 1 0) 

Mr. Leonard Evans (Brandon East): I would l ike to 
add a few comments to the debate on this particular 
Bil l  No.  7 .  From a q uick glance of it ,  it seems to be a 
rather innocuous piece of legislation. My relatively 
technical sort of, you could almost say, motherhood, 
what we are doing is agreeing to a U .N .  covenant -
( interjection)- No, I am not, and that is the point, that 
I am not against this Bi l l .  I am not against this Bi l l  
because al l  we are doing, M r. Deputy Speaker, is 
agreeing to a Canada-U.N .  covenant to faci l itate trade 
t o  g et to genera l ly  concern o u rselves about  
administrative matters, techn ical matters and  so  on .  
So there is no problem with passing this Bi l l .  

(Mr. Speaker in  the Chair) 

I would l ike to take the opportunity, however, M r. 
Speaker, to make a few comments about trade, about 
international trade in  and out of Manitoba. As the 
previous speaker mentioned , Manitoba has made efforts 
in the past to enhance trade. H ow successful they have 
been, I do not know. We do have a couple of small 
offices now, one in  Hong Kong and one in  Holland, I 
believe, Amsterdam. They are relatively modest efforts. 
I do  not know how effective they are, but certainly we 
have not done anything nearly what Quebec has done 
and that is to really put out around the world a set of 
foreig n  trade offices, as you wi l l ,  which really dupl icates 
the Canadian Foreign Trade Service. 

The  Canad ian  Foreig n  Trade Service is a very 
elaborate service. It attempts to facil itate exports from 
Canada for all provinces, hopeful ly. They tend to be a 
fairly high quality service. Yet we have this spectacle 
of Quebec, Ontario, B.C. ,  Alberta, having parallel set­
ups in various countries. I guess it must be very 
confusing for the people in those countries not knowing 
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well ,  who really speaks for Canada. Is it the Quebec 
office, is it the Ontario office, or is it presumably the 
Canadian Trade Office? It is rather confusing. 

I would therefore hope, M r. Speaker, that we do not 
go along that same path because it is very expensive 
to put these offices in place. I real ly wonder how effective 
they are, how effective they can be to enhance the 
export particularly of manufacturers from the province. 

Manitoba had a trading office at one time, the 
Manitoba Trading Corporation, and it sti l l  has the trade 
section in the Department of Industry. Certainly that 
section can help Man itoba businessmen in promoting 
their products throughout the world .  I think that is the 
way to go, if anything,  to certainly beef up  the staff of 
the Department of Industry engaged in  trade so that 
we can make better use of the Canadian Trade Service 
that exists around the world .  I th ink that is the way to 
go to ensure that the Canadian Government offices 
around the world do not forget Manitoba; that there 
are-outside of Ontario and Quebec- places in this 
country that do have some manufacturers, sti l l  a bit 
of manufacturing left at least, and we would l ike to 
export these. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, even though we agree 
with the Bi l l  and we would like to see more trade, we 
have to recogn ize that we are in a very poor location 
to see any significant growth in  manufacturing exports 
out of this province of ours. What l ittle manufacturing 
we have is really of the branch plant variety, and 
u nfortunately, branch plants-

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh! 

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. I am having some difficulty 
in hearing the remarks from the Honourable Member 
for Brandon East. The Honourable Member for Brandon 
East. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: I thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am 
having d ifficulty l istening to myself, let alone-at any 
rate we suffer from the problem of the branch plant 
economy-

An Honourable Member: Well ,  we suffered from the 
NOP Government. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Wel l ,  you are suffering from the 
present Government as wel l .  Who knows we may suffer 
at the fate of a Liberal Government at some t ime in  
the future. We wi l l  all have to take our share in  suffering. 
We wi l l  have to suffer together.- ( interjection)- Yes, we 
have suffered years ago with the Liberal Govern ment, 
Mr. Speaker, and we have suffered with the federal 
Government for many years, and who knows. 

At any rate, we have a problem with the branch plant 
economy, where the branch p lants do not have the 
same incentive, and maybe they are under corporate 
directive not to engage in export promotion to the extent 
that the parent company might. So that is a real 
structural problem. It is a problem that is characteristic, 
I th ink, of the Canadian manufacturing sector where 
it is really a branch plant manufacturing sector that we 
have subject to, in large measure, the d ictates of head 
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offices that are located in the United States. Head 
offices will look after exports around the world. Let us 
just make sure that the Canadian branch plants simply 
cater to the local domestic economy. Wel l ,  that is a 
problem that we have. 

As I said ,  we h ave a problem of location obviously. 
We do not have any major seaport as we would l ike 
to have on our doorstep. I know we have Church i l l  but 
we certainly do not have a Vancouver, or a Montreal, 
or a Hal ifax to help us. So we are in  the centre of the 
continent. We have to depend on rai l shipments. We 
are quite a distance from major markets in  North 
America, let alone other parts of the world .  

We do seem to be able to sell and trade our primary 
goods without that much d ifficulty. If there is a world 
demand for gold or n ickel we seem to do all right in 
min ing.  Certainly there has been a great i ncrease in 
min ing activity, min ing production in Manitoba the last 
couple of years and we are al l  better off on that account, 
including the Treasury of Manitoba. 

Forestry is a bit of a m ixed bag but there are some 
hopes for continued exportation of forest products. 

Certainly we have a fishing industry. We tend to forget 
that we do trade in freshwater fish. We have a major 
federa l -provi nc ia l  Crown corporat i o n  l ocated i n  
Win nipeg that i ndeed i s  engaged i n  the trade of fish. 
It se l ls  freshwater f ish  from M a n i toba,  Ontar io ,  
Saskatchewan and the Northwest Territories to the 
United States essential ly, and perhaps to some other 
countries, but essentially to the United States. There 
is q u ite a trade in that area as well .  

I n  agriculture, of  course the  bu lk  of  our agricultural 
products are exported to other parts of the world .  Our 
grains certainly are, and other products, hogs, beef, 
I g uess m ore or less to the United States. They have 
problems from t ime to time, as they are having now 
with the U nited States actions on the countervail and 
so on.  What I would l ike to point out, though, is that 
more or less the agricultural industry is not only the 
p u rv iew o f  the prov i n c i a l  G overn m e n t ,  i t  also is 
i nfluenced very greatly by federal policies. To what 
extent th is document that is contained in this particular 
Bil l h as reference to agricultural products, I am not 
sure. I suspect they have more reference to processed 
agricultural products than they do to the raw materials. 

I am not as optimistic about our future trade, M r. 
Speaker, with regard to manufactur ing  products.  
Regrettably because of the implementation of the free 
trade deal or what is now referred to as the Canada­
U.S.  trade agreement, we have seen the beginning of 
a serious erosion of our industrial base in this province. 
There are examples of this elsewhere as wel l in other 
parts of Canada, but as far as Manitoba is concerned 
there is a long l ist of companies that have left the 
province or who intend to leave the province. They 
have announced they are going to leave. Most of them 
say the free trade deal has nothing to do with it, but 
if you look at it very closely you wil l  see if i t  has not 
a d irect impact, it certainly has an ind irect impact. 

I f  you look at Molson, Molson's folding is a result of 
a dec is ion  made by the new owners, the  parent 
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company that is Australian. They have made no bones 
about it. While beer is not covered in the immediate 
trade agreement, nevertheless beer is subject to the 
second round of negotiations. The new owners have 
said that they want to get ready for competition with 
the Americans and they have to do this by means of 
fewer plants. I am convinced that if it was not for our 
existing l iquor laws i n  Manitoba and indeed the other 
provinces, you would not have any beer produced in 
this province whatsoever. At any rate Molson's is going,  
is going, going, I guess, gone, and those jobs are gone. 

Marr's Leisure Products i n  Brandon, one of the first 
c o m m o d i t ies to be affected by t h e  Free Trade 
Agreement were leisure products. Leisure products are 
not subject to tariff as I understand it. Therefore, Marr's 
Leisure Products found that it was very easy to persuade 
an American buyer to take over their operation,  take 
over their tools, the dies, the patent rights and so on 
and manufacture th is-it is either i n  North or South 
Carol ina-and ship those products up  to Canada. Now 
the argument is that 80 percent of those goods are 
sold in  Ontario, but that market in  Ontario has been 
one that has been evolving slowly over the years. The 
fact is, Mr. Speaker, what did change very immediately 
was the el imination of the tariff so it made sense final ly, 
or it was practical finally for an American company to 
take over this operation, manufacture the goods i n  
N orth Carol ina a n d  then truck them u p  to Ontario, the 
m ajor market in  Canada. There is one vict im,  so there 
g oes 44 jobs. We do not have to worry about abiding 
by the U.N. Charter on trade i n  boats or these leisure 
products because we wil l not h ave any to trade with .  
We wi l l  have none to sel l .  

* ( 1 620) 

Toro Engines, a small company in  southern Manitoba, 
head office in M i nneapolis-Twin Cities, small engines, 
again I believe the Free Trade Agreement had a negative 
i mpact on it. They decided that this operation here was 
no longer significant, it was marginal ,  sub-marginal ,  so 
let us do the production in  the U nited States. 

You can add others to the list. Olgivie Mi l ls are closing 
d own in Manitoba. They are going to consol idate in 
Ontario, again to be more competit ive. Campbell Soup 
has announced that they are closing operations in  
Portage la Prairie. Al l  that Portage la Prairie needs is 
another piece of bad news. Campbell Soup, which has 
been a major employer for about 20 years or more in  
t h at comm u n ity, wi l l  n o  longer  be produc ing any 
product. I believe most of that product was sent outside 
of Manitoba. We traded outside of Manitoba. I do not 
know whether any of it was traded international ly, but 
m uch of it was sold outside the Province of Manitoba. 
We wil l  not have that operation here any longer. 

I am just waiting for the day for McCain's to announce 
that they are going to close down, because it was the 
M cCain's president who said -(i nterjection)- it was not 
rumourmongering. M r. Speaker, it was the president 
of McCain 's that I l istened to at some length on the 
radio when they said McCain 's  was total ly against the 
Free Trade Agreement .  Can the M i n i ster who is 
interrupting me from his seat as usual tel l ,  d id McCain's 
say they were for the Free Trade Agreement or against 
i t?  Was McCain's for the Free Trade Agreement? 

An Honourable Member: What about McKenzie? They 
are expanding with free trade. Are you against that? 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Well ,  we wil l see. We are not 
agai n st t hat .  We are n ot aga inst any company  
expanding.  We are not  against anybody expanding,  but 
what we are saying, Mr. Speaker, is that this particular 
trade agreement, we are talking about a U.N. covenant 
with Canada to ensure that there can be a techn ical , 
better administration in the exportation and importation 
of goods, but the fact is that we are faced with other 
industries that may be closing. I hope McCain 's  d oes 
not close, but having l istened to the McCain 's  people 
for weeks and months on  end during that debate that 
this was bad news for them and it was going to 
negatively affect their operation.- ( interjection)- The 
Minister of Northern Affairs (Mr. Downey) says, no, but 
it was the president of that company who said that the 
Canadian food processing industry would be in  deep 
trouble. 

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh! 

M r. Speaker: Order, p lease; order, p lease.  The  
H onourable Member for  Brandon East. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: There is a long and growing l ist, 
M r. Speaker. To that extent we will have less product 
to export in the field of manufacturing. 

Then to top it all off, of course, we are not helped 
by the cousins of this Government in Ottawa. Mr. 
Mulroney and M r. Wilson ,  and now Benoit Bouchard, 
are really shafting this province. 

An Honourable Member: Monger, monger, monger. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Well ,  mongering the way we are, 
but there are jobs to be lost in VIA. It was announced 
today, my col league from Dau p h i n  ( M r. P lohman)  
indicated the  information that he had  about people laid 
off today, given their notices today, middle management 
in VIA in  Manitoba, and we know that this Govern ment 
in Ottawa,  t he cous ins  of t h i s  G over n m e n t ,  a re 
determined to el iminate VIA. That is very bad news for 
Manitoba. We have Winn ipeg as the major railway centre 
in this country. One of the biggest railway centres in  
the country, there are hundreds of jobs involved in  this 
province. Al l  we need , M r. Speaker, is several hundred 
jobs to be lost to add to all the other job losses that 
we have had. 

Certainly the mil itary cuts of this Government are 
something that we should be very concerned about. 
We are concerned about what is happening in Portage 
and what will be happening in the next year or two 
when that base closes, and we are concerned about 
the closure of Kapyong Barracks. Who knows what 
else may be coming down the pipe? Of course, when 
we do have a possibi l ity of expanding some of our 
industries, we do not get the help that we should be 
getting from the federal Government. We have an 
exce l lent  aerospace i n d u stry in Man i toba ,  a l be i t  
relatively smal l ,  Mr. Speaker, but  I-

Some Honourable Members: Oh, oh !  
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Mr. Speaker: Order, p lease. Ord er. H o n o u rab le  
Members wishing to  carry on their private conversations 
can do so outside the Chamber. The Honourable 
Member for Brandon East, please. 

Mr. Leonard Evans: Thank you , Mr. Speaker, for your 
assistance. I f ind it very d ifficult to speak with all these 
interruptions across the way. 

As I was saying, as much as we agree with this 
particular p iece of legislat ion ,  and because it  wi l l  
faci l itate international trade, it is a piece of  motherhood 
legislation. It virtually will have no impact on the province 
one way or the other. I cannot see that anything 
disastrous would occur if it was not passed . I am open 
to debate on that ,  but  I do not t h i n k  anyt h i n g  
sign ificant-this is Bi l l  N o .  7 ,  M r. Speaker, that w e  are 
talking about. I cannot bel ieve that anything of any 
great significance is going to happen with this particular 
Bi l l  being passed , or if it is not passed. But we are not 
against it ,  and we certainly would support the passage 
of it .  

My concern, and I am taking the opportunity, is to 
point out that we wil l  have less goods to t rade. We will 
have fewer goods to export from this province because 
of what is happening in this province. I mention also 
the action of the federal Government, the cutbacks in 
Manitoba, because as you reduce these jobs, thanks 
to the federal Government, this reduces our domestic 
market. That has a negative impact on our local 
manufacturers, puts them in a weaker position than 
ever before, and even if they were thinking of exports, 
they are certainly not being helped by these federal 
cutbacks. 

I would remind Members as wel l  of the famous or 
i nfamous CF- 1 8  case. H ere is Bristol Aerospace, the 
best contract, the best technical contract, the lowest 
terms, and yet the Mulroney Government simply refused 
to give the contract to Bristol Aerospace. So thanks 
a lot to the cousins of this particular administration in 
Ottawa, again we were shafted in  this province. 

At any rate, M r. Speaker, while we do not seem to 
h ave the problems in exporting our primary goods, we 
have many, many in terms of manufacturing, and that 
base, unfortunately, is smaller than it ever has been in  
the past. I predict, and I hope I am wrong i n  this 
predict ion, but I do predict that if we keep on this 
particular track we wil l  s imply have a much reduced­
we have a relatively small manufacturing sector as it 
is. It is going to become even less significant in the 
years ahead , although at the same time I would urge 
the Government to not spare any efforts to promote 
trade. I suggested when I was being interrupted earlier 
by the Member for Arthur ( M r. Downey) that one area 
wou l d  be to beef u p  t h e  t rade sect i o n  or t rade 
d eve lop ment area, wh atever i t  i s  cal led in t hat 
department now, to use the Canadian Trade Offices to 
promote the sale of goods from Manitoba. 

So, M r. Speaker, even though we have had these 
tr i te i r relevancies, i r relevant remarks made from 
Members opposite, we do not seem to care about this 
particular piece of legislation or, indeed, care less about 
the economic future of this province. Nevertheless, as 
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I said,  we are not optimistic about the growth of exports 
from this province, but having said that, we will certainly 
be supporting the Bi l l .  Thank you. 

Mr. Speaker: Is the House ready for the question? 
There is leave to remain standing in  the name of the 
Honourable Member for lnkster, as previously agreed . 

BILL NO. 8-THE ENDANGERED 
SPECIES ACT 

M r. Speaker: On the pro posed m o t i o n  of the 
Honourable Minister of  Natural Resources ( M r. Enns), 
Bi l l  No. 8, The Endangered Species Act; Loi sur les 
especes en voie de d isparition, standing in the name 
of the Honourable Member for The Pas (Mr. H arapiak). 

Mr. Laurie Evans (Fort Garry): M r. Speaker, I would 
like to speak on this Bill, but would be quite prepared 
to leave it standing in the name of the Member for The 
Pas (Mr. H arapiak). 

Mr. Speaker: Is there leave to have Bill No. 8 stand 
in  the name of the Honourable Member for The Pas? 
(Agreed) 

* ( 1 630) 

Mr. Laurie Evans: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to have 
the opportunity to speak on this Bi l l .  I th ink there is a 
tendency when one talks about endangered species 
to think that it is something that is of significance to 
other p laces in the world ,  but of not much concern 
here. But I want to commend the Minister for bringing 
this Bi l l  forward , because I think it  is one that certainly 
deserves a lot of attention here i n  Manitoba. 

When we hear about species that have disappeared, 
we tend to think about species in other parts of the 
world.  Of course the ones that always come to mind 
are th ings l ike the eider duck,  the passenger pigeon 
and things of that nature, but I think we also realize 
how close we came to the extinction of our bison, or 
what is sometimes referred to as the buffalo.  It was 
only in a case of stepping in early that that became 
significant. 

Here in Manitoba there are others that we have heard 
publ icity about recently. They are such things as the 
burrowing owl, the small lady's-slipper, one of the orchid 
species. There are numerous others. M r. Speaker, we 
will not know whether there was anything else that was 
put in serious jeopardy just by the fires that occurred 
this past year, because there are many species that 
are native to our forests that may well have been 
endangered. 

While we may not realize it, it is now est imated that 
there are 1 83 species in Canada that are in what they 
call a precarious situation. I would just l ike to put it 
on the record that there are several categories regarded 
as being within that precarious group. They start off 
with the group that are referred . to as being ext inct, 
and of course if they are extinct there is not a great 
deal one can do about it .  

Mr. Speaker: The Chair is having some d i fficulty in  
hearing the remarks being made by the H onourable 
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Member for Fort Garry (Mr. Laurie Evans). We would 
appreciate the Honourable Members wishing to carry 
on their private conversations would do so outside the 
Chamber. 

Mr. Laurie Evans: Thank you, M r. Speaker. Of the 
species that originally were here in  Canada, there are 
now n ine that are regarded as extinct. I am not speaking 
specifically of Manitoba, but this is Canada. There are 
n i ne species that we know were here at one t ime that 
are completely gone. 

Another category-frankly, I was not famil iar with the 
terminology- is referred to as being exti rpated . An 
extirpated species is one that no  longer is k nown to 
exist in the wild i n  Canada. I t  d oes exist somewhere 
else; it was in Canada but i t  is no longer in the wild 
source here in  Canada. There are some five, six species 
of animals and one of plants that fall into that category. 
They were here at one t ime but they no longer exist. 

(Mr. Wil l iam Chornopysk i ,  Deputy Speaker, in  the 
Chair) 

Then you go into categories that are referred to as 
endangered . This is a category that is threatened with 
imminent ext irpation or ext inct ion in al l ,  or much of 
the Canadian range because of human action. There 
are a significant number that fall into that group. 

Then you h ave a g ro u p  t h a t  is referred t o  as 
t h reatened , another  group t h at i s  referred t o  as 
vulnerable, and another one that is regarded as rare. 
If  we total all of those up, there are 1 83 species in  
Canada that fall i n to  th is  p recarious group, and 18  
have been added to that in  just the  past year. 

It was i nterest ing to note, M r. Deputy Speaker, in a 
recent report from the Wildlife Federation, they estimate 
that on a world scale there are two plant and two animal 
species that become exti nct every day. This, I th ink,  is 
very serious. You look at it and say, well ,  that means 
that on an annual basis there are over 700 species of 
p lants and 700 species of animals that d isappear on 
an annual basis. 

The calculations vary a lot as to just how many 
d i fferent species there are in the world, but when you 
real i ze t h at you are t ak i n g  away 1 ,400 species 
annual lyand you compound that over a long period of  
t ime,  the rate of d isappearance is something that I 
th ink we should be extremely concerned about. 

For that reason, I think that the M inister of Natural 
Resources (Mr. Enns) has to be commended. I do feel,  
however, that perhaps there should have been some 
strengthening in  the B ill, and I wi l l  touch on that very 
br iefly. I am going to spend much of my time looking 
at this, not only from the standpoint of the value it has 
from the fact that we l ike to maintain our wildl ife and 
the beauty and so on, but there is also a very significant 
scientific aspect to this. 

I am sure the M i nister is aware there is a body that 
i s  referred t o  as t he I nternat i o n a l  Board for  t h e  
P reservation o f  Plant Genetic M aterial.  This has been 
a very expensive board to set up and it is one that 
was established by the FAQ years ago. What they have 
found it necessary to do is, they can no longer rely on 

the species that are of economic importance in other 
parts of the world being retained simply by setting aside 
areas to have them. They have had to establish very 
significant gene banks around the world.  Of course, 
one of the most sign ificant has been the one that was 
established in Leningrad many years ago by the chap 
by the name of Vavilov, who is the one who is g iven 
credit for having establ ished the whole concept of the 
centres of orig in  and the fact that in the centres of 
origin ,  which refers to the location where a species is 
thought to have first evolved , that is the area where 
the greatest genetic diversity exists. 

In order to maintain that genetic d iversity, they found 
it necessary to establish gene banks around the world.  
Scientists have gone into those areas and actually 
col lected the material that was being threatened by 
agriculture i n  many cases, because of the movement 
of new varieties into the areas and the loss of land 
races, and it  has been necessary, i n  order to save some 
of those species, to actually put them in  gene banks 
and to preserve them over long periods of time. 

I think i t  is significant, M r. Deputy Speaker, that at 
the present t ime, in  the world of plant breeding,  many 
plant breeders are now relying on the abi l ity to go back 
to those gene banks and find species that are now 
extinct in their centres of orig in ,  but are preserved in 
those gene banks as sources of genetic material in  
order to incorporate worthwhile characteristics into new 
varieties that are being developed. This is particularly 
true in the cases of disease resistance, such things as 
rust resistance in wheat and other cereals and so on. 
The sc ient ists here in Canada and elsewhere are 
dependent on those gene banks for the availabi l ity of 
that type of material .  

There are other examples that are not quite as 
significant, I suppose, as the source of these wild plants 
for genetic material .  But one that comes to mind that 
is now being used right here in Manitoba is the fact 
that animal breeders have gone back to Finland and 
have ut i l ized what is referred to as the Finnish land 
race of sheep i n  order to try and bring into the breeds 
of sheep that are available the characteristics of having 
mult iple b irths. Because obviously, if you can have a 
ewe, that instead of producing one lamb, produces 
severa l  i n  a season ,  t hat s h o u l d  h ave eco n o m ic 
sign ificant. That particular trait -(interjection)- That is 
r ight, and that provides, as the Member for Portage 
(Mr. Connery) says, more lambs to count when you are 
trying to get to sleep at night and you are counting 
sheep. But it has also a very significant economic 
i mpact, and that is, most of the breeds of sheep that 
were available to us produced only one or two lambs. 
With the Finnish land race it is not unusual to find a 
ewe giving birth to four or five lambs at the same time 
and she has the abil ity to nurse those lambs and bring 
them through to the point where they can be weaned 
and provide a much more economic return on the size 
of the flock. 

So these are just a couple of examples, M r. Deputy 
Speaker, of cases where we have had to return to these 
endangered species in order to get the genetic material 
that is necessary in  order to upgrade or i mprove our 
economic species or economic crops in  the case of 
plants. 
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While I do not normally agree with the Premier of 
Saskatchewan, there is one comment that was made 
recently by h im,  and that is that wildl ife is the best 
indicator of our environmental health .  I th ink you are 
aware G rant  Dev ine ,  not o n l y  the  Premier  of 
Saskatchewan, but the Minister of Agriculture, and 
those comments were in context with the fact that one 
of the things that we are rapidly losing in western 
Canada is the nat ive tall grass prairie. We are already 
to the point where we could not establish a so-cal led 
wilderness park for the tall grass prairie in western 
Canada because by definit ion a wilderness park has 
to have 50,000 hectares. We do not have an area 
anywhere in  western Canada where we could identify 
that large a tract of land that could be regarded as 
the tall grass prairie. 

So the Min ister, i n  bringing forward The Endangered 
Species Act, I th ink correctly stated that it has to be 
taken in  conjunction with the other Acts that he has 
brought into place. This is a package, as opposed to 
being an Act that could be look on entirely as an 
ind ividual item. Because of the concerns regarding this, 
the Wor ld  W i l d l i fe Federat i o n  h as est a b l i shed i n  
Saskatchewan what they refer t o  a s  P ra i r i e  
Conservation Action a n d  this is  b y  t h e  World Wild l ife 
Fund,  and into that fund Saskatchewan has contributed 
$ 1 50,000, and Alberta $300,000, and that is going to 
be matched by the World Wildl ife Fund. I t  goes on to 
say that Manitoba is also expected to participate in  
th is cost-shared plan. 

* ( 1 640) 

N ow, I do not know whether M an itoba has in fact 
m oved into the cost sharing of that particular plan with 
Alberta and Saskatchewan or not, but I would suggest 
to the M inister that it may wel l  be worthwhile. 

The other comment I would make in  conclusion,  M r. 
Deputy Speaker, is that I would hope the Minister would 
consider perhaps some research funding that would 
go into such th ings as establishing gardens, or whatever 
you want to refer to it, but places where some of these 
more endangered plant species in particular, where 
research could be done into what is necessary in order 
to propagate them artificial ly. I am speaking about such 
th ings as the small flowered white lady's-sl ipper and 
others that are extinct. I know there has been some 
work done by the Faculty of Agriculture in  looking at 
some of these. 

Now, in the cases of the lady's-sl ipper, which I am 
sure the Min ister is aware, it is a member of the orchid 
family and the seeds are almost, wel l ,  you almost h ave 
to use a magnifying glass to see the things they are 
so small. The rate at which they propagate naturally 
is so slow and is subject to so many possible losses 
through the grazing of wildl ife, and the problem is a 
lot of people who go out and see them flowering, d ig 
them up and try to br ing them home and propagate 
them, and the next spring they never come up because 
they are not in the right soil conditions, and so on.  

We may find that it is necessary to actually establ ish 
reserves or gardens or something of that nature where 
there is an attempt made to go out and col lect these 

species i n  the wi ld  without  damaging the normal 
population. Obviously we want them out there and we 
want them to stay there but at the same time, as a 
safeguard , it may be wise to bring some of them in ,  
t ry  to understand the propagation that is most effective 
in bringing them up. 

I am sure that the Min ister would agree that if we 
could find a technique, for example, where you could 
propagate the various species of lady's-sl ipper that 
exists in Manitoba and make those into an ornamental 
that was available in  flower shops and whatnot, there 
would be a tremendous demand for them. But it is 
something that has not been given high enough priority 
for anyone to work on it extensively and i t  may take 
a lot of work in  order to come up with a technique that 
this can be done. 

There again,  I suppose the outside possibi lity is that 
it m ight even have economic significance in the fact 
that this particular plant might be moved to the point 
where it would be of commercial significance. But 
certainly the commercial aspect is more relevant to the 
economic species of plants and animals that we uti l ize 
in our agriculture. 

I n  conclusion, M r. Deputy Speaker, I think it is 
important to note also that this is not something that 
is restricted to Manitoba. I look at a headl ine which 
was in  the Globe and Mail Ju ly 5th of this year, 22 
Quebec Bird Species Face Extinction. This is something 
that is right across Canada and it  may wel l be that the 
M inister should consider some d iscussion with his 
colleagues in other provinces to see whether there 
cannot be a concerted effort in some of these things. 
I know from my own experience that such th ings as 
col lecting and cataloguing and propagating some of 
these species is an expensive p roposition.  

They have already attempted to do it  on a co­
operative scale across the world with many of the 
economic species. In  other words, there are gene banks 
in many countries of the world for wheat and for other 
cereals, for many of the oil seeds and so on, but we 
have not done much in th is regard when we are looking 
at the species that currently are of l ittle or no economic 
significance. I think rather than contemplate the major 
expend iture that might be necessary on a provincial 
basis to do this, it may be possible to look at those 
that are in common across the provinces and establish 
a procedure whereby one province takes responsibi l ity 
for one species, another one for another, and look at 
this as a co-operative venture particularly as it relates 
to Western Canada. 

With that, M r. Deputy S peaker, I want to commend 
the Minister for bringing in what I feel is a very important 
Bi l l .  It has tremendous economic significance. I think 
it is a Bi l l  that is important if we are to maintain our 
capacity as a leading scientific province i n  terms of the 
improvement of our various crops. It may well be that 
there are species, wild species of grasses, of legumes, 
in  this province which today may be of little significance 
economical ly, but 20, 50 or 1 00 years from now we 
may find that we have no alternative but to go back 
to those native species to uti l ize them as sources of 
genetic material for the i mprovement of varieties or 
crops at a later date. 
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I th ink we always have to look at al l  of our species 
as sort of a source of last resort for genetic material 
that could be used for the improvement of economic 
species sometime in  the future and, to put it very bluntly, 
Mr. Deputy Speaker, we cann ot afford to lose any more. 
We have already gone too far in permitting the extinction 
of some of our important species. 

I commend the Minister for taking this action and 
starting at least a process which wi l l  hopeful ly save al l  
of them and perhaps even go so far as to be able to 
bring some species back into M anitoba that were here 
at one time, are available elsewhere, and hopefully 
i ncrease and bring back a viable population of them 
to Manitoba. 

Thank you ,  M r. Deputy S peaker. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: By leave, the Bi l l  wi l l  continue 
to stand i n  the name of the Honourable Member for 
The Pas (Mr. Harry Harapiak). 

BILL NO. 9-THE FOREST 
AMENDMENT ACT 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the proposed motion of the 
Honourable M i nister of Natural Resources, Bill No. 9, 
The Forest Amendment Act ( Loi modifiant la Loi sur 
les forets). Stand. 

Agreed? Agreed and so ordered. 

BILL NO. 19-THE GROUND WATER 
AND WATE R  WELL 
AMENDMENT ACT 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: On the proposed motion of the 
Honourable M i nister of Natural Resources, Bi l l  No.  19, 
The Ground Water and Water Well Amendment Act (Loi 
modifiant la Loi sur les eaux souterraines et les puits). 

Stand.  Agreed? Agreed and so ordered . 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General): Do I u nderstand, M r. Deputy Speaker, that 
you have called Bill No. 39? 

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Thirty-n ine? 

BILL NO. 39-THE HUMAN 
TISSUE AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James Mccrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) presented Bi l l  No. 39, The H uman Tissue 
Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur Jes tissus 
humains, for second reading,  and be referred to a 
Committee of this House. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Mccrae: M r. Deputy Speaker, this Bi l l  is very brief, 
and my comments will be almost as brief, which wi l l  
come as somewhat of  a re l ief  certa i n ly t o  t h e  
Honourable Member for S t .  Norbert (Mr. Angus). This 
Bil l wil l  permit a spouse or a common-law spouse to 
consent to the donation of organs for use in the 

transplant program. There is, of course, no problem 
at present with a spouse making this donation as the 
Act has long recogn ized that right. 

This legislation goes further by introducing a defin ition 
of spouse to include a person who has been living with 
the deceased for at least one year, or was the father 
or mother of the deceased child to g ive that consent. 
T h i s  i s  s i m i l ar to  l eg is la t ion  in Ontar io  and was 
requested by the Director of the Transplant Program 
at the Health Sciences Centre. 

Let us hope that this Bill will result i n  more organs 
being available and that could save l ives. I might also 
add that in 1986 the Manitoba Law Reform Commission 
recommended that the statute be amended to permit 
such consent. 

(Mr. Speaker in the Chair) 

S i nce the restorat i o n  of  the Law Reform 
C o m m issi o n ' s  i n d e pe n dence,  the  G overn m e n t  i s  
stead i ly  reviewi ng u n i m plemented reports of that 
c o m miss ion  to see whether  t hey shou ld  be 
i mplemented , and this Bi l l  results, i n  part, from that 
process. 

The Honourable Member for St. James (Mr. Edwards) 
referred earlier in h is remarks on Bi l l  No. 6, the 
m a g n if icent  work that  is d o n e  for u s - fo r  a l l  
M a n i tobans- by the  M a n i toba Law Reform 
Commission,  and that is why I was so pleased to be 
the Attorney General at a t ime when the Law Reform 
Commission was restored to its original state prior to 
its near destruction some time ago. 

This area, M r. Speaker, is certainly one area where 
I believe al l  Members of the H ouse wil l  agree that this 
smal l  amend ment shou ld  g o  forward as soon as 
possible in order to i ncrease the number of persons 
able to consent to organ transplants and quite possibly 
to save l ives. This is a Bil l that I take pleasure in 
commending to the attention and support of Honourable 
Members. 

* ( 1 650) 

Mr. Gilles Roch (Springfield): M r. Speaker, I move, 
seconded by the Member for St. Norbert (Mr. Angus), 
that the debate on this Bill be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

BILL NO. 40-THE LAND 
SURVEYORS AMENDMENT ACT 

Hon. James McCrae (Minister of Justice and Attorney 
General) presented , by leave, Bi l l  No. 40, The Land 
Surveyors Amendment Act; Loi modifiant la Loi sur les 
arpenteurs-geometres, for second reading, and be 
referred to a Committee of this H ouse. 

MOTION presented. 

Mr. Mccrae: M r. Speaker, this Bi l l  arises primarily from 
a court decision in which the current Land Surveyors 
Act was found to be deficient and does not prevent 
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unqualified persons from doing land surveys. There have 
been very few breaches of the Land Surveyors Act , 
but when the land surveyors did prosecute a case where 
a land survey had been done by an unqual ified person ,  
t h e  prosecution was d ismissed because t h e  act did not 
contain a definit ion of land surveying.  The heart of this 
Act , therefore, is a definit ion of land surveying. 

The intention of the Act is to ensure that only qualified 
land surveyors who are registered under the Act perform 
land surveys. It is proposed to increase the m aximum 
f ine to $2,000 from $500.00. I can assure the Members 
of the House that the Association of Manitoba Land 
Surveyors supports this leg islation. On that basis, I ask 
Honourable Members to consider this Bill careful ly and 
I commend it to their attention and to their support. 

Mr. Mark Minenko (Seven Oaks): I move, seconded 
by the Honourable Member for St. Norbert (Mr. Angus), 
that debate be adjourned . 

MOTION presented and carried. 

Mr. Speaker: The Honourable Government H ouse 
Leader (Mr. McCrae), what are your intentions? 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
I wonder if it would be in order or if it would meet with 
the approval of Honourable Members to call it five 
o'clock. 

Mr. Speaker: Is it the will of the House to call it five 
o'clock? (Agreed) 

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS 

Mr. Speaker: The hour being 5 p.m. ,  t ime for Private 
Members' Business. 

PROPOSED RESOLUTIONS 

RES. N0. 2-RESTAURANT 
ALLERGY MENUS 

M r. Speaker:  On t h e  p r o p osed reso l u t i o n ,  the 
H onourable Member for  Sturgeon Creek (Mrs. Yeo)­
the Honourable Government H ouse Leader. 

Hon. James Mccrae (Government House Leader): 
M r. Speaker, I believe it would be the wish of all of the 
Members of the H ouse to stand Resolution No.  2 
standing in the name of the Honourable Member for 
Sturgeon Creek (Mrs. Yeo), and to leave it stand in its 
p lace on the Order Paper and to move to item No. 4. 

Mr. Speaker: Is  there leave for Resolution No. 2 to 
retain its precedence? (Agreed) 

RES. NO. 4-RETAINING OATS 
UNDER THE CANADIAN 

WHEAT BOARD 

Mr. Speaker: On the proposed resol u t i o n ,  the 
H onourab le  M e m ber  for  D au p h i n  ( M r. P l o h m an) ,  
Retain ing Oats under the  Canadian Wheat Board. The 
H onourable Member for Dauphin .  
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M r. John Plohman (Dauphi n ) :  I w ish  to m ove, 
seconded by the Member for Thompson (Mr. Ashton), 
that 

W H E REAS t h e  Canadian Wheat Board has 
played a vital role in  the orderly marketing of 
Canad ian wheat and other grains s ince its 
i nception in  1 935; and 

WHEREAS the recent uni lateral decision by the 
federal M inister of Agriculture that oats wil l  be 
removed from the jurisdiction of the Wheat Board 
is a step towards dismantl ing the Board ; and 

WHEREAS there was no consultation with the 
Board of Directors of the Wheat Board , with the 
1 1  member advisory committee to the Board,  
o r  t h e  prod ucers themselves before the 
announcement; and 

W H EREAS the mult inational grain companies 
and the U .S .  G overnment h ave consistently 
lobbied against the Canadian Wheat Board; and 

WHEREAS the federal Government gave specific 
assurances during the free trade debate that the 
Canadian Wheat Board would not be negatively 
affected; and 

W H EREAS the present provincial M inister of 
Agriculture continues to u ndermine the orderly 
marketing system by publ icly supporting the 
federal Min ister's uni lateral decisions; and 

W HEREAS farmers originally voted to include 
oats under the jurisdiction of the Wheat Board; 
and 

W HEREAS oats and barley were only i ncluded 
by regulation under the Wheat Board; and 

W H E R EAS the po l icy of P i erre Trudeau 
summarized i n  his phrase, "Why should I sell 
you wheat?" has now been changed to "Why 
shouldn't  I give away your  oats?" by the federal 
M i nister of Grains and Oil Seeds; and 

WHEREAS all projections point to a record 
export of oat sales through the Wheat Board 
from western Canada this year. 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Legislat ive 
Assembly of Manitoba call upon the federal Min ister 
of Grains and Oil Seeds to retain oats u nder the 
responsibi l ity of the Canadian Wheat Board; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Legislature 
request t h e  M i n ister of G ra i n s  and O i l  Seeds to 
demonstrate h is  support for  the Wheat Board by putting 
forward legislative amendments that would place oats 
and barley under The Wheat Board Act; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Legislature 
d irect the Clerk to forward a copy of this Resolution 
to the Prime Minister of Canada. 

MOTION presented. 

* ( 1 700) 

Mr. John Plohman (Dauphin): I am pleased at long 
last to be able to bring this resolution to the floor of 
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the M anitoba Legislature for debate because it is an 
issue that is extremely important I believe for the future 
of an orderly marketing system and the Wheat Board 
for the future of Canada, and I believe that many people 
feel that it is extremely important. 

That is why at the t ime that we were made aware 
fi rst that the Min ister responsible and the M in ister for 
Manitoba, Charl ie Mayer, announced this decision very 
shortly after the federal election of last Novem ber we 
i mmediately u ndertook to develop a campaign to fight 
this removal . It  was done in  a very arrogant fashion.  
I t  was done, M r. Speaker, i n  a fashion that most people 
feel it was not becoming of a Minister of the Crown 
responsible for the Wheat Board as was done in  th is 
case. 

There was no announcement made, no ind ication 
made by this Minister or by this Government that they 
intended to put forward such a controversial measure 
during the election that took place just under a year 
ago today. They d id not mention this at al l .  As a matter 
of fact, during the free trade debate, they gave specific 
assu rances t h at t h e  W heat Board wou ld  n o t  b e  
weakened or u ndermined in any way. This Government 
too gave those assurances as they understood them, 
this Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Findlay), the First 
M inister (Mr. Filmon), when we asked in the House a 
year ago about the impact of the free trade deal on  
the  Wheat Board , said that there was nothing to be 
concerned about, i n  no way would the  Wheat Board 
be undermined by the trade deal or  i t  was taken clearly 
that it would not be undermined by any actions of the 
federal Government. 

However, just shortly after the election without saying 
anything d uring the election campaign when it would 
have stirred up,  I guess, opposition, it would have made 
life a l ittle more difficult for Charlie Mayer but he would 
have at least been able to say, I was straightforward, 
I put it forward , I said this is what I i ntend to do.  Then 
he could have at least felt that he had given the people 
an opportun ity to make a statement about whether 
they felt it was right or wrong.  He did not give people 
that opportunity. Very shortly after the elect ion,  M r. 
Speaker, he came forward in January of 1989, I bel ieve, 
and announced that he was removing oats from the 
Wheat Board effective August I .  The problem there was 
that, and this is what most people feel is offensive 
about the way this was done, was that it was done 
without consult ing the vast majority of producers in 
th is country. Certainly there were a few groups that 
were supportive and were anxious to have this oats 
removed from the Wheat Board because they wanted 
to get in on the action, they felt there was a market ing 
opportunity there where they could make some money. 
We have seen that happening already. Oats is now 
suddenly becoming a great health food. Al l  of our 
parents or grandparents could tell us that i f  we ate 
our porridge i n  the morning,  i t  would be good for us. 
They k new that, our rolled oat porridge, and m aybe 
many of you had to eat that every morning. I know I 
d id .  I th ink our parents k new that th is was a healthy 
food all along. 

Now we hear that this is a health food and we see 
these various companies coming forward and saying 

this is great stuff, this oat bran. Wel l ,  it is now going 
to be a major marketing effort because they see a 
chance to make some bucks at it .  They do not want 
the producers to get the benefits. They want to get the 
benefits, the middleman, the companies in  the middle, 
and certainly that wi l l  not be assured that the producers 
get the primary benefits unless it is under the jurisdiction 
of the Wheat Board where they ensure that the best 
price is received for the oats and not some other method 
used that will d i lute the price by the various g rain 
companies that are involved with this trade. 

Now, al l  we have to do is go back to ask our 
grandfathers, ask our grandmothers, ask members of 
our family from generations past, who farmed in the 
'20s and '30s and can recall before the Wheat Board 
what happened with the marketing of our grain in this 
country. The fact that they had to give away their oats 
and their wheat , and in some occasions they actually 
sent a carload of grain down to the Lakehead and got 
a bil l for i t ,  and that is a fact. That is a fact. They did 
that because the price was so very poor, and there was 
not a central marketing agency to ensure that the 
producers received the best price and received a fair 
price for the grain. N ow, we have not seen, I do  not 
believe, a fair price in the last number of years. I do 
believe we have a system, although it needs i mproving, 
is much better than what the private grain companies 
will do for the producers, because their primary interest 
is not the producers, it is in fact their own profits that 
they are concerned about. 

I think that can be clearly i l lustrated, M r. Speaker, 
when we look at what people feel about this. As a result 
of this action by the Min ister, we undertook a petition 
across this province. We mailed it out to a lot of places 
and a lot of individuals, and we received I believe from 
the p o i n t  of  v iew of o n e  M LA who received 
overwhelming response to that petit ion, over 1 ,500 
names were signed on that petit ion that we turned over 
to Rod Laporte, the federal oi lseeds critic for the New 
Democratic Party. 

We also received resolutions from municipalities, the 
R.M. of Frankl in,  for example, supported the resolution, 
the R .M .  of B ifrost and others. We undertook a survey, 
and I just did this in  my own constituency to get a 
feel ing of what the producers in my own constituency 
were feeling about this oats issue. I asked the question, 
I think quite fairly. I said the Minister should have held 
a plebiscite of producers before he made a decision 
regarding the removal of oats from the Wheat Board . 
I said do you agree strongly, agree, d isagree, or d isagree 
strongly. Eighty-seven percent said the Minister should 
have held a plebiscite, and that is the real issue here. 
The producers did not have an opportunity to have a 
say in what was happening with the marketing of their 
oats. That was the issue that most gets the people and 
frustrated those people. Yes, that is a good word. I 
asked the people another question and this one is one 
that deals with their feel ing about the Wheat Board 
and its importance to Canada in  terms of the orderly 
marketing of our grain .  I t  is absolutely essential that 
t h e  Canad ian  Wheat Board be ma in ta i ned a n d  
strengthened . Ninety-two percent, more than 9 2  percent 
of those who responded said ,  yes, they strongly agree 
or they agree with that statement. 

1 370 
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* ( 1 7 1 0) 

Now, there are many other questions I asked about 
the Wheat Board in  this survey. But clearly it came 
forward through the results, there were people who 
responded that they felt very concerned and upset 
about the way the federal Government had treated them 
in  this action, this uni lateral action, by one of our own 
politicians right here from Manitoba, a person you would 
have thought would have been standing up for the 
interests of producers around his neighbours and those 
in the other provinces, but he did not do that. He let 
them down, he did not talk to them. He d id not consult 
them and that infuriated them. We saw that at the 
meetings that were the d istrict meetings, the winter 
d istrict meetings that were held by the Wheat Board 
t h r o u g h o u t  western Canada .  We attended t h ose 
meetings in some cases, and we saw the people were 
upset with that method of operation by this Minister. 

I know a lot of Members on the Government side 
agree, and l wish that the Minister of Agriculture would 
have had the fortitude to say, to have a mind of his 
own, to speak at least fairly on this issue, instead of 
coming forward and saying, you made the right decision, 
which I have taken in  a paraphrased way as being the 
position of this Minister of Agriculture. Let h im expound 
on what he said if in  fact he qual ified that support. I 
do not believe he qual ified it .  Al l  I saw was that this 
Minister was in  favour and he was backing the M inister, 
Charlie Mayer, on this decision. 

Now I think that we would have respected this Minister 
a lot more if he had said ,  wel l ,  I agree in  principle with 
th is decision,  but I respect the right of all producers 
to have a say in  this decision that affects them. I th ink 
that what the Minister d id ,  the way that he d id  it was 
wrong,  and they should have had an opportunity for 
a vote. That is what he should have said ,  and then 
people across this country would have said ,  yes, that 
Minister of Agriculture knows what he is talking about. 
He is making some sense. He is saying that it should 
have been done properly in a democratic fashion, and 
it was not done. 

I th ink that the · M inister of Agriculture lost some 
credib i l ity by not making those statements publ icly at 
a time when he had an opportunity to do that in fact. 
I have not seen one study that has been tabled by that 
Minister to support his decision that it is going to be 
better for the producers to do it this way, no analysis, 
no studies that would demonstrate to producers that 
this is a good thing for producers. Why else should he 
do it if it is not good for producers? So it can make 
some more profits for some middleman in  there, is that 
why it is good? No, no, it should be good for the 
producers. Then why did he not determine that before 
he made the decision, and why did he not have some 
studies and some analysis that was done to support 
what he d id? He never tabled anything. He has never 
tabled any information that supports that decision. 

He was wrong in that decision. He went and hid after 
that, after not consulting with any of the significant 
agricultural organizations that were impacted by this 
decision. Therefore, I believe that this wil l  continue to 
haunt him in  the future. He may think it is free sai l ing 
now. It was implemented and he thinks he has his way, 
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but we are going to see the results of that decision 
take shape, just l ike we are going to see the free trade 
impacts take shape in  the next while and, one by one, 
just as we did with Campbell Soup in  Portage la Prairie 
and the Neepawa hog plant, these results are going 
to come home to roost for this Government. They are 
going to see, as their federal counterparts are going 
to see, that there was not so much wisdom there when 
they made these decisions, and that what the Opposition 
said about it at the time was relevant and was real 
and they should have l istened to it. 

I make those statements on this resolution, Mr. 
Speaker, in asking for the support of al l  Members of 
this H ouse for this issue, because I feel that it is 
something that everyone should be able to support, at 
least in terms of the way that this was done, in terms 
of the arrogance and the indifference to what those 
affected feel about th is decision. 

We want to go further, Mr. Speaker. We want the 
federal Minister and the Government in  the Province 
of Manitoba and the Liberal Opposition to support what 
we have put forward here, that not only should he 
restore oats under the jurisdiction of the Wheat Board , 
but that he should also enshrine it in legislation the 
same way that wheat is, so that it cannot be removed 
by the stroke of a pen by some other M in ister at some 
point in  t ime just as arrogant as Charlie Mayer has 
been in  this particular case, that it is ensured, that it 
has to come before all Parties, before committees, 
before the House of Commons, before travel l i n g  
committees and publ ic hearings, before decisions l ike 
that are made. 

That is what should have happened in  this case. That 
is what we are saying now, that this Legislature call 
upon the Min ister for the Wheat Board to demonstrate 
his support for the Wheat Board, a fact which he said 
p u b l ic ly, yes , we s u p port t h i s ,  n ice parenthood 
statements from this M inister responsible for this Wheat 
Board, but that he demonstrate through legislat ive 
action to enshrine oats and barley. 

Let me say one other thing, M r. Speaker, before I 
close on this issue. That is that this may seem l i ke a 
trivial issue to some Members of the Government 
because oats is such a small part, or has been such 
a small part, a growing part this past year, of the Wheat 
Board business. When we see the m arketing efforts 
that are going on to market oats as a health food, it 
is truly possible that oats will indeed grow in importance 
over the next while. It will grow despite the removal 
from the Wheat Board, but it will not ensure this method 
that  t h e  producers are g o i n g  to be the  p r i mary 
beneficiaries of that growth. 

That is why we suggest that this is a very important 
issue. It shows to the Americans, who want the Wheat 
Board d i s m ant led in other count r ies,  that  t h i s  
Government is not serious about supporting orderly 
marketing, about protecting our orderly marketing 
system in this country. That means that it opens the 
door for them to attack us and make us more vulnerable 
on th is issue and other orderly market issues, i ncluding 
the h og issue, where we have seen Manitoba producers 
done in by this Min ister, including other agricultural 
products where countervail wil l  continue to be slapped 
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on by the Americans, contrary to what these supporters 
of the free trade deal said would be the case when 
they signed that agreement, these supporters, this 
Government here, and the national Government i n  
Ottawa. 

We are going to see an unprecedented onslaught 
against orderly marketing and subsidies for Canadians, 
Canadian producers, and this is one step in  that 
d i rection. This Government should be concerned about 
i t  as we are. 

Hon. Glen Findlay (Minister of Agriculture): M r. 
Speaker, the House gets rather worked up when the 
Member for Dauphin gets up here, especially the fact 
he cannot remember if i t  was 80 percent or 75, or was 
it really 50 percent, or was it anything. He pul ls figures 
and comments out of the a ir, just whatever suits the 
case. 

M r. Speaker, there is no q uestion that the Canadian 
Wheat Board is a very valued and significant institution 
i n  terms of Canadian agriculture i n  western Canada. 

An Honourable Member: M ore platitudes. 

Mr. Findlay: Platitudes. I just said that the Canadian 
Wheat Board is a very valued institution in  western 
Canada, has been for many, many years, s ince 1 935. 

An Honourable Member: And continues to be. 

An Honourable Member: He does not agree. 

Mr. Findlay: I f  I did not mean it, I would not say it to 
the Member for Dauphin  (Mr. Plohman). 

* ( 1 720) 

He does not want to hear some of the facts, that is 
why he would l ike to carry on his 1 5-minute conversation 
after his t ime is up. If  he d id  not put it on the record 
in the last 15 minutes, I would suggest he would pay 
attention to some of the facts and figures. 

Mr. Speaker, the Canadian Wheat Board was set up  
to sel l wheat. They have done an excellent job  over 
the last some 60 years, or 50 years I guess it is, just 
past their 50th anniversary. There was a time in the 
early '70s when producer concern about the Wheat 
Board rose up in the farm community and some 
complaints were registered, and the Wheat Board has 
adjusted and responded in  a very adm irable way. 

Back when oats was put u nder the Canadian Wheat 
Board in 1 949, oats was 24 percent of the Canadian 
Wheat Board's marketings, second only to wheat, barley 
was below oats. Over the last period of t ime since 
1 949, and particularly the last 20 years, the volume of 
oats handled and sold by the board is substantially 
reduced to the point where oats is less than half of 1 
percent of the total marketings of the Canadian Wheat 
Board . 

In order for the board to do their job of sel l ing wheat 
and barley, it is only natural they did not pay as m uch 
attention to oats as the trade could ,  or as the farmers 

wanted them to spend.  Some of the problems that 
farmers started to notice in  the past couple of years 
were precisely what the Member for Dauphin (Mr. 
P l o h m a n )  ta lked a b o u t ,  the  fact that  oats was 
recognized as a health food . There was an opportunity 
to sell it, particularly in the United States, for h orses 
and the health food markets, both very substantial 
markets. During I th ink it was 1 986 and 1 987, the 
traditional supply of oats to California from Sweden 
was in some difficulty because Sweden could not deliver 
on their contracts. 

There was obviously a market for oats in California, 
and u nfortunately, the Wheat Board for some reason 
did not jump into the opportunity to sell to that market. 
Farmers and p r i vate compan ies  learned of  t hat 
opportunity and had d ifficulty marketing to California 
because of some regulations that they had to go 
through. So it caused farmers to raise concerns of why 
is the Wheat Board there as an interference to my 
abi l ity to market a crop for which there is a profit to 
be gained in  a market in  the United States. 

Secondly, the U nited Grain Growers, a farmers' co­
operative in western Canada, passed the unanimous 
resolution at their meeting in  the fall of 1 988, as did 
the Western Canada Wheat G rowers. Both of them 
forwarded their resol utions to the federal Minister and 
on  that basis he has acted. 

There is no quest ion of the value of oats in terms 
of the fact that there is a market for it ,  but farmers 
over the past 20 years-and I will speak from experience 
n o w - h ave red uced t h e i r  product ion  of oats 
s u bstant ia l ly, p r i m a r i l y  because t here was n ot a 
reasonable return at the farmer level.  The abi l ity to get 
a reasonable economic return from wheat and barley, 
and a whole series of special crops, far exceeded the 
returns that could be obtained from oats. 

So we have reached a position where oats is really 
a special crop. They are, i n  terms of total production 
per year, i n  1 1 th place. They are down with such crops 
as mustard , corn, canola, peas, beans, lentils, canary 
seed, corn. All of these crops are marketed by the 
private trade. I do not hear anybody howling that the 
private trade is not gett ing the farmer the best return 
possible for those crops, so oats is in the same category. 

The Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) gave a g reat 
hue and cry about the farmers going to get raped and 
he is not going to get a fair return. Wel l ,  why d id he 
not say that about al l  these other crops that are in the 
special crop category for which the farmer grows, under 
a contract generally, and the various private companies 
are busy finding markets and offering contracts? United 
G rain Growers for one, a farmers' co-operative, has 
offered very substant ia l  contracts, very att ract ive 
contract ing options for the farmers. The various Pools 
are offering the same thing. I think the grain was the 
provocation i f  anything.  

The United Grain Growers probably had it fairly close 
to accurate when they l isted the eight events that have 
shook the world since Zero A.O.  First, was the birth 
of Christ; second, in  the year 500 A.O.  was the birth 
of M ohammed; the third was the Magna Carta in  1 2 1 5 ;  
t h e  fourth was Columbus discovers America in  1 492. 

1 372 
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I see the Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) knows 
exactly what I am coming to. In 1 776, the American 
Revolution was the fifth event to shatter the world ;  the 
sixth was World War I i n  1 9 1 4; Russian Revolution, 
1 9 1 7; World War I I  in  1939; and then 1 989, oats removed 
from t h e  Canad ian  Wheat Board . It was of such  
prominence, it has been properly recorded in  a very 
n ice way. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let us put the oats question in proper 
perspective. I have talked about it being 1 1 th place, 
being a special crop. In terms of the total volume of 
oats grown in western Canada, 90 percent of the oats 
g rown is used for feed . It is never handled through the 
Wheat Board, it is handled through the non-board 
market. Five percent is used for seed , 2 percent is used 
for food -in other words humans consumption -and 
3 percent is exported , 3 percent of the volume of oats 
we grow is handled through export. 

There are opportunities out there. There are very 
major opportunities. In fact, last week in the Grain News 
there was a very interesting statement from Harvey 
Gjesd a l ,  a very renowned i n d i v i d u a l  who wr i tes 
rel ig iously in  here, and he gives some very interesting 
comments. He says he had some concern about the 
method that the oats were taken from the Wheat Board, 
but he said ,  I have talked to farmers who say, let us 
g ive it a try. I have talked to the three pools whose 
members seem to have ind icated they are not in favour 
of this,  but the three pools, he says, I believe that there 
is a marketing opportunity for them and they are out 
there doing the job for the farm community. 

Just another statistic that the Members should be 
aware of is that the previous year, the Canadian Wheat 
Board exported 83,500 tonnes of oats. When I was in  
Japan this year, one private trader had already presold 
80,000 tonnes of oats in  southeast Asia because he 
had an opportunity now to market the product. He was 
going to come back through some co-operatives and 
contract the production of those oats. So he has found 
a market that was there, that why were we not f i l l ing 
before? I ask that question: Why were we not f i l l ing 
it? Within  one month of removing it from the Wheat 
Board , he had presold 80,000 tonnes in southeast Asia. 
Now that is way back in  February, one month.  So I 
cannot say that the private trade is going to create 
d ifficulties for the farmers. They have been doing a 
good job over a long period of time. The co-operatives, 
whether it is UGG or the three pools, are going to do 
a good job, and if they do not do a good job, their 
farmer members are going to bring them to task at 
their annual meetings. 

* ( 1 730) 

So I say it is time that we looked at changing some 
of the ways we do things. The Wheat Board is the 
mechanism for sel l ing export wheat and export barley, 
and for that I wil l  stand behind them forever and a day 
because they have done a good job, but they wil l  also 
use the private trade as agents of the board . They 
maximize the opportunity to sell those two crops around 
the world ,  and now let us give oats a try under the 
private -(interjection)- no,  just l isten to what I h ave said . 
I wi l l  stand behind the board for wheat and barley as 
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long as they continue to do the good job they have 
been doing up to this point in  t ime, and they use the 
private trade as agents. So they depend on the private 
trade to help them in small markets. The Wheat Board 
is involved in Government-to-Government sales and 
large volumes. That is why they did not spend much 
time and effort on oats. 

The other thing about, particularly the American 
market, M r. Speaker, is that oats are bought by t he 
racehorse trade and by the health food trade in small 
volumes. They want it processed or screened or sized 
to specific specifications. The Wheat Board cannot do 
that. They cannot efficiently do that, but a guy with a 
seed cleaning plant gets a contract for 1 ,000 tonnes 
or 2 ,000 tonnes, he can clean it to spec. He can size 
it to spec and del iver it; he can now deliver it. He can 
meet those market requests, and that is going to do 
a lot of good for Manitoba producers. I mean , we are 
in the game of wanting to d iversify our production and 
value-ad that production, and find a market for it. We 
are beating all three objectives now with oats. 

We were not able to do it as wel l  before as we are 
going to do in the future, and what is the response of 
the producers at large in rural Manitoba? Does the 
Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) know, or does he 
care? What has been the response? Does he know or 
care? He is only worried about two people who signed 
a petit ion. I am worried about people who put their 
actions behind their mouth, and I can tell you, M r. 
Speaker, the statistics have been obtained as the 
acreage seeded to oats in  1 989 by my department 
versus 1 988, and in Manitoba the oats acres are up 
9 .  1 percent, and the Member for Dauphin does not 
believe it .  Is he saying my department does not know 
how to collect statistics? He is not interested in the 
facts, he is only interested in  the political wrangl ing 
over an issue that is going to harm the producers of 
Manitoba. He does not care -(interjection)-

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. The Honourable Min ister 
of Agriculture has the floor. 

Mr. Findlay: -and if he is also i nterested in the 
response of farmers in other p rovi n ces in t h e  
comparative sense, Saskatchewan is up 8 . 3  percent; 
Alberta is up 8.2 percent; British Columbia is up 1 9  
percent, for a western Canadian increase o f  8.6 percent. 
Now, that is as strong a message as I have ever heard 
about, yes, we believe that the system in front of us, 
in  terms of sel l ing the product that we are sowing, is 
a system that we believe is worth giv ing a try to.  

So, Mr. Speaker -(interjection)- it is amazing that the 
Member for Dauphin is not interested in  the debate, 
he is just interested in trying to rail road through some 
rid iculous phi losophical points of view that went out 
with the horse age. I mean, the picture in  the Free Press 
of the leadership campaign of the N O P  was so typical 
of this Member, horse-and-buggy days with the blinders 
on, that is the Member for Dauphin over and over again. 
I mean . that is where you are at. I would love to go 
out  and debate th is i ssue wi th  you in the farm 
community two years from now after we have seen 
some results of how this is going to work . I mean , the 
statistics are here now, let us see how it works. 
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Mr. Speaker, Manitoba farmers know how to run their 
business and it does not take a school teacher from 
Dauphin to reinvent the arithmetic for them. They are 
going to do the right thing that is right for them from 
an economic point of view. If  they can contract to grow 
a crop for a profit, I do not care what the crop is. If 
they believe that agronomically they can meet a target 
in terms of yield that they can make a dol lar with ,  they 
wil l  contract , produce and sell it to that private trade. 
It has been a system that has worked well  i n  competition 
with the board grains, and the board has done a good 
job with wheat and barley. They have not done as good 
a job as the farmers wanted with oats, that is why the 
reso lu t ions  came forward from t h e  Farmers Co­
operative, United G rain G rowers-

Mr. Plohman: Wheat growers. 

Mr. Findlay: Oh, he wants to add - I  am sorry I missed 
one, the Western Wheat G rowers, who also tend to 
grow barley, oats, lenti ls, peas, and all those other crops, 
passed the same resolut ion. The Member for Dauphin 
had better pay attention to what the farm community 
is  saying from a real istic, economic point of view and 
forget his polit ical rhetoric and stop r id ing in the horse­
and-buggy days and get on with what is really happening 
out in  rural Manitoba. He might go back to Dauphin  
and ask what is go ing on,  rather than pay attention to 
his politically developed questionnaires. Thank you ,  M r. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Bob Rose (St. Vital): M r. Speaker, I appreciate 
the opportunity to bring a l i ttle calm into the debate 
perhaps and g ive some of my views of why I th ink that 
th is move by the Government, un i lateral move, was 
i ncorrect and wrongheaded. 

I might say, M r. Speaker, for the record that although 
I have l ittle experience i n  the grain trade I do  have, 
h aving spent the majority of my l ife in the agricultural 
marketing- I  am sorry my colleague is  not there to 
acknowledge that. I n  that experience of i nternational 
marketing I got some insight as to what markets do 
around the world.  I had an opportunity, as the marketing 
d i rector of the Canadian Egg Marketing Agency, to 
travel to many places i n  the world ,  and indeed to sell 
commodities in many places. Of course, when you do 
that you rub shoulders with people who are naturally 
in  the grain trade and farm organizations and marketers 
and of course dealing on such markets as the Chicago 
and New York Mercantile Exchanges. 

So you develop through that an appreciation of what 
an agency, and the importance of an agency, like the 
Canadian Wheat Board is. I would l ike to approach it 
not from the bl ind ideological view of the NOP who 
wanted the Government to do everything,  but from the 
viewpoint of a free enterpriser and an organization that 
for some SO-something years has done an excellent 
job of marketing grains for our farmers. I al luded to 
travel l ing in  regard to market ing,  and it is only then 
can you understand the complexities of the subsid ies 
and grants that prol iferate around Europe and even in  
developing countries and the  competit ion that comes 
from strange d i rections. 

I think it is worthwhile to get back and see the reason 
why the  Wheat Board s h o u l d  n ot h ave po l i t ica l  

i n terference, such  as i s  t h e  case here,  because 
politicians have a way of really playing games with 
statistics. I would hope that the statistics I quote will 
not be taken as playing games but to explain some of 
the fallacies of what we have heard before about the 
marketing of grains. 

First of al l ,  I would l ike to put on the record why I 
am flabbergasted why there was no heed at al l  taken 
of  one of  the best g ra i n  marketers,  and before 
somebody says great man, I wi l l  say that Esmond Jarvis, 
a Manitoban who is opposed to th is move, said to 
privatize the oats trade would not in any way be in the 
best i nterest of farmers. If  he does not k now, I do not 
know who possibly could. 

The M i nister of Agriculture (Mr. Find lay) talks about 
I percent, and the other M inisters chime in  along with 
h im,  as being insignificant. Wel l ,  I want to tell you that 
I percent is significant. It is very significant in  any market. 
Pul l  the plug on I percent on any day on the Chicago 
Mercantile Exchange and see what happens. A shortage 
of I percent will d rive a market up significantly, and a 
surplus wil l  drive it down significantly. Anyone who has 
done any market ing,  and certainly the M inister of 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs (Mr. Connery) has been 
deeply involved in marketing,  he u nderstands that 
principle. You might argue that it is not I percent that 
it is 0.5 percent, you might argue that it is 2 percent, 
but I percent is particu larly significant. 

I ncidental ly, I d isagree, and I would l ike to see the 
statistics if they are kept in  Canada, that the d rastic 
reduction in  production,  substantial ly as the M inister 
said ,  has occurred over those years. I do not know why 
that is. It m ust mean that consumption in Canada is 
dropping considerably, because although we are talking 
I percent of the Canadian crop, we are talking 24 percent 
of the world trade. In this year, M r. Speaker, we are 
talking of nearly, i f  not in excess, half of the world trade 
in this commodity. It is estimated that we will do 500,000 
tonnes in  the current year. If you look at that and say, 
yes, it is only I percent of our crop, but look at h ow 
significant it is. When you look at how significant it is 
you can understand why people l ike Clayton Yeuter, 
now Agriculture M i n ister, wanted to make steps u nder 
the free trade deal to d ismantle the Canadian Wheat 
Board , not because we are big exporters, but because 
when it gets on the world market it is significant. 

It  is also a wonder because of those things as to 
why both the Senate and the House of Representatives 
in the United States passed legislation to investigate 
the Wheat Board . They are afraid of them, and they 
are afraid of them because they are doing a good job, 
and they are doing a good job on oats. Let me tell 
you this, we wil l  get back to the I percent. That I percent 
is 24 percent of the trading here apparently, if I can 
bel ieve the figures, and what sets the world market is 
that percentage. If that market is al lowed to d rop 
because of forward sel l ing,  which is now going on,  it 
will hurt every oats farmer. It might help those who are 
feeding oats, and it may make those that are making 
cereals more money, but it wi l l  not help the oats farmer 
in  the long run. 

You jeer at that, but I want to say that history wi l l  
show that the proof of the pudding wil l  be in  the eating.  
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We wil l  see just whether it works or not by the statistics. 
We have seen what has already happened . What we 
are doing now is going back to where many, many 
m i l l ionaires were made, not only i n  this province, but 
elsehwere, by speculating on the farmers' grain .  Many 
of them did and now we are going back to that to al low 
them to forward sell oats that are not even in the ground 
yet, or were not at the time they were sel l ing.  I th ink 
it was a foolhardy t ime and a practice, particularly when 
you take into account the increased demand for oats 
and the publ icity they have gotten in the current year. 

I want to tell you, M r. Speaker, we have some, I can 
not qu ite get what the gist is, but we are questioning 
foreign markets and everything.  I challenge you of how 
many contracts you h ave t raded o n  mercant i l e  
exchanges t o  versus what I have a n d  I know how it 
works. If it worked for the benefit of the producers we 
would not have scandal-ridden mercantile exchanges 
that we have in New York and Chicago and the headl ines 
that we have seen lately. Do you th ink that is to the 
benef i t  of the farmers and the p r o d u cers of  a l l  
commodities to forward sell l ike that, the  market rigging 
that goes on? Yes, you laugh, you th ink that is good . 

An Honourable Member: We are going to put them 
on the Vancouver Exchange. 

Mr. Rose: Then we would really have trouble. 

But I do say that the Government, the Tories have 
made l ight of the fact that it is a 1 percent factor. They 
never looked into the significance of what that factor 
was. They never looked at the significance of the trade. 

l have some quotes here that I would like to comment 
on. That is the feel ing of some of the people towards 
the Wheat Board. They were criticized in an article on 
M arch 14 for trying to get m ore for the farmers for 
oats. Who criticized them, the Americans, and those 
are the ones who wanted to buy those oats. They had 
the chance to buy them at lower prices. What did they 
do? They waited unt i l  the market went up and then 
they blamed the Canadian Wheat Board for shorting 
the market. They are shorting the market and they did 
it ,  they roll up  prices for a particular reason. They could 
see, l ike anybody could see, that the world demand 
was strong for it ,  so strong that they wil l  have record 
sales in  the current year at very h igh prices. 

They say that they will buy more prairie oats. Perhaps 
they will, at lesser prices. They ridicu le the Wheat Board 
by saying that American traders confirm argu ments in  
Canada that the  Wheat Board would use i ts  position 
to drive up  prices. Well ,  what is the whole purpose of 
the Canadian Wheat Board but to dr ive up prices for 
farmers? 

But the Americans do not like us to drive up the 
prices, especially when they have used up their stocks 
and they have to dig into our barrel to meet their 
demand. You said they needed the grain and the Wheat 
Board held them up for 20-30, even $40 a tonne. Why 
not? That is the purpose of the Wheat Board . That is 
the mandate of the Canadian Wheat Board , that is the 
mandate, to get the top price, market the crop and 
get the top price for producers. I am sure that they 
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wil l  not get that on the mercantile exchange, nor wil l  
they get it by the international marketers. 

* ( 1 740) 

Now as far as the practical ity of the Wheat Board 
handl ing oats, it makes a lot of sense, they have a 
fixed overhead . They can spread their costs over 
another commodity, a very i mportant commodity, a 
commodity that what the surplus is determines on what 
the whole price in  Canada will be. What they get for 
that 1 percent settles the price and you could argue 
what you want, but that is the fact , that sets the price 
for all of Canada, that 1 percent, because that is the 
international market. That is what will appear in the 
papers as the prices. 

So it makes sense that the Canadian Wheat Board 
should continue that function. They are making the 
same contacts, the same people al l  over the world ,  so 
it  is no more d ifficult for them to sel l  oats. Anybody 
can take out one particular instance where the Wheat 
Board may i ndeed have missed a market . But that does 
not mean they are a fai lure, and we have not had any 
confirmation that they ever did miss a market in  
California, because certain ly if such a market existed 
and it was missed, those American traders that could 
have done the same job, they had access to the 
Canadian Wheat Board stocks. 

So it cannot be blamed on the Canadian Wheat Board 
that they missed those markets because all the traders 
in the United States and indeed all the traders in the 
world had the opportunity, and I cannot believe that 
story having traded in commodities because once there 
is a market established anywhere on the continent it 
is instantaneous, not only on the continent but around 
the  world .  So I do not  bel ieve there is any  val id reason 
for saying that the Wheat Board boobed on the sale 
to California. 

I wi l l  say that it is possible that they did that, but 
that does not mean that a great organization l ike that 
should be condemned for one error they made. 

M r. Speaker, it g rieves me that the Tories have seen 
fit to turn the clock back to the 1 930s, where there 
was chaos in the grain markets and farmers did not 
have anybody to lean to. Sure, we are i nto a d ifferent 
era. We have all seen the advertising for the health 
food aspect of oats and it has created a l ittle bit of 
unusual situation, but that is no reason for us to panic 
and throw the baby out with the bath water. That is 
exactly what the Tories are doing here. The proof, as 
I have said before, wil l  be in  the pudding. 

We wil l  see by statistics just how grain prices are, 
how we get fleeced on the international markets and 
how it reflects to every producer in  Canada, because 
I do n o t  t h i n k  you w o u l d  agree,  as agr icu l tura l  
marketers, unless you are awful smart and awful b ig,  
that you want to be sel l ing ahead on futures markets 
for crops that are not even in the ground yet. I do not 
think that is good marketing practice. It is not something 
the Wheat Board has ever done, and yet you admire 
the Wheat Board for things l ike that. 

When the Wheat Board sells, they know where the 
stocks are. I th ink,  Mr. Speaker, it is regrettable that 



Wednesday, September 27, 1 989 

we are taking a backward step. We are getting back 
i nto the chaos of the 1 920s and the 1 930s as far as 
oats, and I hope that at least on a product that is 
affected by 1 percent in Canada, it stops there and it 
d oes not grow and grow and grow so we have barley, 
and then we erode the wheat market to the detriment 
of all the producers of Canada. Thank you. 

Hon. Edward Connery (Minister of Co-operative,  
Consumer and Corporate Affairs): I do want to take 
a few m i n utes just  to m a k e  some com ments  o n  
Resolution 4 o f  Retain ing Oats under t h e  Canadian 
Wheat Board. 

M r. Speaker, I th ink it is well-known in this province 
and throughout Canada that the Canadian Wheat Board 
is an institution that has done a world of good for 
farmers. We all can remember back when, yes, the 
g rain barons made all of the money and the farmer 
did not get much left, because they had to sell early, 
d id not h ave the money to hold on,  and a lot of people 
made money off the grain grower. The Wheat Board 
came in  and did a very good job.  

I am a very strong -(interjection)- that is r ight ,  i t  was 
a Conservative Government, as the Member for the 
Interlake (Mr. Uruski )  says, that brought in the Wheat 
Board because they were concerned about farmers 
and concerned about ensur ing that farmers get a fair 
p rice for their product. 

M r. Speaker, al l  my l ife I h ave been a supporter of 
orderly marketing i n  one form or another. It  d oes not 
always have to be a marketing board style where it is 
r igorously enforced. It  can be through a co-op, it can 
be through j ust a group of people working together to 
m arket. I can proudly say that my father was a founding 
member of the Winn ipeg Gardeners Co-op in 1 946, a 
group of farmers getting together to orderly, but not 
with regulation, market their product. 

Later on, when marketing of that product d id not 
work effectively on a voluntary basis, we moved and 
it was another Conservative G overnment that brought 
in  the market ing board for vegetables, a Conservative 
Government. I wil l  ask the Member for-and I cannot 
th ink of h is name-that brought -(interjection)- the 
Member for Lakeside (Mr. Enns),  but the M i nister that 
brought it in .  

An Honourable Member: M r. George H utton. 

Mr. Connery: M r. George H utton,  a very fine M inister 
of Agriculture that I had the deepest respect for, and 
he worked very hard to bring this one in .  

There are some dangers, though ,  when marketing 
boards become overly zealous  in their market i ng 
structure and how they want to control every last l ittle 
th ing.  I know that the Member from Dauphin (Mr. 
P l o h m a n )  wou ld  not  h ave h ad any market i n g  
exper ience.  H e  has not  had m u c h  exper ience i n  
anything, but h e  i s  caught in  h is phi losophical bent and 
he wil l  expound in  that same theory, t ime in  and time 
out, regardless of what the facts are. 

The Member for St. Vital (Mr. Rose) I thought would 
have had a l ittle different approach. He shared a building 

at 1 200 King Edward with the Vegetable Producers' 
Market ing  Board for many  years .  I h ad many  
conversations and  lunches with the  Member for  St. 
V i ta l  a n d ,  as a m atter of fact,  enj oyed t h ose 
conversations. I thought that maybe he would have 
learned a little about marketing in  that period of t ime, 
but unfortunately he d id not. 

Mr. Speaker, sometimes it is better when some things 
are left out of the bigger system, and I have a very 
good example of that. When the marketing board came 
i nto Manitoba for potatoes, they were going to control 
every bag of potatoes that was produced in Manitoba, 
including those up around Swan River, The Pas, as the 
Member for Lakeside (Mr. Enns) very well knows. They 
developed very rigorous rules as to what product can 
move and how. I t  made no sense out of Winn ipeg for 
us trying to control the sale of potatoes up in Swan 
River, even Dauphin I th ink was eventually exempted, 
The Pas, because those were markets far away. 

M r. Speaker, I can tell you that the marketing board 
relented and exempted those g rowers in those areas 
to allow them to market their product on their own. 
Those growers were able to market their product m uch 
better than the marketing board in Winn ipeg could do 
for them. They were too far removed and the product 
was too small .  

Big often can handle big and does a good job on 
something big. Sometimes when it is small i t  does not 
fit in. I have known this through our marketing,  as a 
market i n g  board and with some crops not  u nder 
legislation but  marketed freely, that i f  it is a big item, 
the big group can sell it wel l ,  but if it is a small item, 
it is sometimes left better to a smaller group because 
they have the i nterest. 

Oats, as the M i nister said ,  the Min ister of Agriculture 
(Mr. Findlay), was a large volume with the Wheat Board 
at one time and it is now down to less than one-half 
of their-half of 1 percent of their sales. So the interest 
in sel l ing oats obviously has to d rop off. Their abi l ity 
to market because they have barley and wheat that 
they have a large volume on, the interest is not qu ite 
there. 

I have seen in our industry that niche, that niche for 
the l ittle fellow that can go out and make a good 
business out of something in  small volume. I th ink,  M r. 
Speaker, that oats maybe fall into this category. I am 
n ot an oat producer, we do grow some barley, and it 
gets shipped to the Wheat Board , and we respect that 
organization for sel l ing it. But I have also been i nvolved 
in enough marketing to know that l ittle commodities 
sometimes get lost in the thrash of a big one. 

M r. Speaker, I am very d isappointed in  the Member 
for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman) in bringing out this resolution, 
and I guess maybe in  some respects some of the th ings 
that he has said. He made some very d isparaging 
remarks about the Honourable Charl ie Mayer, and I 
th ink was unfortunate that he should have made, made 
from a person who he himself does many of these things. 
He says, d id he give the farmers a voice? M r. Speaker, 
when the Member for Dauphin paved the road to the 
Waterhen where he has got a cottage, d id he go to 
the people in  southern Manitoba and say where would 
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you l ike the highways bui lt? Did he say that? No, no, 
and , M r. Speaker, the Mem ber for Dau p h i n  ( M r. 
Plohman), they had a policy of 50 percent when they 
were in ,  of municipal paying 75, al l  of a sudden when 
they are not in  office, they change their figures and all 
of a sudden they are great people. 

So when he speaks d isparagingly about other people, 
he better look in that mirror when he gets up in  the 
morning, because I can tell you I do not have any faith 
and do not put any credit  in any comment made by 
the Member for Dauphin .  

An Honourable Member:  Even t h o u g h  h e  i s  an 
honourable. 

Mr. Connery: Wel l ,  unfortunately, the Rules of the 
House say that we have to call all Members honourable, 
but I th ink they earn that. They do not have it bestowed 
upon them, so they have to earn that l ittle bit of honour. 

* ( 1 750) 

M r. Speaker, when the Member for Dauphin ,  in h is  
resolution, says that whereas the federal Government 
gave specific assurances during the free trade debate 
that the Canadian Wheat Board would not be negatively 
affected, the Member for Dauphin (Mr. Plohman), and 
the Members of the NOP, and unfortunately should have 
known better. The Liberal Party, were opposed to free 
trade. Free trade, we th ink,  is-

An Honourable Member: They are opposed to trade, 
period . 

Mr. Connery: They are opposed to trade, yes, especially 
the Members of the NDP, because if  you want to take 
a look at their record as far as manufacturing in  
Manitoba during the  last 20 years, 2 1  years, where they 
were in office for 1 7, where we had a very dismal 
advance in  the manufacturing sector, but they say that 
free trade is going to impact negatively. 

Mr. Speaker, when we take a look-and they said, 
we say we have to depend on the factualness of 
statements m ade by the M e m bers opposite a n d  
especially t h e  NOP side. I tell you the facts i n  their 
statements seldom cast the same shadow. They say, 
t imes are tough when Tories are in .  Wel l ,  let us take 
a look at the number of people who are working.  Let 
us take a look at the increase in people who have jobs 
since last year. In  the last year, we have 13,000 additional 
ful l-time jobs. So we see that in  spite of the false 
statements of the Members opposite that on this side 
of the House we do know how to create jobs, and we 
do know how to do all of these things that are going 
to make things better for Manitobans. 

I n  the section where he says, whereas the present 
provincial Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Findlay) continues 
to undermine the orderly marketing system by publ icly 
supporting the federal Min ister's uni lateral decision. 

Mr. Speaker, that to me is a d isgusting statement 
for h im to say because I can tel l you the M i nister of 
Agriculture that we have on this side of the House has 
fought for farmers and for farmers rights. We can look 

at the things that he has done in  the tripartite, and all 
of these th ings that he has brought in  since our short 
period in t ime. We had to fight with the NOP Government 
to bring in a tripartite on sugar beets. They were 
prepared to let all those sugar beet growers, the jobs 
that they had, and the spinoff benefits, go down the 
tubes. They were prepared to do that. We, on this side 
of the House, being on that side then, fought and finally 
got it in .  

So ,  M r. Speaker, I do hope though -and the comment 
was made that oats is a good health food, I agree and 
we should all be eating a little more oats-that if the 
Smothers Brothers get into advertising more cereals 
that they leave the broccoli  out because broccol i  is 
good for you, too. So if  you had a balanced diet of 
oats in the morning and broccoli at d inner, we would 
all be an awful lot healthier. 

Mr. Bob Rose (St. Vital): Is broccol i  sold by the Board? 

Mr. Connery: The Member for St. Vital (Mr. Rose) says, 
is broccol i  sold by the Board? Yes, broccol i  is sold by 
the M arketing Board, but it does not come under the 
orderly legislative way that the root crops do. But that 
is another example that some things may need to be 
legislated , others can be sold and marketed voluntarily 
in  a very organized way. Basically, I would say that I 
prefer the non-legislated , if you can get away with it 
and if  it is effective, that is my first choice. But as with 
the Wheat Board, i t  was not working and so the Wheat 
Board was put in .  

M r. Speaker, the Wheat Board has allowed farmers 
now to sell oats, and this is that niche of the small 
amount of product being sold that I talked about earlier. 
That some people can maybe sel l  those oats a lot more 
effectively than the Wheat Board. If that can happen, 
what are you concerned about? I am sure our Minister 
of Agriculture (Mr. Findlay), along with the federal 
Min ister, the Honourable Charlie Mayer, will be watching 
the sale of oats very carefully to see what is happening 
in  the marketplace, because I know both of those 
Min isters have the interests of the farmers at heart first 
and foremost. They have demonstrated that will ingness 
to work for the farmer.- ( interjection)-

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, the Member for St. Norbert (Mr. 
Angus) suggests it is their hope to put us back in the 
field next year, or at the next election. I can assure 
you the Member for St. Norbert (Mr. Angus) wil l  be 
fi l l ing potholes after the next election, and he obviously 
was very good at it because he even had a hotl ine, he 
loved potholes. 

I would l i ke to wrap up, Mr. Speaker, by saying,  let 
us give th is sales of oats an opportunity. I th ink it can 
be a good deal. We will watch it carefully and I am 
sure . . .  

Mr. Speaker: Order, please; order, please. When this 
matter is again before the House, the Honourable 
Minister wi l l  have two minutes remaining. 

The hour being 6 p .m. ,  this House is now adjourned 
and stands adjourned u n t i l  1 : 30 p . m .  tomorrow 
(Thursday). 
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