
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Monday, 29 March, 1982 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. D. James Walding (St. Vital): 
Present ing Petit ions . . .  Readi ng and Receiving 
Petitions . . . Presenting Reports by Standing and 
Special Committees. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

MR. SPEAKER: Does the Honourable M i n ister of 
Consumer and Corporate Affairs have a statement to 
make? 

HON. EUGENE KOSTYRA (Seven Oaks): I would 
l ike to table a M i nisterial Statement. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister. 

MR. KOSTYRA: Mr. S peaker, I wish to report to the 
House on several program announcements related to 
the W i n n i peg Core Area Agreement Program .  At 
noon today, I part ic ipated in a media conference with 
the Deputy Mayor for the City of Winni peg and the 
Federal M i n ister of Employment and I m migration. At 
the conference i t  was announced that Air  Canada is  to 
bui ld  a $30 m i l l ion structure i n  the Winni peg Core 
area. The bui ld ing wi l l  be located on the north side of 
Portage Avenue, north of the publ ic  lane and the 
block bounded by Carlton Street, E l l ice, Hargrave 
and Portage Avenue. The province welcomes this 
announcement and the part ic ipation of Air Canada i n  
the Core Area Agreement program. W e  are confident 
that i t  w i l l  contribute many new jobs in our construc
tion i ndustry and, as well, provide employment oppor
tunit ies for Core area residents. In  th is  regard, M r. 
Speaker, we look forward to working  with A i r  Canada 
to ensure that maximum benefits are derived by resi
dents of the core area t h rough t hese new job 
opportunities. 

The Pol i cy Comm ittee for the Core Area Agreement 
bel ieves that the decision of Air Canada to locate in 
the core area on the north side of Portage wil l  con
tri bute new e mployment opportuni t ies in related 
i ndustries. The Air Canada Bui lding can be a stimulus 
for the construction of other corn mercial and residen
tial developments thereby revital izing the core area. 

The parties to the Core Area Agreement have 
agreed to faci l itate the A i r  Canada project by assem
b l i ng the land required. In  addition, the north of Por
tage park a l ready i n itiated under the Core Area 
Agreement w i l l  be extended one-half block east of 
Carlton Street and wi l l  afford ful l  exposure of the Air  
Canada Bui ld ing to Portage Avenue. 

A l l  privately owned properties required for the Air  
Canada a n d  park extens ion p rojects a re be ing 
expropriated by the Province of Manitoba acting on 
behalf of the parties to the Winn ipeg Core Area 
Agreement. Air Canada wi l l  contribute $3.5 m i l l ion for 
its site and the net cost to the Winn ipeg Core Area 
Agreement  for t h e  park exten s ion, is  est i m ated 
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at $1 .8 m i l l ion. 
The second announcement today is  the appoint

ment of M r. Larry Boland of Toronto as the General 
Manager of the Winn ipeg Core Area Agreement. The 
Policy Committee is  confident that M r. Boland who 
has wide-rang ing experience in urban development 
p rojects wil l  contribute significant leadersh ip  in real
izing the goals of the Core Area In it iatives Program. 

M r. Boland has been i nvolved in numerous urban 
development projects i ncludi ng co-operative hous
i ng projects; he has coordi nated neighbourhood 
i mprovement projects and so has gain ed considera
ble expertise in working with various levels of gov
ernment and publ ic  i nterest groups. We bel ieve that 
his background suits h i m  wel l  to the task of General 
Manager. 

Members of the House wi l l  appreciate that one of 
the major goals of the Core Area In it iatives Program i s  
t h e  creation o f  new j o b  opportun ities for core area 
residents. S ince assuming office some four months 
ago, we have been exa m i ni ng programs under the 
Core Area In it iative and I am pleased to report today, 
M r. Speaker, that there have been changes to the 
agreement which wi l l  result in greater e mphasis on 
employment and tra in ing opportun ities. 

As a result of discussions with our partners, we 
announced last week four major authorizations for 
the Core Area In itiatives. The total expenditures of 
these programs all deali ng with employment and 
train i ng wi l l  be $9.5 m i ll ion.  They i nclude $1  m i ll ion 
for  a Community Response Program; $4.4 m i l l ion 
towards establ ish ing a tra in ing and employment 
agency to be adm i nistered by the Department of Edu
cation; $ 1 . 9  m i l l ion for an education development 
i n st itute; some $2 m i l l ion for an Inner City Social 
Work Program ,  an additional $1 1 5,000 for the first 
year of an Inner City Nursing Program .  

Mr .  Speaker, w e  have developed further proposals 
to enhance and strengthen the employment and train
i ng component of the Core Area Init iative P rogram .  
These proposals w i l l  b e  presented to our partners i n  
t h e  agreem e n t  a n d  we look forward t o  t h e i r  
i m p lementation. 

Mr. Speaker, these developments represent signifi
cant progress in br ing ing the Core Area Init iative 
Program to the people of the core area. Now with their  
General Manager appointed and these major pro
gram i n itiatives launched, we said that the Winni peg 
Core Area Initiatives Program is i ndeed moving ahead. 

M r. Speaker, we look forward to the development of 
an effective Core Area Program which wi l l  e n hance 
and revitalize Winni peg i n  a meaningful way. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. GARY FILMON (Tuxedo): M r. Speaker, on behalf 
of the O p position, may I say that we welcome the 
announcements made today by the M i n ister respon
s ib le for Urban Affairs. We are del ighted that signifi
cant process is now been made on the Tri-Level Core 
Area Agreement which, of course, our government 
was an integral part i n  the establ ishment of such a 
program. We're del ighted to hear that a significant 
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employer, Air Canada, wi l l  be locating i n  the Core 
area as part of th is  overall establ ishment and w i l l  
result i n  jobs and  i nfusion of  people i n  the Core area 
so that the ent ire program may revolve around a 
number of significant major enterprises such as its 
locati ng there. 

We are, as wel l ,  p leased the hear of the appointment 
of a General Manager, M r. Boland, who i s  not k nown 
to us, appears to be qual ified to carry on the major 
works i nvolved in the Core Area Agreement. We k now 
that this wi l l  be central to the making of good progress 
i n  future to have a well-qual ified person establ i shed 
as the general manager in this program. 

We,  as wel l ,  are pleased to hear of other i ntiatives 
that were announced by the provincial government. 
Of course, the establ ishment of a train i ng com ponent 
and the i nvolvement of the Department of Education 
was part of the i n it ial plans as announced by our 
government in the past. We know, as wel l ,  that the 
various other anci l lary agencies that w i l l  be estab
l ished there w i l l  contribute towards cont inuing 
employment and development with respect to a l l  of 
the i n it iatives and al l  of the objectives of the Core A rea 
Agreement. So, with those few remarks we welcome 
the announcements made today by the M i n ister for 
Urban Affairs, M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of North
ern Affairs. 

HON. JAY COWAN (Churchill): Yes, Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to table the 1 980-81 report for Channel Area 
Loggers L i mited; and the 1 980-81 report for Moose 
Lake Loggers L i m ited. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of F inance. 

HON. VIC SCHROEDER (Rossmere): Yes, M r. 
Speaker, I'd l i ke to table a Return under Section 20 of 
the Publ ic  Officers Act covering the period March 1 ,  
1 981 t o  March 1 ,  1 982; a n d  a Return under Section 
30.2 of the Law Society Act covering the period end
i ng March 3 1 ,  1 981 . 

MR. SPEAKER: Notices of Motion . . .  Introduction 
of B i l l s  . . .  

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle 
Mountain 

MR. A BRIAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): Mr.  
Speaker, my question is  for the M i n ister of  Energy and 
Mines. Wi l l  the M i n ister advise the House as to what 
progress is  being made on the estal ishment of the 
$640 m i l l ion potash mine  and refinery in western 
Manitoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of Energy 
and M ines. 

HON. WILSON D. PARASIUK (Transcona): M r. 
Speaker, there have been discussions between the 
provincial  officials and officials with IMC and the dis
cussions wi l l ,  in fact, be continuing over the course of 
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the next few months. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, there were a number of 
outstand ing items remain ing to be resolved which 
were set out i n  the Memorandum of Understanding 
which was entered i nto last May by the previous 
government. 

Can the M i n ister advise what progress has been 
made towards resolving those outstandi ng issues 
contained in the Inter im Agreement? 

MR. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, I must say that there 
was no progress by the past government; there was 
no progress realized in trying to work out those out
standing problems that existed between the then 
Government of Manitoba and IMC. Indeed, as late as 
the actual period of the election campaign, the gov
ernment advisers were send i ng in letters poi nt ing out 
some very major concerns with respect to those nego
tiations; those major concerns were put forward to 
IMC. 

We are hoping that d iscussions over the course of 
the next months we' l l ,  in fact, be able to deal with 
those concerns that were considered to be significant 
then by the staff negotiating team and the advisers to 
the govern ment and which we indeed consider to be 
just as significant, M r. Speaker. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the M i n ister maintains that very l ittle progress was 
being made by the previous government,  can the 
M i n ister advise the House whether he has personal ly 
m et with representatives of IMC in a n  effort to 
further items mentioned in the Memorandum of 
Understandi ng? 

MR. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, I have not personal ly 
met with them. The matters raised were raised by, I 
th ink ,  some very senior advisers to the Conservative 
Government and the Conservative Party, I m ight add. 
Those were concerns which I felt would best be put 
forward as a continuation of the concerns put forward 
- I assume they were real concerns by the previous 
government - and indeed I felt that s ince there had 
been some attempts in the past to possi bly bypass the 
negotiating process by deal i ng with the pol it ic ians,  i t  
was best to let  the negotiating process proceed wher
eby those concerns could be put forward i n  exactly 
the same way as they had been put forward before. 

They are very major concerns, as I am sure the 
previous government must have realized. That was 
one of the reasons why no agreement was in fact 
reached of a f inal  nature. Those are the same con
cerns that we are pursu ing, M r. Speaker. 

I must say that without reveal i ng the concerns and 
trying to undermine or jeopardize the negotiations, 
which I th ink  would be wrong for the long-term i nter
est of Manitoba, I do bel ieve that the previous gov
ernment thought those concerns to be very real and 
significant. We,  as wel l ,  feel that they are very real and 
sign ificant. We,  as wel l ,  feel that they are very real and 
significant. Hopeful ly,  they can be overcome,  M r. 
Speaker, and that is what we are try ing to pursue over 
the course of the next whi le .  

They are very major concerns that, i n  fact, arose 
when there was some changes with respect to the 
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draft ing procedure; when i ndeed the govern ment quit  
d raft ing the agreements and the company's legal f irm 
took over the job of d raft ing the agreements. At that 
stage some very major concerns arose that sti l l  exist. 

It is our i ntention to pursue the negotiations in a 
way to trying to deal with those, Mr .  Speaker, and that 
is  what we are doing.  We are doing what I th ink  the 
p revious government would have done and certainly 
the negotiat ing team is proceedi n g  i n  generally the 
same way that i t  was before. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, I can assure the Hon
ourable M i n ister that we would not be sta l l ing  this 
agreement in the manner that he is stal l i ng  it .  

Can the M i n ister advise the House how often his 
negotiat ing team has met with I nternational M i neral 
and Chemical Corporation in the fou r  months since 
they have formed the government? 

MR. PARASIUK: We have i ndeed, they have met 
once. There have, i ndeed, been exchanges of com
mun ication between the gover n ment team and I m ust 
say that if one wants to go through a l l  the correspon
dence and al l  the materia l ,  one could show, M r. 
Speaker, that negotiations were not proceedi n g  wel l ,  
that there were difficulties o f  a major type. 

Mr. Speaker, we th ink  we should try and resolve 
those d ifficult ies, rather than try to raise them out in a 
publ ic  manner. The negotiations and d iscussions 
with I M C  are i ndeed proceeding ,  M r. Speaker, they 
are proceeding in the same manner that they were 
proceedi n g  before. I th ink  we wi l l  probably end up if 
they, in fact, proceed and if the project proceeds, with 
a much fairer deal for Manitoba because we don't feel 
anxious because of a supposedly i m pending election,  
to possib ly retreat from fair positions for Man itobans. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, no  one ever said that a 
$640 m i l l ion potash mine  could  be establ i shed with
out d ifficult  negotiations and without encountering 
some problems. Those problems are not going to be 
solved if the M i n ister isn't going to i nvolve h imself and 
his officials won't meet more than once i n  four months 
that they have been i n  office. 

M r. Speaker, can I ask the M i n ister, is the Memo
randum of Understandi n g  with I M C  sti l l  in effect? 

MR. PARASIUK: The Memorandum of Understand
i ng was extended, I bel ieve, on  October 30th for a 
period to Decem ber  1 5th; that memorandum has 
expired as of December 1 5th ,  1 98 1 .  

MR. RANSOM: M r .  Speaker, w i l l  t h e  M i n ister advise 
the House then, w hether or not I M C  has any different 
standing in  the eyes of the government now with 
respect to the development of a potash m ine, than any 
other potash company that they m ig ht be deal ing with 
i ncluding the Potash Corporation of Saskatchewan? 

MR. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, we indeed have said to 
I M C  that they have spent some t ime in Manitoba; we 
expect that o u r  deal ings with them are major deal ings 
and that we are treat ing them courteously i n  this pro
cess of negotiat ion;  we bel ieve that, having spent the 
t ime to date, that they have a very good opportunity of 
pursu ing  these discussions to a fruitful cu lm ination, 

M r. Speaker. 
I m ust point out to the member that the potash 

market, i ndeed, has g rown extremely soft over the last 
six months, that there are lay-offs in Saskatchewan, 
that there have been postponements of projects and 
that might be one of the reasons why various people 
are,  in  a sense, slowing down this process and not 
setting up any artificial dead l ines as to when projects 
m ight beg in .  

The  d iscussions, as  I said, are continu ing  w i th  I MC. 
We certain ly feel that we wi l l  be p roceedi n g  with those 
discussions in good faith ,  M r. Speaker, and we cer
tainly don't want to u ndermine them in any way, 
shape or form. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Stur
geon Creek. 

MR. J. FRANK JOHNSTON (Sturgeon Creek): Mr.  
Speaker, my question is to the M i n ister of  Economic 
Development and Tourism . I wonder if the M i n ister 
could advise t he House how many applications have 
been received and how many have been approved for 
the S mal l  Business Assistance Program. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M in ister of Eco
nomic Development. 
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HON. MURIEL A. SMITH (Osborne): M r. Speaker, 
the total is  over 500 of appl ications that have been 
received but none w i l l  be official ly approved unt i l  the 
program goes through this House. 

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, in the case of the 
R u ral Smal l  Enterprise I ncentive Program that was 
program m ed between the Federal and Provincial  
Governments there was a specific broch u re put out 
on that program that explai ned a l l  the detai ls  regard
i n g  the e l ig ib i l ity, etc. I q uestioned the M i n ister last 
week regard ing  the details of e l ig ib i l ity. Can the M in
ister advise the House whether there is  a pamphlet 
l ike th is  avai lable or wi l l  there be one avai lable very 
shortly? 

MRS. SMITH: M r. Speaker, there are such pamphlets 
avai lable and I ' l l  ensure that the member  opposite 
receives one. 

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, my last question to 
the M i n ister is, in the Enterprise Development Pro
g ram we used private sector boards in three areas 
t h roug hout th is  province to advise us and g ive 
recom mendations on  appl ications. The appl ications 
went to a private member  board; the appl ication was 
then sent in to have discussion between the Federal
Provincial  Govern ment Board; and then it had f inal  
approval by the M i n ister. Wi l l  the M i n ister be using the 
pr ivate sector boards to advise her on  what appl ica
tions should qual ify or not? 

MRS. SMITH: M r. Speaker, there w i l l  be a Board 
named of five people, all of whom wi l l  come from the 
private sector. The appl ications w i l l  go through an 
i n it ial fi ltering by staff people and the Board w i l l  then 
have the r ight to ratify their recom mendations, open 
up any new q uestions that they wish to, and also they 
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wil l  be empowered to hear appeals. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra b l e  M e m b e r  for  
G ladstone: 

MRS. CHARLOTTE OLESON (Gladstone): Thank 
you. Mr .  Speaker. my q uestion is  to the M i nister of 
Agriculture. How many cheques have been sent out to 
hel p the farmers who are suffering from high i nterest 
rates? 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n ou ra b l e  M i n i s t e r  of 
Agriculture. 

HON. BILL URUSKI (Interlake): Mr. Speaker, my 
hope is  that a l l  those who have appl ied would be 
el ig ible, but I can't say that; there are certainly approx
i m ately 400 that are in the process of being approved. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Kirk
field Park. 

MRS. GERRIE HAMMOND (Kirkfield Park): Thank 
you, Mr .  Speaker,  my q uestion is to the M i n ister 
responsible for Housing.  How many cheques have 
been sent out to help homeowners who are in danger 
of losing their homes because of high i nterest rates? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Natural 
Resources. 

HON. AL MACKLING (St. James): M r. Speaker, the 
honouarble member  asks a very facetious question 
because she k nows that I advised the House late last 
week that the forms had been received and were 
being sent out; forms for people to apply for this.  So to 
ask a q uestion "when are the cheques going to be 
mailed out or how many have been mailed out" is  j ust 
being facetious, Mr .  Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turt le 
Mounta in .  

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, the matter of  the welfare 
of people who are in danger of losing their  homes to 
h igh  i nterest rates and who had promises made to 
them by these people before they were in government 
is  not a facetious q uestion.  The Member for Kirkfield 
Park asked a very d i rect question, I bel ieve she is 
entitled to a d i rect answer and not to have her motives 
mal igned by the Member responsib le for the Housi n g  
Corporation. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Portage 
la Prairie. 

MR. LLOYD HYDE (Portage la Prairie): Mr. Speaker, 
my question is  to the M i n ister of Agricultu re. In view 
of this year's l i ght snowfal l  and shortage of runoff 
water to f i l l  the dugouts for the farmers. is the M i n ister 
cont inu ing the program to help supply pumps to 
assist the farmers? 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i s t e r  of 
Agriculture. 
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MR. URUSKI: M r. Speaker, I w i l l  take the question as 
notice but I do believe that pumps are avai lable to 
assist farmers; but the actual cost of fi l l ing ,  I w i l l  have 
to take that question as notice. 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m b e r  for  
Robl in-Russell .  

MR. J .  WALLY McKENZIE (Roblin-Russell): M r. 
Speaker, I have a question for the Honourable M in is
ter of Agriculture. I wonder can the M in ister advise the 
House how many of the appl ications, of the 500-or-so 
applications. for abandoned railway right-of-way have 
been approved? 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i ster  o f  
Agriculture.  

MR. URUSKI: Mr.  Speaker, I ' l l  take the question as 
notice, I don't believe it's u nder my area but I ' l l  take i t  
as notice. 

MR. McKENZIE: Mr. Speaker, I ' l l  ask a supplemen
tary q uestion then of th is  M i n ister or the M i n ister of 
H ighways, can either of the M i n isters advise these 500 
appl icants why the provisions of their  applications 
have been stalled s ince November? 

Mr. Speaker, then I ' l l  ask another question and see 
if I can get an answer. I wonder can either M i n ister 
assure these appl icants that their claims will be 
approved before seedi n g  starts this spring? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Gov
ernment Services. 

HON. SAMUEL USKIW (Lac du Bonnet): Mr. Speaker. 
a week ago I repl ied to the Honourable Member for 
M i nnedosa, and I would hope that the two get together 
once in a whi le, I would suggest that they do to pass 
on the i nformation.  

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra b l e  M e m b e r  f o r  
M i nnedosa. 

MR. DAVID R. (Dave) BLAKE (Minnedosa): Yes, Mr .  
Speaker. my question is  to the same M i n ister. the 
Honourable M i n ister of H ighways and Transporta
t ion.  I wonder if he could  confirm to the House that the 
former N O P  for Radisson, one Harry Shafransky, has 
been h ired as a special assistant to his department 
with a salary in excess of $32,000.00? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Gov
ernment Services. 

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, I bel ieve that I can confi rm 
that the person has been employed but at  a much 
lower rate than what the member a l ludes to and much 
lower than the previous M i n ister of  H ighways pa id  h is  
special assistants. 

MR. BLAKE: A supplementary question, M r. Speaker, 
to the same M i n ister. I wonder if he cou ld advise th is 
House just what the salary is  and also what the duties 
of his special assistant will be? 
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MR. USKIW: M r. Speaker. that's a question that is 
proper dur ing the course of Est imates Review w h ich 
is  just around the corner but I don't mind tel l i ng the 
honourable member that it's in the $20,000-$30,000 
range. 

MR. BLAKE: Mr. Speaker, just as a final supplemen
tary question. At least it is  encourag ing to this side of 
the House to see some sig n ificant signs of relief to the 
small businessman in the h ir ing of this one. I wonder if 
he could advise us the ter m  of employment that M r. 
Shafransky wi l l  be employed and the Order-in-Counci l  
that he would apparently s ign was for $32,249 in 
salary. 

MR. USKIW: M r. Speaker, I would l i ke to suggest to 
the honourable mem ber that he get a better research 
d i rector because h is  i nformation is  i ncorrect; and 
second ly, that he ought to k now that all of t hese 
appointments are at the pleasure of the Lieutenant
Governor- in-Counci l ,  with their adm i nistration. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition. 

MR. STERLING LYON (Charleswood): Mr. Speaker, I 
have a q uestion for the F i rst M i n ister. I wonder if he 
could  advise the House if h is government has formu
lated a pol icy with respect to outside audits of Crown 
Corporations bein g  carried on by outside auditors. 
that is outside auditors in practice in Manitoba, who 
then report their  f ind ings to the Provincial Auditor 
and he, in turn ,  reports them to the Publ ic  Accounts 
Committee. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 

HON. HOWARD R. PAWLEY (Selkirk): M r. Speaker, 
let me advise the Leader of the O p position that the 
overall pol icy pertain ing to outside auditors is  pres
ently u nder review as to. i ndeed, whether we should 
cont inue with the use of private outside auditors in 
var ious i nstances or whether there should be a 
change to the origi nal format which i nvolved the Pro
vincial Auditor doing the audit ing in the province. 

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, I am i ntrigued by the 
response of the F irst M in ister that the former practice 
was that the Provi ncial Auditor wou ld do al l  of the 
auditi n g  with i n-House auditors paid for out of the 
pub l ic p u rse and on fu l l-t ime staff with pension bene
fits and all of the th ings that accrue. M r. Speaker, 
would the F i rst M i n ister not confirm that unt i l  1 970 or 
thereabouts, al l  of the audits of Crown corporations 
from the begi nn ing  of t ime, so far as I ' m  aware in 
Manitoba, were done by outside auditors i n  Manitoba. 
It was only the Schreyer adm i nistration that made that 
change and that our adm i n istration changed it back,  
our  adm in istration changed it back i n  the interests of 
economy and i n  the i nterests of good audit. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, the dates that the Leader 
of the O p position outl i ned are basical ly correct that 
the change did take place in 1 970 and I believe that the 
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then Schreyer government i ndeed made a change 
that was sound and was i n  the p u bl ic  i n terest. I n  1 978, 
I bel ieve it was 1 978, the then Leader of the O pposi
tion whi le he was Premier made a change back to 
having all audits done through private accounting 
f irms. M r. Speaker, it was o u r  op in ion at that t ime and 
we are presently evaluating that i ndeed, rather than as 
the Leader of the O pposition has ind icated, the prac
tice adopted by the Leader of the Opposition wh i le he 
was Premier. was more economical that i ndeed it may 
very well have been the very reverse and indeed there 
may have been a g reat deal of additional costs to the 
taxpayers of the Province of Manitoba because of that 
change that took place in 1 978. 

M r. Speaker, I am not as concerned whether the 
audit  is  done in a pub l ic form or the p rivate form, but 
as to what is  the cost benefit in relat ionship to Manit
obans. That appears not to have been,  that appears, 
M r. Speaker, not to have been the main concern i n  
1 978 when there was a change i n  pol icy, b u t  we're 
prepared to look at th is  very very careful ly  as to 
i ndeed which route serves the publ ic  interest rather 
than any sectional i nterest. 

MR. LYON: Wel l ,  Mr .  Speaker, can the F i rst M i n ister 
confirm that the al leged savings that he foresees for 
the change of audit ing from downtown firms would 
cause the same amount of savings for the taxpayer as 
his colleague is  bri ng ing about by charging an extra 
$1 .5  m i l l ion  for security g uards by putting them on 
fu l l-time staff as wel l?  

MR. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, I ' l l  recheck Hansard, but  
when I ind icated to the Leader of  the  O p position that 
there was a thorough review as to cost benefit i ndeed, 
if there is  a savings.  then there w i l l  be changes overal l .  
There is  a review and I understand i t 's  presently 
before the Treasury Board in this connection. 

MR. LYON: Wel l ,  Mr .  Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the F i rst M i n ister has said that this matter is  being 
reviewed and that no decision has been made, could 
he kindly then expla in  why i t  was that his Cabinet at a 
meet ing that took p lace on the 23rd March 1 982, 
passed O rder-and-Counci l  No. 335/82 u nder the 
Departments of F inance and Attorney-General termi
nating the appointment of  Abbot, Harrison and Com
pany as auditors of the Liquor Control Commission 
and appointing the provincial  auditor as the auditor of 
the Commission. 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr.  Speaker. we would have been very 
very unwise in that i nstance not to have fol lowed the 
advice of the provi ncial auditor that i ndeed he could  
do the work  i nvolv ing the L iquor  Control Com m ission 
without I understand, additional staff, without addi
t ional costs so why would we have insisted for doctri
naire reasons that the Leader of the O p position would 
appear to have l iked us to have p ursued to have con
t inued to employ a private firm when all that i n deed 
could be done i n-House without additional costs, 
without additional staff. 

MR. LYON: Wel l  t hen,  Mr .  Speaker, could the F i rst 
M i n ister then tel l  us whether th is pol icy is  i n  fact as he 
said at the outset u nder review. or whether i n  fact h i s  
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government has predetermined that it's going to f i re 
al l  of the private auditors who were doing the Crown 
corporation audit ing? 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr.  Speaker. I real ly don't understand 
the i nference of the Leader of the Opposition's q ues
t ion because it is my understand ing  that the auditors 
were appointed - I may be corrected in this - but I 
seem to recal l  they were appointed without tender, 
without tender to the com m u n ity at large; that certain 
f i rms were appointed s i mply at the w i l l  of the 
Lieutenant-Governor- in-Counci l .  I'm not quarre l l ing 
with  the honourable members across the way, but I 
th ink  that they should be very careful when they talk 
about firing and their suggestion that i ndeed the non
appointment of certain f irms that were appointed 
without tender should be i nterpreted as f i r ing,  that 
indeed that would be, I th ink ,  q uestioned by the peo
ple of the Province of Manitoba. M r. Speaker. we are 
doi n g  a review and that review I am satisfied wi l l  be 
done on the basis of what is  most cost-benefit effi
cient to the people of the Province of Manitoba. If 
i ndeed it is more cost-benefit to carry on with private 
audit ing fi rms, I would th ink  that we would not quarrel 
with that, but we wi l l  not u n l i ke the members across 
the way, because of doctrinal obsessions, cont inue to 
proceed in a route that would cost the taxpayers of the 
province more money. 

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker. hav ing heard the F i rst Min
ister i n  h is  best Pecksniffian way, ta lk  about doctrinal 
reasons for h i r ing auditors, talk about tenderin g  for 
auditors, and so on - " Pecksniff ,"  for the benefit of 
the press, was a g reat Dickens character, wel l-known, 
Mr .  Speaker. for h is  hypocrisy. 

Mr. Speaker, can my honourable friend, having put 
to one side all of the nonsense about doctrinal rea
sons, and a l l  of the nonsense about tenderi ng ,  can he 
tel l  the House, Mr .  Speaker, why the practice that was 
fol lowed from the beg inn ing of this province in about 
1 870, of havin g  outside auditors do audits to help the 
p rovincial auditor, what all of a sudden has he fou nd 
to be wrong with that practice that has obtained i n  this 
province in a l l  but eight years when the Socialists 
were in office? 

MR. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, the Leader of the O p po
sition refers to the Socialists havin g  changed the pol
icy in 1 970. We did change the policy i n  1 970, and we 
changed that pol icy because i t  was in the publ ic  i nter
est at that point as a resu l t  of analysis to undertake the 
change. M r. Speaker, the Leader of the O pposit ion,  
whi le  Premier i n  1 978, decided to change the pol icy 
back to the h istoric policy in the Provi nce of Mani
toba. I t  was our  view that indeed the pol icy i n  1 970 
was in the publ ic  i nterest, that i ndeed economies 
could be arrived at. It was our view in 1 978 as I recall -
and I bel ieve that there was plenty of data to support 
our  position in 1 978 - that the reverti n g  back to the 
pre-1 970 pol icy was costing the taxpayers of the Prov
i nce of Manitoba what was it? -( I nterjection)- it 
was cost ing h u nd reds of thousands of dol lars of addi
tional money and we q uestioned that i n  1 978. We 
would  be less than responsible, Mr. Speaker. in view 
of the i nformation that we'd received i n  1 978, if  we d id  
not  i n  the i nterests of  Manitoba taxpayers review 
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that policy in 1 982. 

MR. LYON: M r. Speaker, u nderstanding that the 
Honourable, the F i rst M i n ister said, a few m i nutes 
ago, that they were reviewing the pol icy,  could he 
explain to the House and to the people of Manitoba 
how that review has already resulted in the f ir ing of 
one of the outside auditors for the Liquor Control 
Commission? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader on a point of order. 

MR. ROLAND PENNER (Fort Rouge): That question 
was asked in al most the identical terms just a few 
moments ago. It may be that the Leader of the O pposi
tion doesn't hear or doesn't want to hear, but question 
period is not cross-examination, and once it turns i nto 
a species of cross-examination,  which appears to be 
the only way the Leader of the Opposition can oper
ate, it is no longer question period. That is  definitely 
out of order, and I ask you to so f ind. 

MR. SPEAKER: I 'm not so fam i l iar as the honou rable 
gentleman with cross-exami nation procedures, but I 
notice that the Honourable M i n ister was standi ng u p  
t o  reply t o  the question;  I th ink  he should b e  a l lowed 
to. 

The Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 

MR. PAWLEY: I ' m  not sure if the Leader of the O p po
sition is referring to the same firm that he made refer
ence to i n  an earl ier question or whether he's referring 
to a d ifferent fi r m .  I d id respond in connection with a 
question i nvolving the Liquor Control Commission 
and if ,  i ndeed, the Leader of the O pposition is  again 
referr ing to that part icular firm, I th ink  my answer was 
very clear. The i nformation that we received from the 
pub l ic auditor that that work could  be done i n-House,  
without additional staff, without additional costs and 
obviously, as a resu lt, at savings to the publ ic .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member  for Morris. 

MR. CLAYTON MANNESS (Morris): Thank you, M r. 
Speaker. I would l ike to ask a question of the M i n ister 
of Transportat ion.  Has the Government of Manitoba 
developed, or is  it contemplating developing a sche
dule of rural meetings,  the locations at which the 
Crow rate issue wil l  be discussed? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Gov
ernment Services. 

MR. USKIW: M r. Speaker, last week, I don't know if 
the honourable member was here when I did announce 
that we wi l l  be u ndertaking a publ ic  foru m position on 
the issue wh ich may take two or th ree different 
options i nto account  - one of which may be that very 
option - but we haven't concluded that one; we 
haven't made a f inal decision on that poi nt, M r. 
Speaker. 

MR. MANNESS: If the govern ment decides to go 
ahead wi th  pub l ic  hearings wi l l  the  Min ister furnish 
that i nformation, that schedu le, and wi l l  he table it 
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i mmediately on final ization of that schedule? 

MR. USKIW: Mr. Speaker, whenever we make that 
decision, yes. it w i l l  be so annou nced. We are making 
i nformation avai lable to a l l  people, on  request. What 
has not yet been decided is  whether or not the gov
ernment itself wi l l  sponsor a series of rural meet ings, 
but we are making the i nformation avai lable and we 
are making ourselves avai lable to respond to g roups 
who request that we attend at those fu nctions, but 
beyond that we have not decided. Sir. 

MR. MAN NESS: Can the M i n ister tel l  the House what 
the average cost per bushel to the farmer i n  Manitoba 
of transporti ng Manitoba wheat to the Lakehead is? 

MR. USKIW: M r. Speaker. I'm not exactly sure that I 
can be precise but  it's in the ne ighborhood of 1 5  
cents. 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m b e r  for  
Pembina. 

MR. DON ORCHARD (Pembina): Thank you, Mr .  
Speaker. My q uest ion is  for  the M i n ister Responsible 
for the Manitoba Telephone System. In v iew of the 
fact that last week he ind icated that he.  and h is  
department. would be i nterven ing on  behalf of  West
man Media Co-op's appl ication for l icense renewal 
before the CRTC. my q uest ion is. w i l l  the i ntervention 
i nclude support of the i nteri m use of sate l l ite dishes 
for the receipt of U.S. SatCom signals. as is p resently 
bein g  del ivered by Westman Media Co-op to several 
com m u nities in westerm Manitoba? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Com
m u n ity Services. 

MR. LEN EVANS ( Brandon East): Mr. Speaker, that 
certain ly is  i m pl ied in our general support of Westman 
Media Co-op. That organization has done an excel
lent job in western Manitoba in distr ibuting cable ser
vice, and certa in ly we would want to see i t  have its 
l icense renewed so i t  can continue to do that excel lent 
job. In the i nter im.  it has made certain arrangements 
which the honourable member is  fami l iar with. havin g  
been a former M i n ister with that type o f  responsib i l ity, 
so we defin itely s upport Westman Media Co-op in its 
appl ication for renewal of its l icenses. i m plying as it 
does, an i nter i m  situat ion.  which surely is  the better 
situation.  the best situation that we can have, g iven 
the c i rcumstances that we're deal ing with. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you. M r. Speaker. S ince the 
government i ntends to i ntervene and support the i nte
r im use of satellite dishes for the receipt of U.S. Sat
Com signals i n  western Man itoba. could  the M i n ister 
ind icate whether the s ignals being provided to West
man Media Co-op .  via U.S. SatCom satellite. are the 
same as those being p rovided to the residents of F l in  
F lon  and Thompson? 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker. the honourable member  
know fu l l  we l l  that a SatCom package is  a SatCom 
package. and whoever receives that particular pack
age wi l l  generally transm it those signals. I t's rather 
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i nterest ing .  Mr .  Speaker, that many of the com mu n i
ties who are getti ng the SatCom package on th is i nte
r i m  basis. inc luding many i n  southwestern Manitoba, 
seem to be very u n happy with the SatCom package 
and would p refer the so-called Three-plus-one; 
namely, the three American networks. plus Publ ic  
Broadcasting System. and I bel ieve the people i n  
Dauph in  have been making those views part icularly 
k nown and. i n deed, people of Boissevain ,  I believe, 
and some other com m un ities in western Manitoba. 
My i nformation is  that wi th in  a year or so the Cancom 
satellite, the Canadian Sate l l ite Company. will be able 
to deliver the Three-plus-one package, and therefore, 
I refer to th is  situation as i nteri m .  and I real ly bel ieve 
the member u nderstands that to be the case. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you. M r. Speaker. A final 
supplementary then for the M i n ister. Can he confirm 
that the s ignals, which have been suppl ied by West
man Media Co-op, from the U.S. SatCom signal .  pro
vide the same channels to residents in the com m uni
t ies he mentioned i n  western Manitoba as the signals 
provided by the cable companies in Thompson and 
Fl in F lon,  those signals also bein g  derived from U.S. 
SatCom signals, are the channels identical  in the case 
of Westman Media Co-op customers, as they are i n  
F l in  F lon and Thompson? 

MR. EVANS: Mr.  Speaker. to be very clear on that and 
very certa in ,  I wil l  take the q uest ion as notice and 
check. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition. 

MR. LYON: Mr.  Speaker, I have a question for the 
F i rst M i n ister. In view of the announcement that was 
made over the weekend by Hudson Bay M in ing and 
S melt ing to the effect that they would, for the first t ime 
i n  50 years or more. be laying off al l  of  their  employees, 
with the exception of senior personnel ,  for a period of 
five weeks or more, in the Com m u n ity of F l in  Flon,  can 
the F i rst M i n ister advise the House as to what reme
dial act ions or what other plans he and his govern
ment have u nder way for this u nprecedented layoff? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of Energy 
and M ines. 

MR. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker. t he layoff is unprece
dented. This is  the worse minerals market s ince the 
Depression;  tat is quite well-known i n  the industry. it's 
well-known I th ink .  on the part of the publ ic .  We have 
u ndertaken a n u m ber of steps, M r. Speaker, to work 
with m i n ing companies.  with workers, with com m uni
t ies affected i n  a way that frankly wasn't done by the 
previous government. In 1 977 when I NCO j ust after 
the 1 977 election laid off a n u m ber of people i n  
Thom pson ,  Mr .  Speaker, without t h e  previous gov
ernment doing one th i ng,  we in fact. the Leader of 
the O p position could never remember how many 
people were laid off i n  Thompson - could  never 
remember the fact that the population of Thompson 
had declined tremendously dur ing the Conservative 
term in office but we have set up joint consultative 
com mittees with the m i n in g  company, the workers. 
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the union,  the comm u nity i n  the case of Lynn Lake, 
Leaf Rapids, we've had discussions with Hudson's 
Bay Min ing  and S melting ,  M r. Speaker. 

At our suggestion and our recommendation to the 
M ines Min isters, the National M i ne M i n isters' Confer
ence, a special committee has been establ ished that is 
co-chaired by the Federal Department and Manitoba 
with all of the provinces part ic ipatin g ,  with worker 
representatives part icipat ing ,  with representatives 
from the min ing  industry participat ing in this and 
what we are looking at, M r. Speaker, is  a way in which 
we can try and develop longer term programs to deal 
with the fair ly deep recession that we are i n  r ight now 
and the i m pact that these types of layoffs have on 
single enterprise com mu n ities. We are looki n g  at this 
matter as a very crit ical short-term matter, but we also 
acknowledge that these types of shutdowns are of a 
long-term concern. 

We've had a shutdown or a complete close out at 
Urani u m  City. We had one in the past i n  B issett. So we 
in fact are attem pting to work out these problems; we 
anticipate them; we k now that we are in a very difficult 
recessionary cycle. Rather than turning our backs on 
those programs, M r. Speaker, and pu l l i ng out a lot of 
publ ic money and puttin g  it i nto paid ads tel l i ng 
everyone that they're l iv ing on a gold m i ne,  we are 
facing reality and we are trying to deal with i t  in a very 
effective way rather than trying to sweep the prob
lems under the carpet the way the previous govern
ment tried to. 

MR. LYON: Mr. Speaker, referr ing the Honourable 
M i n ister of Energy and M ines to that document of 
promises on which he and h is  government were 
elected - A Message from Howard Pawley and the 
Clear  C hoice for Manitobans - referr ing him to the 
section on work i n g  people, would the M i n ister m i nd 
tel l i ng us how he is keeping the promise of the New 
Democratic Party to the people of Manitoba made as 
recently as last November that the Manitoba N DP 
bel ieves work ing people deserve job security i n  a 
workplace that poses no threat to their  health or 
safety? Would  he mind tel l i ng  us how he and h is  
government are provid ing that  job security i n  the l ight  
of  the announcement over the weekend which is  only 
one of  a n u m ber that we have heard s i nce he came 
i nto office? 

MR. PARASIUK: It is  partly because we have had 
discussions with H udson Bay M i ni n g  and Smelt ing 
and we are i ndeed I think having a f ive week layoff. 
This is  not a close-out of jobs, Mr .  Speaker. We 
expressed concern with H udson Bay M i n ing and 
S melt ing,  with l nco and with Sherritt-Gordon ,  that is  
very i mportant from the government's point of view. 
from the company's point of view and from the com
m u nity's point of view when you are faced with this 
type of very deep cycle, lack of demand for m inerals, 
that the companies don't take a shortsighted approach, 
lay off people i ndefin itely, lose them and then have to 
face the massive problem of very h igh  turnovers 
within their com m u n ities, u nstable work forces, but 
rather what we were looking at when we asked them 
to jo in with us. 

We've asked other governments to join with us in 
looking at this problem of try ing to develop long-term 
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stabi l ity. That's one of the reasons why we estab
l i shed that committee, M r. Speaker. We are i ndeed 
going to deal systematically with those types of com
mitments that we made in the past, Mr. Speaker, 
u n l i ke  the previous government that says t hat 
governments shouldn't pay any attention to those 
part icular problems, that the best govern ment is the 
least government, a government that doesn't care, M r. 
Speaker. We care; we are deal ing with those prob
lems. We have only been in for three-and-a-half 
months and we have the Conservative Party moani n g  
a n d  groan ing a n d  w h i n i n g  l ike a b u n c h  o f  losers 
because i n  four years they couldn't deal with anyth ing 
and i n  three-and-a-half months we've done a lot  more 
than they have. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. O rder please. The time 
for Oral Q uestions having expired. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER: M r. Speaker, would you please call on 
Second Reading B i l l  No. 8, The Loan Act? 

SECOND READING -GOVERNMENT BILLS 

BILL NO. 8 -THE LOAN ACT, 1982 

MR. SCHROEDER presented B i l l  No. 8, an Act to 
Authorize the Expenditure of Money for Capital Pur
poses and Authorize the Borrowing of the same. (The 
Loan Act, 1 982) for Second Reading .  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n ister of F inance. 

MR. SCHROEDER: Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. This B i l l  
is  i ntended t o  provide borrowing a n d  expenditure 
authority u rgently requ i red for the new fiscal year 
beg i n n i n g  April 1 st for specific nonbudgetary self
susta in ing Capital programs. These requ i rements are 
in addit ion to the normal Capital Est imates for self
sustai n i n g  purposes which w i l l  be tabled later in the 
Session.  Capital authority is  needed immediately to 
provide for the loan portion of the Emergency I nterest 
Rate Rel ief Programs, additional loan authority for 
the Manitoba Agricultural Credit Corporation and 
funding requ i red by Manitoba Mineral Resou rces 
L imited to maintain the province's interest in the 
Trout Lake Mine being developed near Flin Flon. Due 
to the urgent nature of these requ i rements, i t  is i mpor
tant that th is  B i l l  be approved prior to Apri l  1 st. 

This B i l l  is s imi lar to previous Loan Acts except for 
the i nclus ion of a section on the Emergency In terest 
Rate Rel ief Programs. This B i l l  also provides for a 
loan g uarantee in support of the loan portion of the 
Hog I ncome I nsurance Program which had been 
announced by the previous adm i n istration. When the 
Bi l l  reaches the comm ittee stage, I can provide a sec
tion by section comparison and explanation for the 
i nformation of members. 
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MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Art h u r. 

MR. JAMES E. DOWNEY (Arthur): Mr.  Speaker, I rise 
to speak on this Capital Su pply B i l l  because i t  has a 
fair ly major i mpact on the agriculture com m u n ity. I as 
well feel that the I nterest Rel ief Program and the 
promises made by the i ndividuals who now are hold
ing the trust or the funds in trust for the people of 
Manitoba should be accountable for the use of those 
funds. Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat alarmed. I have to 
say that we have seen over the past few months the 
new M i n ister of Agriculture in office as tak i n g  the sit 
and see approach, or the sit and review approach, at a 
part icular t ime when the agriculture comm u n ity is 
u ndergoing a severe economic downturn as far as the 
returns that they're receiving,  when a l l  those busi
nesses, M r. Speaker, i n  the smaller towns and com
m u nities are h urting and are losing money because of 
a loss of busi ness when the farm com m u n ity has a 
downturn. It certainly has fal len on the heels of an 
election that th is  part icular govern ment came i nto 
office when they promised and I w i l l  again go over 
some of those promises that are written down in an 
N DP handout which was a g u arantee from the F i rst 
M i n ister when i n  fact there were some - I would cal l  
them pretty blatant - u ntruths i n  them, one particu
larly, deal i ng with the n u m ber of hog producers that 
had left production, Mr. Speaker, that f igure can be 
chal lenged and I will take an opport u nity i n  the near 
future to chal lenge h i m .  B ut I would l i ke to deal a l ittle 
more specifically with two or three of the other items. 

Mr. Speaker, they are going to i ntroduce an emer
gency action to provide i nterest rate relief to the 
farmers of Manitoba and i n  this capital supply b i l l ,  M r. 
Speaker, we see $9 m i l l ion .  Wel l ,  let's put $9 m i l l ion,  
M r. Speaker, i nto perspective. What that would do, 
not only for the farm com m u n ity that it's supposed to 
support - and remember there are some 30,000 
farmers that are all fee l ing the pressure of h igh  i n ter
est rates - we've got a total smal l  business com m u n
ity which I t h i n k  the majority of busi nesses i n  Man i
toba, some 70 percent of them are some people 
i nvolved i n  small business; and we have all the 
homeowners in the Provi nce of Manitoba who have 
mortgages who are supposed to qual ify, or if they 
qual ify wi l l  also have a drain on the $9 m i l l ion .  

M r. Speaker, $9 m i ll ion to the people of  Manitoba, 
that's $9.00 for every man, woman and ch i ld .  I f  you 
were today to go out to the people of Manitoba and 
say to every one of them, whether you're a farmer, a 
smal l busi nessman or a homeowner, I th ink  that 
pretty well every person in Manitoba is  affected by 
h igh i nterest rates. So to put i t  i nto perspective what 
the N D P  govern ment are offering to the people of 
Manitoba, to a l l  the people of Manitoba u nder an 
emergency I nterest Rate Rel ief Program is $9.00. M r. 
Speaker, w hat is $9.00 going to do to anyone who is  
fac ing an emergency payment on  their  home or a 
problem with h igh  i nterest rates, and we k now we're 
all fac ing that? 

Mr.  Speaker, $9.00 to an i ndividual who is  farming 
today is  an i ns u lt ,  if  they were tal k i n g  about support
i n g  the price of wheat to $9.00 a bushel ,  m i g ht have 
more real istic meaning or if they were support ing the 
price of the beef producer to some 90( a pound,  Mr .  
Speaker, but no we've got  $9 m i l l ion for the people of 
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Manitoba to help them against h igh i nterest rates. 
M r. Speaker, how could  th is  govern ment go to the 

people of Manitoba and say they are going to help 
them with i nterest rate relief? Wel l ,  the M i n ister of 
F inance says, I don't understand. Well maybe I don't 
u nderstand, Mr. Speaker, but let the M i n ister of 
F inance tell those 900 and some thousand people 
who aren't going to be able to be helped. - ( I nter
jection) - wel l ,  that's even worse, M r. Speaker. The 
M i n ister of F inance says th is is the loan portion. He's 
adm itt ing now that there isn't a program for the peo
ple of Manitoba as far as an I nterest Rate Rel ief Pro
g ram.  The F i rst M i n ister, I real ly am amazed at h i m ,  I 
s hou ldn 't be I know, but he stands before the people 
of Manitoba and he says, o u r  f inancial  pol icies are 
changed from those of the previous adm i nistrat ion.  
They believe in h igh i nterest rates. We don't  support 
h igh  i nterest rates. We are going to help the people of 
Manitoba. 

Tel l  the people of Manitoba that a $9.00 b i l l  is going 
to help them with h igh  interest rates because that's 
what they're g iv ing them, they're g iv ing them $9.00 a 
person to help every man, woman and ch i ld  with the 
i nterest rates that they're facing.  I t  won't wash, M r. 
Speaker, it won't wash. 

M r. Speaker, the Member for Dau p h i n  - and I ' m  
p leased he's here because he always helps add t o  the 
debate - he says what d id  we do? I d id  something,  
Mr.  Speaker, that  that  M i n ister of  Agriculture can
celled, stopped for the people of Manitoba and if the 
member  would take the t ime to read the Manitoba 
Agriculture Credit Corporation Annual  Report, it's 
r ight  in there - for the members of the press I th ink  
there is  some very i nterest ing readi n g  that is  there as 
well - because it's on he record. 

We introduced a program in July of 1 978 and the 
record speaks for itself. Mr .  Speaker, in fact even with 
the programs we put i n  p lace, helped more people at 
less government expense because on page No. 3 i t  
says, "Under The Credit  Corporation Act the govern
ment covers the corporation, adm i nistration and net 
i nterest costs. These costs were $.693 m i l l ion in the 
year u nder review compared to $1 . 1 5  m i l l i on in the 
previous year. The decrease being mainly due to addi
tional i ncome derived from the sale of real estate." 
Sel l i ng  those farms back to the people of Manitoba, 
help those farmers, Mr. Speaker, as wel l  as help the 
costs of operating a government. 

How much better kind of program ,  how much better 
k ind  of a pol icy should we have for th is  province? I f  
you want to ta lk  ph i losophy and how th ings work, M r .  
Speaker, t h i s  report lays i t  o u t  very wel l .  

Dur ing the 1 980-81 f iscal year the corporation's 
agricultural activities totalled some $35. 2  m i l l ion an 
increase of 2.5 over the previous year. M r. Speaker, 
the n u mbers speak for themselves. We used some $35 
m i l l ion  to loan to the farm people yes, Mr. Speaker, to 
loan to the farm people so they could own the i r  far m  
operations a n d  do those things best without govern
ment being i nvolved in the ownersh ip  of their land and 
control l ing leases or making them tenant farmers. 

Again,  Mr. Speaker, when we look at the n u mbers of 
d irect loans, we had some 405 loans d irect in 1 979-80 
that i ncreased to 430 loans in 1 980-81 . But there i s  
more good i nformation a n d  I th ink  when w e  talk about 
i nterest rel ief and support for the farm comm u n ity 
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and the vot ing of funds. let's look when we go to that 
last year. or the total operation. 

Young farmers - of the $29.5 m i l l ion  approved i n  
d irect loans i n  1 980-81 some 74 percent were used for 
the purchase of land; 1 2  percent for the consolidation 
of debts; 7 percent for the permanent i mprovements 
to bu i ld ings and reamin ing 7 percent for l ivestock and 
other purposes. But here's a point that has to be 
made. You ng farmers - remem ber this - were recip
ients of 98 percent of the proceeds of the Direct Loan 
Program; 98 percent of the p rogram rec ipients were 
youn g  farmers. the people that we a l l  are supposed to 
be worki n g  towards the future generations in our 
agricultural commun ity. 

M r. Speaker. what has the M i n ister of Agriculture 
done? He has cancelled the program. He has stopped 
it. He has put a freeze on it. He's looki n g  at it and 
reviewing it .  M r. Speaker, that isn't good enough for 
the people of Manitoba. 

We are being asked today to support a capital b i l l  of 
$26 m i l l ion for the M i n ister of Agriculture who hasn't 
got a pol icy or a program .  He's like the M i n ister of 
Natural Resources. He wants a b lank cheque from 
this Legislature. he wants a b lank cheque from us to 
go and do what he wants with that money. He hasn't 
got a program. He hasn't got a policy and that's what 
we're supposed to accept. M r. Speaker, as Legislators 
in th is  province? Putt ing in trust the people's money 
to a M i n ister who has stopped a program that has 
proved in the Manitoba Agriculture Credit Corpora
tion Report that it's help ing farm people. M r. Speaker. 
and he's stopped it. 

Here's another paragraph. M r. Speaker, and it's on 
page 6 of the Manitoba Agriculture Credit Corpora
tion Report because it's really i mportant. The pro
g ram - and this is an addit ional p rogram that was 
i ntroduced - Crown Land Loans. M r. Speaker. The 
program was designed to provide mortgage money to 
lessees of Crown lands to purchase the lands that 
they had leased. It was j ust started, M r. Speaker, last 
year. 

The program. M r. Speaker. which commenced dur
ing the current year has provided 21 loans for $364,4 1 9, 
again us ing resources of the people; sel l i ng  those 
resources to the farmers; getting the land i nto the 
hands of people to generate wealth for everyone. 
Agai n. Mr. Speaker, he has p ut a freeze on. not only 
the funding of that lease conversion from Crown 
lands to private ownership,  he has cancelled the fund
i n g  or stopped the fund ing  for the Manitoba Agricul
tural Credit Corporation.  to support those i ndividuals 
who are des irous of conversion. converting their 
lease land. 

Mr.  Speaker. I don't think that's good enough com
ing from a government who have in their election 
prom ise - we are going to i ntroduce a program to 
assist you ng farmers enter ing agriculture - Mr.  
Speaker. they have cancel led every p rogram that was 
in p lace to help young farmers and it's not good 
enough. 

They're asking for $26 m i l l ion and they haven't laid 
a pol icy on  the table. Four months they've been in 
office and what are they doi ng? They're looking and 
seeing or reviewi ng,  M r. Speaker. that's what they're 
saying up front. But behind the scenes they are f ir ing. 
Mr.  Speaker. They fired the Crown Lands Assessment 
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Review Board. What are they doing with these boards? 
They're f ir ing them and that. as far as I ' m  concerned, 
is  playing pretty dangerously with the mandate that 
was g iven to them. They're using the taxpayers' 
money to benefit their  own pol it ical beliefs and not 
the betterment of all the people in Manitoba, M r. 
Speaker. 

I th ink  that the M in ister of Agriculture should stand 
up and announce some of these programs that he's 
going to help these people of M an itoba with. He's the 
chairman. Mr. Speaker. He's the chairman of the 
I nterest Rel ief Program. Wel l ,  let him stand up and say 
that we have $9.00 for every man,  woman and chi ld  i n  
Manitoba; that he has a program u nder an I nterest 
Rate Relief Program ;  he's got a $9.00 b i l l  for every 
man. woman and chi ld in Manitoba and. M r. Speaker. 
that would deplete h is  $9 m i l l ion that he has put i n  
place. 

I should repeat. M r. Speaker. for the benefit of the 
members opposite some comm ents I made the other 
day because they're pretty i mportant. In 1 980 when 
we faced the drought conditions in th is  province we 
said to the farm com m un ity who were support ing the 
small businesses and the machine companies and a l l  
those people i n  rural Manitoba - because if you 
remember the mental attitude of the people when we 
were facing one of the worst droughts that this prov
i nce had faced in some 50 to 1 00 years - we said we 
will put the money i n  place. You all q ual ify if you 
g rown g reen feed or i f  you put in a crop to help the 
conditions of  this province; to not  lay the land barren 
or open for wind exposure; but if you plant a g reed 
feed crop we wi l l  either pay you $1 5.00 an acre or 
$1 5.00 a ton. We d idn't say you have to jump through a 
lot of b u reaucratic hoops to get support. We said the 
money is  there. We d idn't use i t  a l l ,  M r. Speaker. we 
didn't use it all ; but we d idn't restrict people from 
getting it. 

M r. Speaker, today I will chal lenge the M in i ster of 
Agriculture. I w i l l  chal lenge h i m  right now that the 
majority of the farm comm un ity in Manitoba do not 
get one n ickel of support under his I nterest Rate 
Relief Program. I w i l l  chal lenge h i m. M r. Speaker. that 
very few home owners get one n ickel of support u nder 
his I nterest Rate Rel ief Program and furthermore. M r. 
Speaker, that the smal l  business people w i l l  th ink  that 
he's a fool ish person to i ntroduce ever such a mickey
mouse program. and that's what it is. 

He wil l  go down i n  h istory as the M i n ister who 
i ntroduced a mickey-mouse I nterest Rate Relief Pro
g ram because he's proving it. M r. S peaker. He's only 
ask ing for $9.00 for every man. woman and chi ld in 
this province. How can he j ustify h is  position from an 
election promise. Mr. Speaker? It's an election prom
ise that they're going to bring in an emergency action 
to provide i nterest rate assistance to farmers. 

He cancelled the program. Mr. Speaker, u nder the 
Manitoba Agricultu ral Credit Corporation and let us 
refer to that program because it's here. I 'm not making 
this speech up,  it is a l l  factual. and you k now me I g ive 
factual speeches and it's right on the mark. 

Mr .  Speaker. we have here - and I go back to that 
f igure again 98 percent of those people who 
received support were young farmers. We have the 
program that was in place that helped people who 
were start ing farming because it was the i nterest they 



Monday, 29 March, 1982 

were havi ng one of the m ost difficult  t imes with -
were the h igh i nterest rates. 

Mr. Speaker, the M in ister asks how much? Every 
farmer that went through the MACC Direct Loan Pro
gram received a 4 percent - remember this a 4 
percent reduction on their  loan up to $50,000, M r. 
Speaker. Well ,  the M i n ister says he hasn't done away 
with it. He has, he has frozen that program. He's not 
lend ing  any m oney for it .  I t's gone l i ke the Crown 
Lands Sale Program, it's gone. Mr. Speaker, it's gone. 

We are today being asked to vote funds. $26 m i l l ion 
to a M i n ister who hasn't got a pol icy or program on the 
table. He hasn't announced a policy. - ( l nterject ion)
Same th ing,  that's r ight. He wants us to g ive him $26 
m i l l ion so he can do what, Mr .  Speaker, and he won't 
come clean? He want to go back out and buy the 
farmland. He wants to restart a state farm program. 

Mr .  Speaker. agai n if you read the MACC agricultu
ral report it tel ls you how successful and how many 
people l iked that program. How many people l ike it? 
I ' l l  tel l  you how successful it was. Over two-th i rds of 
the farmers that had the option they bought some 586 
properties when they were i n  office. When they were 
in office for eight years, Mr.  Speaker, they bought 
some 586 farms. Thank god they didn't  buy any m ore. 
They boug ht 586 farms and by the end of March i n  
1 981  - and t h i s  i s  i m portant - two-th i rds o f  those 
people have opted to purchase their land, two-th i rds. 
Al most 400 had decided to buy their own land. 

Yes.  M r. Speaker, and that's what we're g iv ing h i m  
$26 m i l l ion for. I ' m  afraid that that's what he's doing 
because he's not tel l i ng  us;  he's not laying it on the 
table; he's not com i n g  c lean;  the same as he's not 
coming c lean about a Beef I ncome Assurance Pro
gram or a Beef Support Program. He's saying,  we're 
going to meet with the farmers, Mr. Speaker, we're 
going to meet with the cattle producers. 

The f irst th ing he did was again f i re the committee 
that was in place to make recom m endations on the 
k ind of a p rogram that was in the beef industry's best 
i nterest but he fi red them. Mr .  Speaker. He f ired them. 
Cold-blooded f ir ing that same as he did to the Crown 
Lands Appeal Board and they, M r. Speaker, sit there 
as a n ice, n ice government who don't do those k ind  of 
thi ngs, they're just not up to that k ind of tactics. Wel l ,  I 
see we have the M i nister of Health here. 

Mr. Speaker, we have seen in this provi nce one of 
the biggest breakdowns in the relat ionship between 
doctors, between patients and between government 
and how long d id  it take them to screw it up? Four 
months, M r. Speaker, four months. Our M i n ister of 
Health worked very well with the people and we had 
the best health care in th is  province but i t  on ly took 
h i m  fou r m onths to have everybody f ight ing because 
they work better u nder the confrontation system, M r. 
Speaker, and not the consultation system .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. I ' m  having some diffi
culty in hearin g  the honourable mem ber. I wonder if 
mem bers would keep the noise level down and they 
wil l  enjoy the same remarks as the Chair I 'm sure. 

The Honourable Member for Arthu r. 

MR. DOWNEY: Mr. Speaker, I w i l l  try and speak a 
l ittle louder although it may be difficult .  I appreciate 
your concern and I do th ink that these are points well 
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worth the government l isten ing to because again,  Mr .  
Speaker, we are  see ing a lot  of  broken election prom
ises, a lot of broken election promises. They, M r. 
Speaker, contin ually say they're i ntroducing programs 
to help young farmers. All they have done to th is  
poi nt, M r. Speaker. is e l im inate a program that has 
been helping young farmers and I ' l l  go back to it 
again ,  because it's pretty good reading .  - ( Inter
jection)- It is. It's p retty good reading .  He tabled it, 
Mr .  Speaker, he tabled it.  They were our programs 
and they're i n  print. I d idn't make this up. This came 
from a very very neutral board and organization.  
They're laughing,  Mr .  Speaker, about a program that 
helped some 430 farmers last year. M r. Speaker, we 
hel ped more in one year than he's going to he lp  in h is  
fou r  years i n  office. He, M r. Speaker, as I sa id  earl ier, 
wi l l  be the M i n ister for i ntroducing the M ickey Mouse 
programs for the people of this province. 

Wel l ,  for the M i n ister of Finance, you k now, to be 
br inging i n  a B i l l  where he's going to offer each Man
itoban nine dol lars that's what i t  works out to - $9 
m i l l ion - ( I nterjection )- well ,  he says I can't read, 
well I see a B i l l  here before me, an Emergency I nterest 
Rate Rel ief program for $9 m i l l ion .  There are approx
imately a m i l l ion people i n  Manitoba. God bless them, 
and they're leav ing everyday u nder th is  adm in istra
t ion.  They're losing their  jobs, Mr .  Speaker, everyday. 
I ' m  sure the Member for F l i n  F lon is  afraid to go home 
for fear h is job isn 't there, Mr .  Speaker. Wel l ,  Mr .  
Speaker, I t h i n k  i t 's  i m portant again  to go back to 
some of  the facts that I have la id  on  the table. Mr .  
Speaker, i t 's  t ime to go back to the report that I was 
reading from and it's documented and I stand here, 
very proud of an organ ization that operated u nder my 
adm in istration or our adm i nistration when I was the 
M i n ister responsible for that program. What have we 
seen, Mr .  Speaker? We've seen the M in i ster of Agri
culture who has done nothing ,  absolutely nothi ng .  I 
can't believe it, four months that he said we're going to 
sit down and review. We're going to wait and see. Wel l ,  
Mr .  Speaker, what are  the farm people doi n g  r ight  
now? They're wondering how they're going to service 
their  operating loans from last year. let alone paying 
for th is  year. Mr .  Speaker, and they thought over the 
normal wi nter months that they would have sold 
enough g ra in  at a decent return to pay off those loans. 
They're faced with planting a crop, Mr. Speaker. The 
beef producers of the Province of Manitoba, M r. 
Speaker, - and I talked to a lot of them over the last 
few weeks - they're wait ing for the M i n ister of Agri
culture to announce a program. They're committed, 
M r. Speaker, comm itted people. - ( l nterjection) -

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, the Member for Dauph in  happens 
to want to g ive a speech. I wish h e  would get u p  and 
speak, other than from the seat of his pants sittin g  
there a s  a mouthpiece from h is chair .  M r. Speaker, he 
says my speeches are a l l  over the p lace. Wel l ,  I ' m  at  
least u p  g iv ing a speech ,  Mr .  Speaker. I 'm at least u p  
talk ing  about some o f  t h e  issues that are facing the 
people of Man itoba and part icu lar ly the farm 
com m unity. 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, we' l l  touch briefly on the other 
p rog rams that the M i n ister hasn't introduced and 
again we'll go back and I ' l l  try and just i fy for . . .  Mr. 
Spea�er, the M i n ister of Agriculture says, let's talk 
about the Crow rate. I 'm quite prepared to debate the 
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Crow rate u nder the resolution that he is br ing ing i n .  
Mr .  Speaker, I ' m  q uite prepared t o  talk about the 
whole issue of g ra in  transportation and Crow rate. M r. 
Speaker, I can go back again to tel l  the M i n ister of 
Agriculture some of the th i ngs we d id  in G ra in  Han
d l i ng and Transportation and I 'm g lad he's reminded 
me of it. 

Mr. Speaker, w hen he's f ighting with the Federal 
Government over issues, we had the Federal Gov
ernment come to Manitoba and discuss with all the 
people in the grain industry the difficult ies we were 
facing because half the suppl ies of grain ,  Mr .  Speaker, 
were sitt ing on  the farms in M an itoba and our Pre
m ier, who knows what's going on in the provi nce 
more than the man who sits in that chai r today said to 
the F i rst M i n ister of the province and all the other 
p remiers in Nove m ber of 1 979, at a meet ing in Ottawa 

for the new members here, it's i nteresti n g  h istory 
and it's an i mportant one because it got the whole bal l  
rol l i ng .  He said, if you want to help the economy of 
Canada, move the g ra in  off the prairies. No, he d idn't 
say, get rid of the Crow. I n  fact, he said the very 
opposite. He said, we have to deal with the issue. We 
have to deal with the issue that's before us and can 
help our economy. And yes, M r. Speaker, we organ
ized a meet ing in Winn ipeg i n  January of that year and 
we had the wheat pools, the wheat board. We had the 
other governments who were i nterested, western 
Canadian governments. And what happened, M r. 
Speaker, following that? Mr .  Speaker, we had the 
comm itment by the Alberta government to put some 
$ 1 00 m i l l ion excess to support the development of 
R i d ley I sland.  Yes, M r. Speaker, that's the kind of 
development that came out of the leadersh ip  i n  this 
province. 

We had the i ntroduction of several thousands of 
hoppercars by the Canadian Wheat Board and when 
we talk Canadian Wheat Board, M r. Speaker, that's 
not government. That's farmers' and that's farmers' 
money. So don't take any salute for that because of 
taxpayers' money. That's farmers money. And we, as 
a government in the Provi nce of Manitoba, Mr .  
Speaker, contributed to that hoppercar system i n  an 
i mmediate way, not several months after we said we 
were going to do i t .  I announced i t  at  M an itoba Pool 
Elevators Annual Meetin g  in November that we were 
going to i ntroduce hoppercars, M r. Speaker, and they 
were i n  the system the 1 st January, the m iddle of 
January, hau l ing  g ra in  forthe farmers of th is  cou ntry, 
some $2 m i l l ion that was put there on the table and 
used. We d idn't p ussyfoot around l ike the M i n ister of 
Agriculture is doing now. We took hold of the issue. 

Yes, Mr .  Speaker, and you know there's something 
that's lack ing across the other way because four years 
as M i n ister of Agricultu re, we had a man in this House 
who's not with us u nfortunately i n  the House, but he's 
sti l l  with us. Mr .  Speaker, it was a man from Rock Lake 
who kept asking about what is happening at Chur
ch i l l .  Wel l ,  I want to ask the M i n ister of Agricu lture 
someday, what is happeni ng at Churchi l l?  Are they 
com mitted to the use of that? Has he docu mented any 
support or any request of the Federal Government or 
the Wheat Board to use the Port of Churchi l l  t h is 
year? It's obvious by their  absence they don't g ive a 
darn, M r. Speaker, about the Port of Church i l l ,  one of 
th is  province's mai n ports. Why haven't they been 
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talk ing  about it? They didn't even i ntroduce i t  in their  
Crow resol ut ion,  M r. Speaker, not a word about it 
because they don't have time to look any further than 
the end of their  pol itical nose. I t  doesn't wash ,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

M r. Speaker, the Port of Churchi l l  for fou r  years was 
the i nterest of all our government, all o u r  mem bers 
and last year for the Member for The Pas who 
happens to again be u nable to stand up and ask a 
q uestion or speak to th is  issue, the output was double 
what the projection was going to be, and why was that 
taki ng place? Because we, as a govern m ent, M r. 
Speaker, organized a meeti n g  i n  Daup h i n  to put the 
emphasis on  the use of the Port of Churc h i l l .  Ask the 
members of the press. Had they ever taken a tr ip to 
C h u rch i l l  before? Who organized i t  and who emphas
ized the use of it? Well, M r. Speaker, the point is, when 
the people of Churchi l l  went on strike three or fou r 
years ago I said to the farmers we' l l  go to Churchi l l  
and load the boats if the workers won't do i t  because 
we want to move the g rain .  

What d i d  the NOP say? Oh,  he said the farmers 
didn 't know how to handle grain.  They d idn 't know 
how to move grain .  I can't believe it, Mr .  Speaker, 
that's on t he record. The now M i n ister of H i ghways 
and Transportation said the farmers wouldn't k now 
how to m ove or load g rain .  I couldn't bel ieve it, Mr .  
Speaker, but that's part of  the overall debates that I 
would expect the Member for The Pas and the 
Member for Dauph in  to talk about.  But they're 
m uzzled, Mr.  Speaker, t hey're m uzzled by their  
Premier. 

MR. ENNS: They're m uzzled. They're lost i n  that 
u rban sett ing ,  those fellows. 

MR. DOWNEY: Yes. Mr. Speaker, could  you i ndicate 
how much time because I have one or two more points 
that I want to make? 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member has 1 3  
m i nutes. 

MR. DOWNEY: Thi rteen? Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
th ink  it's i m portant that al l  these members on the 
opposite s ide of the House i n  the government, speak 
out on issues that are of i mportance to their consti
tuencies. I can't bel ieve the Member for F l i n  Flon 
sitting here and not squ i r m i ng .  Again I don't th ink  he 
can go home because al l  of the people are bei ng la id 
off. He' l l  lose h is  job too, M r. Speaker. He' l l  lose h is  
job too because he had a promise from his F i rst M i n is
ter that they were going to do somethi n g  about it. The 
people of Metro Drugs were going to get help, M r. 
Speaker. Where are al l  these g reat support programs? 

Mr .  Speaker, $9.00 for every man, woman and chi ld  
is what the offer is from the members of  the govern
ment in an I nterest Rel ief Program when they're fac
ing 20 percent i nterest charges and growing.  I can't 
bel ieve that we have a government who is staying i n  
office with that k ind o f  false prom ises to the people of 
Manitoba. 

I ' l l  go bac k to the MACC because it's an i mportant 
point and again we are being asked to vote $26 m i l l ion 
to a M i n i ster or for a support - the com m un ity of 
agriculture which has to be supported with a pro-
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gram l i ke th is. Mr .  Speaker, the M i n ister hasn't la id 
one pol icy item on the table.  He hasn't said we're 
going to continue to lend money to the farmers; we're 
going to go state farm or what. All we can assess is 
that from what he said to th is  point, he's frozen the 
Land Loan Program;  he's frozen the sale of lease land 
and yes,  Mr .  Speaker, what is  he doing? 

We look at the page here i n  the Free Press and it 's in 
the Manitoba Co-operator, March 20, "Notice of Ten
der Farm Property for Lease"; for lease remem ber, not 
for sale, but for l ease. We go down to the bottom -
and th is is pretty i mportant, Mr .  Speaker - the terms 
of the lease are this: "The duration of the lease will be 
for 1 982, the year ending October 31 , 1 982." 
( I nterjection)- Well ,  at the pleasure of the M i n ister. 
He has all this land loose for lease but he hasn't got 
any for sale. 

A year ago for the last three years I wou ld  say, you 
could have picked up th is  paper and you would have 
seen agricultural land for sale and i t  was being sold at 
a reasonable and in an adequate man ner, M r. Speaker. 
B ut now we have a M i n ister who has a differerent 
p h i losophy and asking for $26 m i l l ion from this House 
to reintroduce the state farm program and it's r ight 
there, it's in ink ,  M r. Speaker, and that really bothers 
me. I t  real ly bothers me that he is  turf ing,  throwing out 
a program that was mean ingfu l  to the farmers of th is  
provi nce. You can't help a l l  the farmers with MACC 
but you can help those who are the real legit i mate 
people who are going to carry on  with agriculture and 
that, Mr. Speaker, was some of the reasons why we 
i ncreased our  fund ing  of MACC funds last year by 70 -
80 percent. That's how we were comm itted, Mr .  
Speaker. 

Well ,  Mr. Speaker, no  only funds that they have 
froze - my honourable colleague from Lakeside says 
funds that they had froze - not only that, if you look at 
the tables -( I nterjection) - That's r ight,  they took it 
away. 

MR. ENNS: No, they wouldn't do that. 

MR. DOWNEY: I f  you look at the d irect loans for the 
periods of 1 976-77 there wasn't a land program, there 
wasn't a loan made, M r. Speaker, it was a land 
purchase. 

M r. Speaker, whi le  the Member for Dau ph in  I th ink  
wi l l  eventually see that he made h is  mind u p  a l ittle too 
quick in not g iv ing it serious consideration who he is 
representing as the government i n  this province. 

I am very astonished that the mem bers in the back 
bench at this time are sitt ing there watch ing their  
M in isters cancel and abort programs that were help
ing the people of this province. To reintroduce nothi ng; 
$9.00 for every man,  woman and chi ld - remember 
that f igure,  it's an i nteresting figu re - it' l l  go down in 
h istory because I th ink ,  Mr .  Speaker, when it comes 
t ime for the Min ister of Agriculture who by the way 
has said nothi n g  on anyth ing as far as constructive 
policy, I chal lenge h i m  to lay out what his pol icies are. 
What is  he tel l i ng  the farm people of Manitoba? What 
does the future hold for them th is coming year? 

He says to them this ,  Mr. Speaker, this is  what I have 
heard. We're going to sit down with your representa
tive g roup - which is  the farmer's u nion that repres
ent 1 percent of you or less - we're going to sit down 

with that group of people that represent 1 percent of 
the farm commun ity or less and we're going to con
form to an i l l-conceived idea that's going to help 
about 5 percent of the farmers if you can q ual ify. Wel l ,  
I chal lenge t h e  M i n ister o f  Agriculture t o  lay before 
this House precisely what the cost is going to be of h is  
I nterest Rate Rel ief Program as far  as adm i nistation is  
concerned. I chal lenge h im with a l l  the people he's 
got employed that he's going to use more,  M r. 
Speaker, or as much i n  adm i nistration of the I nterest 
Rate Rel ief Program as he is in helping people with 
that high i nterest rate. 
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I can't, Mr .  Speaker, for the l ife of me f igure out the 
F i rst M i n ister. He says he's changed his I nterest Rate 
Pol icy for this country. He says that we've changed 
our  I nterest Rate Rel ief Program .  Wel l ,  tel l  us what i t  
is .  Tell us what's so changed about i t  because when I 
go the bank,  they sti l l  want 1 8  or 20 percent for a loan. 
They haven't changed anyth ing .  All  they have done, 
Mr. Speaker, they've hedged around or fudged around 
tryi ng to let  the people of the province th ink that 
they've got a g reat relief program in place. 

Well, M r. Speaker, they haven't got any program for 
anybody that's of any meaning and it's u nfortunate, 
M r. Speaker. Wel l ,  the member says I should talk 
about Alcan. I ' l l  have lots of opportunity to talk about 
Alcan and I ' l l  be more open about i t  than anybody in 
the world because I 've l ived here al l  my l ife; I have 
farmed all my l ife and I ' m  proud of it .  That, M r. 
Speaker, is a lot more than the majority of the 
members sitt ing across the way can say. They've 
either come i nto th is country through the back door 
or s l ipped u nder the rug or the carpet some way 
- ( l nterjection) -

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. I hope t h e  honourable 
member  is  not making i mputations against other 
m e mbers i n  th is  C hamber. He knows that such th ings 
are u nparl iamentary. 

The Honou rable M i nister of Agricultu re have a 
point of order? 

POINT OF ORDER 

MR. URUSKI: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of privi
lege. The Honourable Member for Arthur ,  if  I heard 
h is remarks correct l y ,  i n d icated t h at t h e re are 
members i n  th is  House who came i nto th is country 
through some surreptitious way. He is making an 
accusation of members who have come i nto this 
cou ntry -( I nterjection) - Well ,  M r. Speaker, maybe 
the honourable member, if  I misheard h i m ,  would 
want to expla in  h i mself, and if he has made that accu
sation he should apologize to Members of the House 
who are here, duly elected, by all citizens of the Prov
i nce of Manitoba, and are citizens of this province, M r. 
Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder please. I am sure that the Hon
ourable Member for Arthu r  wi l l  wish to explain h is  
remarks and make it quite clear what he was referring to. 

SECOND READING GOVERNMENT 
BILLS (Cont'd) 

BILL NO. 8 - THE LOAN ACT, 1982 

MR. DOWNEY: Mr.  Speaker, I apologize to members 
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if they are a l ittle sensitive about this. I th ink  I can 
u nderstand that if I have left some k ind of feel ing that 
they are sensitive about, I w i l l  apologize to members 
for the com ments that I made and continue on with 
my speech ,  if  that's satisfactory. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I w i l l  conti nue on, M r. Speaker, because I did hear 
what I would consider a snide sort of remark, if  I can 
use that word. Hopeful ly, it's parl iamentary from 
some of the members of the backbench of the 
govern ment, and if they have something to say, M r. 
Speaker, I would hope they have enough statesman
ship to stand up and speak i n  the House, because we 
haven't heard any of them. I f  they have something 
that's bothering them this is  the forum from which 
they should do it .  I th ink  it w i l l  certa in ly be left to be 
said by the members who have made those comments 
to clarify what they said at some point i n  the future if 
they feel they have some part icular i nformation that 
would be helpful  for me, or for anyone else in Mani
toba to k now. I would be happy if they would lay it out 
very openly. The same, M r. Speaker, that I would hope 
they would lay out about themselves and anybody 
within their own organization,  so we wi l l  leave that 
said at that. 

M r. Speaker, I was going fai rly well here and I m ust 
have been h itting a sore spot when the M i n ister of 
Agriculture spoke out because he is certa in ly sensi
tive about a few other th in gs.  Let me put it this way, if 
he were as quick to act on  some of the election prom
ises that h is  F i rst M i n ister had prom ised, if  he were as 
quick to act on some of those as he is to j u m p  to his 
feet if he thought somebody with i n  h is  ranks had 
some kind of comments made about them that he 
d idn't l ike, if  he would act as qu ick ly with government 
pol icy and promises, then I th ink he has a reason to 
stand,  but at th is  point,  M r. Speaker, I don't  th ink that 
he has m uch to stand on.  

I th ink ,  Mr .  Speaker, we wi l l  conclude my remarks 
today and go back to, - ( Interject ion)- Wel l ,  M r. 
Speaker, I wonder if I could maybe proceed on and 
have leave of the House if they l ike my speech so wel l?  

Mr .  Speaker, I w i l l  conclude my remarks today by 
sayi ng that they are i ntroducing a b i l l  of  $26 m i l l ion to 
assist the Agricultural  Credit  Corporation or to fund 
- ( I n terject ion)- Mr. Speaker, we're vot ing here for 
$26 m i l l ion to support the Agricu ltural Credit Corpo
ration and they're hol ler ing about a Hog Program .  At 
least there's a Hog Program in place and the hog 
producers are gett ing support. That program has 
been working very well for the members who are tee
heeing and haw-hawing across the way. Just ask the 
hog producers, if  you k now what one looks l ike .  M r. 
Speaker, the F i rst M in ister is bound to say 40 percent 
have gone out of business. I want h i m  to prove it. He's 
got a M i n ister of Agriculture. Lay the facts, because if 
the department tell h i m  somethi n g  the same as they 
told me, they'l l  tell h i m  different. There wasn't 40 per
cent of the hog producers who disappeared from the 
province; in fact, hog production i n  our term i n  office 
went, Mr. Speaker, from 800,000 hogs produced to 
well over a m i l l ion,  and yes, when they talk about Swift 
Canadian, the reason Swift Canadian c losed was 
because of their pol ic ies, Mr .  Speaker. It was because 
of their polic ies u nder the Schreyer adm i nistration. 
The hog production in Manitoba went from over a 
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m i l l ion  hogs down to 800,000 hogs. They stopped the 
hog movement from Saskatchewan by regu lation. M r. 
Speaker. They took some 200,000 hogs annual ly 
away from Swift Canadian that were gett ing them to 
k i l l .  That was u nder the Schreyer adm i n i stration; 
u nder this bunch of responsible - i rresponsi ble peo
ple across the way, and yet they said us,  as a Conser
vative government, it was our  fau lt that Swifts closed. 
I t  wasn't our fau l t  that Swifts closed; i t  was the cutt ing 
off of  the hog movement from Saskatchewan. I t  was 
the reduction from over a m i l l ion hogs in Manitoba to 
800,000 in 1 977 when they were in office. That, Mr .  
Speaker, is  why Swifts closed and it has to be put on  
the  record. 

M r. Speaker, we were worki n g  d i l igently to get the 
hog producers back on their feet and producing hogs 
and,  yes, we did. We went to back to over a m i l l ion 
hogs. At the same t ime we put in a hog support pro
g ram and they are sniffl i n g  over there l i ke  a bunch of 
porkers because they have to put in place $5 m i l l ion to 
support the hog industry. They don't want to help the 
hog industry; they don't want to help anybody. They 
just want to play politics, M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. The honourab le  
member's t ime has expired. The Honourable Member 
for Sturgeon Creek. 

MR. JOHNSTON: Thank you, M r. Speaker. I hear 
remarks from the other side about being a Red Tory, 
and I can assure them that my past performance in my 
l i fe proves that I have m ore socia l  conscience than 
most of you over there. M r. Speaker, my social  con
science is on record. I can refer to the Mem ber for St. 
James who worked with me when I was Chai rman of 
the Social Com mittee in the City of St. James
Ass in iboia. I t h i n k  it's on  record and I t h i n k  he can 
prove to you that it is. 

M r. Speaker, i t  leads me, the question that comes 
along about social conscience or conscience gener
ally, is  somrth ing tht is  probably the su bject that we 
should be talk ing about this afternoon .  The con
science of presenting a program of i nterest relief that 
is basical ly not going to do, not going to do what they 
said i t  was going to do when they were on the hust
ings.  It was going to save everybody from i nterest 
problems, all businessmen. It was going to save -
( I nterject ion)- Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I don't have it i n  
front o f  me, but it's available right down there, there's 
a document available that says smal l  business wi l l  not 
suffer u nder the NOP govern ment with h igh i nterest 
rates. M r. Speaker, it's the typical th ing ,  and it's fai rly 
funny that I 'm  heari ng the F irst M i n ister speak when 
he's not on camera, because I 've watched the postur
ing for several days, and it isn't my words, Mr. 
Speaker. When I was watch i ng h i m  on television at the 
F i rst M i n isters Conference, and after he made h is  f i rst 
speech,  and then a l l  the other M i n isters had spoken, 
the commentator said, "My, the Premier of Manitoba 
is  p laying to the cameras." That was the words of the 
commentator, i t  wasn't me that said it .  I was sitt ing 
l istening to that  on television. So,  M r. Speaker, I on ly  
say that  the comments of the F irst Min ister continu
al ly with h is  postur ing to cameras and etc. My col
league has wal ked over and said Emergency I nterest 
Rates Assistance. An NOP Government would take 
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action to prevent the loss of homes, farms, smal l  busi
ness due to abnormally h igh  i nterest rates. 

Mr .  Speaker. the previous speaker has mentioned 
the amount of money i nvolved. Now let's all check our  
memories and the fi rst amount  of  money that the F i rst 
M i n ister annou nced dur ing the campaign was for al l  
three programs, $23 m i l l ion; then after the election 
he'd try to m ove away from that part icular area and 
said oh no, it's j ust for mortgage - it's al l  in the paper. 
I'm going to do what the Prem ier has done and refer to 
th ings that aren't my words but words of others and 
his own. Mr. Speaker, i t  finally ended u p  that he had to 
move back to have the program of $23 m i l l ion for al l  
three sectors. The p rogram that came out for the 
young people on mortgages I ' m  sure is  the m ost d is
appointing th ing to young people with tough m ort
gage problems in th is  province than they have ever 
seen. Their appl ications wi l l  come forward and most 
of them will be turned down, those young people that 
are within a salary range that maybe 30 percent of 
their i ncome is not quite being paid out for shelter, Mr .  
Speaker, but their  mortgage rate or i nterest rate has 
doubled in the last year and a half. 

M r. Speaker. the usual parrot comment that we hear 
from the Member  for Dauphin about what did we do 
about it ;  we put forward a program of $22 m i l l ion that 
would be strictly for m ortgages. No, Mr. Speaker, it's 
being commented that it's - ( I nterjection ) - that it 
happened Friday n ight before the election.  Let me tell 
the honourable member that I ' m  gett ing the usual 
th ing from the F i rst M i n ister because he says any
th ing at anytime, that was brought out the day after 
the Federal B udget came down. It was broug ht out 
and announced the day after the Federal Budget 
came down. Wel l ,  that's factual .  That is very factual .  
We were waiti ng as a government  to see what the 
Federal Government was going to put in p lace and 
when we found they d id  not put anyth ing in place that 
would benefit the young people of the Province of 
Manitoba and the people who had their  i nterest rates 
doubled ;  doubled in a year and a half, many of them.  I 
can tel l  you, M r. Speaker, our  own son and daughter
i n-law's interest rate went from 1 1  % percent to 20 V.. 

percent. - ( I nterjection) - Mr.  Speaker, does the F i rst 
M i n ister care to speak. I j ust wonder if the F i rst M i n is
ter - ( I nterjection)-

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. 
I ' m  havi ng some d ifficulty hearing the Honourable 

Member for Sturgeon Creek. I wonder if t he honour
able members would  co-operate to al low me that 
privi lege. 

The Honourable Member for Sturgeon Creek. 

MR. JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, it's a very typical 
th ing and I'm used to i t  again from the F i rst M i n ister; 
when you corner a social ist they change the subject. 
You k now, it's very very automatic. Just corner a 
socialist and they change the su bject. 

Mr .  Speaker, those young people that I was speak
ing of would have had a program u nder our ad m i n is
tration that would have hel ped the young people of 
this provi nce. It  would have hel ped not only the young 
people - let's put it that way - but would have helped 
people who had to have their  mortgages taken care of 
or renewed at the present t ime.  One of the best ways 
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to help business, Mr .  Speaker, is that you put money 
i n  people's pockets. It would have been more advan
tageous to have more d isposable i ncome for people 
with their own houses than the program that has 
presently been put forth. 

M r. Speaker. let's lead to the th i rd question. The 
second q uest ion was very obviously presented by the 
Member for Arthur and I can say that the farm pro
g ram is not one as far as I 've had i t  presented to me by 
people who k now agriculture that it w i l l  be of very 
l ittle he lp  whatsoever. Mr .  Speaker, let's take a look at 
the smal l  business program that has been put i n  
place. 

We have taken tremendous crit icism from the F i rst 
M i n ister about the Enterprise Manitoba Program that 
put a lot of busi nesses i nto place in rural Manitoba 
and we have been crit icized for that contin ual ly.  I 
would say when he's re-negotiating the programs 
with the Federal Government that he look seriously -
or the M i n ister of Economic Development and Tour
ism look seriously at continu ing that program because 
there is a report on file that says i t  has benefited smal l  
business i n  the Province of Manitoba. 

Mr. Speaker, but let's take a look at a business that 
does $365,000 a year sales. Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, $350,000 
a year, when you take away the operat ing costs or the 
costs of buying the material that you're sel l i ng  and the 
costs of whatever are i nvolved in your adm i nistrative 
process, you w i l l  be very l ucky if you have a business 
that's showing a profit of much m ore than $35,000 a 
year. Do you k now how many businesses, how many 
people of business with that type of profit can sustain 
as owners basically. Do you know how many people 
they could  employ? Wel l ,  I ' l l  tel l  you, Mr. Speaker, the 
M i n ister has said u nder her breath or loudly and I ' m  
sure s h e  would say i t  loudly, that it's 8 0  percent There 
are a lot of smal l  businesses in the Provi nce of Mani
toba but those smal l  businesses - you're help ing 
two-man operations at  $365,000 or u nder o r  $50,000 
or u nder; $350,000.00. You're help ing maybe a morn 
and pop organization or one with t h ree people.  Keep 
in m ind  after you've paid for the materials and the cost 
of operation, how m uch wi l l  you have left for salaries. 
You won't, you can't possibly have more than three or 
fou r  u nless you're in a specific special ized business. 
That is  on record in this province. We do not have that 
many specific special ized businesses, Mr. Speaker, 
but what we do have is  a lot of businesses in th is  
province with in  the manufactur ing i ndustry, a broad 
manufactu r ing  base, m ost of them doing over 
$365,000.00. Probably the ones over $365,000 are the 
largest employers, and I can assure you that they are 
the people that are in trou ble with h igh i nterest rates. 
Those are the people that are car dealers; those are 
the people that are parts dealers; those are the people 
throughout this province who are employers of peo
ple  in th is  province who are going broke, and M r. 
Speaker, I am not going to lay the hand on th is gov
ernment for them going broke, but going broke 
because of h igh  i nterest rates; but I am going to lay 
the hand on this government for going around d u ri ng 
the election t ime and putt ing their  hand on smal l  bus
i nessmen's heads and saying,  "we can take care of 
you."  Do you realize what was said, M r. Speaker? Do 
you realize when a M i n ister says 80 percent of them 
are u nder $365,000 - That doesn't j ust take in the 
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manufacturing business, that takes i n  the service bus
i ness, the g rocery store, that takes i n  every business, 
and you really, really have come forward and put them 
in a position where they th ink  they're going to be 
helped. 

Well, M r. Speaker, they'll be helped about as m uch 
as the Saskatchewan program helped the Saskatch
ewan smal l  businessman, and I said dur ing the 
Throne Speech the amount of people that qual ified 
basically in 1 980 basically cost the Provi nce of Sas
katchewan about $ 1 93 m i l l ion .  They couldn't f ind 
enough people to qual ify and the same th ing wi l l  
app ly  i n  the Province of  Manitoba. You didn't just deal 
with the manufacturers which is  your basic base for 
employment. You didn't really say that bu i ld ing 
manufacturing bu i lds the service industry because 
manufacturing has jobs, t hose people in jobs buy 
from the service i ndustry. You d idn't say let's keep 
bu i ld ing on the manufacturi ng .  You said, I am going 
to take the people that are having trou ble with interest 
rates in smal l  business and I am going to see them 
through their problems. Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, I don't 
m ind  th is government doing that. I don't mind this 
government helping those who wi l l  qual ify u nder this 
program. I don't mind that at a l l ,  but what I do mind is  
the m isleadi n g  statement that I hear from the F i rst 
M i n ister when he gets up in this House,  when he's 
asked a question ,  and he comes up with h is  favourite 
speech three t i mes a week.  He doesn't answer the 
q uestion and says this wi l l  not be a restraint govern
ment. This government comes along and puts in a 
program to help business with interest rates. He has 
got his ga l l ,  Mr. Speaker, because he has not pres
ented basically who w i l l  be helped. There is  a basis of 
who w i l l  be helped by that program and so let's be 
man enough in the words of the previous NDP Pre
m ier who one day stood up and said: Be men - and I 
can't use g i rls  - Be men and women and come for
ward and admit what you're doing. 

M r. Speaker, the M i nister of Educat ion,  f l ittin g  
about i n  h e r  merry way, has gone ahead a n d  added 
taxes to smal l  busi ness in th is  province. They have 
j ust hit the smal l  businessman in the country and i n  
the city o f  this provi nce l ike you wouldn't bel ieve and 
at the same t ime the government says we wil l  help you 
out of your i nterest rates problems, and that's very few 
they can help,  but every s ingle one wi l l  be h i t  by the 
education tax. There won't be just a few hit  by that. 
There'l l  only be a few helped on the other side with 
your i nterest rate program for business, but I can tel l  
you every single one of them wil l  be h it by the educa
t ion tax that just h i t  the smal l  businessman in th is  
province. 

I ' m  well aware, M r. Speaker, that the govern ment of 
the Provi nce of Manitoba is not responsible for the 
water rates i n  the City of Winn ipeg, but they're going 
to go u p  50 percent on business i n  the City of Win
n ipeg user paying type of thing.  I 'm not here to 
debate with the Metro Winn ipeg Counci l .  I am here to 
say so, Sir ,  that the smal l  businessman is bein g  h u rt 
m ore today than he ever was six months ago. H is  
taxes have gone u p. Why? I heard from the other side, 
has the person read the papers whether he's from the 
city or from the country as to what the m i l l  rates are 
g o i n g  to c h a n g e  a n d  w h at h a r m  it 's g o i n g  to 
do to small  business? 

921 

We had, M r. Speaker, somebody earl ier today talk 
about out m i g ration.  Yes,  we had out-migration when 
we were government. The average out m i g ration i n  
the Province of Manitoba d idn't change al l  that much 
over the past fifteen years or so ,  but  we d id  have the 
h ighest point d u ri n g  our time of office and we used to 
be critic ized cont inual ly for that, but what would we 
do about it. We brought  in a smal l  enterprise program.  
We broug ht i n  an i nfrastructure program with the 
Federal Government.  We brought  i n  consult ing pro
g rams with the Federal Government for the benefit of 
business. We also worked very hard, Mr. Speaker, to 
try and bu i ld  the manufacturing base of this province 
to create jobs, and if you don't do that, let's talk about 
the out-migrat ion.  Let's talk about it because the peo
ple in F l in  Flon who are going to be laid off are going 
to look for another job and they wi l l  probably go 
where they can f ind one. I can assure you that as 
businesses go broke or as businesses go bankru pt or 
even voluntarily out of busi ness because they can't 
handle the f inancing, they wi l l  leave this province. 
They w i l l  go w here there is  jobs and this government 
has decided a l l  of a sudden, and i t  does seem to be al l  
of a sudden, that they are not going to proceed with 
the large projects that were brought forward. I don't 
u nderstand that either, Mr. Speaker, because when I 
look at this prospectus that was presented by this 
government, presented by the M i n ister of F inance, 
and the M i n ister of F i nance d id  say at one time th is  
was dated Decem ber 23rd - wel l ,  M r. Speaker, he 
obviously wasn't readi n g  what was written along the 
bottom of th is  prospectus. This prospectus supple
ment is  March 8, 1 982. I t's not the Decem ber 
supplement. 

T here is  one th ing that concerns me that the gov
ernment is  gett ing themselves i nvolved with.  They 
have said that the Alcan plant m i g ht not go in the 
Balmoral area. There is  d iscussion. The M i n ister of 
Energy has basical ly stood u p  and he has said that 
there were other places that were looked at. That's 
true, there were about six desirable places that Alcan 
presented for that refinery and they were told, and 
there is  a M i n ute to that effect, that they should 
choose their  own location.  Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, it's very 
- I heard Thompson's mentioned - and it's very very 
strange to me that the Mem ber for Thompson stands 
up and hol lers "Thompson" and whi le  he hol lers i t  he 
never once said that last year the development board 
of Northern Manitoba - the Regional Development 
Corporation (NorMan) had the officials from Alcan in 
Thom pson and Northern Man itoba for three days to 
answer any questions he m i g ht have at that t ime and 
g ive h i m  the answers to those q uestions and the rea
sons why and they were al l  docu mented as to why 
Alcan could not decide on, not Thompson but North
ern Manitoba. So the Member for Thompson plays the 
same pol itical game with this as he does with a dish, 
for the northern dish. He doesn't have any agreement, 
he doesn't have any approval from the M i n ister to put 
a dish u p  north,  he doesn't have anyth ing ,  rea l ly, he 
just  stands down there on the front steps, M r. Speaker, 
with another member of the House and say that's 
where it's going,  we've got an agreement with the 
government to do this. 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I m ust say that you are the Dep
uty Speaker you are in the chair in the present t ime,  
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Sir ,  and a l l  I ' l l  say - if the mem ber who was with the 
Member for Thom pson remem bers i t  I ' l l  be satisfied 
with that. So, Mr. Speaker, I can say that what is 
happeni ng, one of the most serious th ings that you'd 
ever bel ieve, gentlemen, honourable members oppo
site are now going to choose the place where the 
refinery wi l l  be if there is  one, and it's starting to look 
doubtfu l ,  after every m u n i ci pal ity and town and city in 
th is  province who were interested i n  having an Alcan 
Plant Refinery with i n  their area made presentations to 
them, broug ht forward the advantages of their area, 
worked their  butts off to convince Alcan that we 
would  l i ke to have them here, now, Mr.  Speaker, I am 
wait ing and it' l l  prove the point that this government 
only would probably approve th ings that are going to 
happen in areas where they want them to, or maybe 
because of the constituency stripe or whatever. I am 
wait ing for them to say w here t he refinery w i l l  go  and 
g ive the answers to those other cities and mun ic ipa l i
ties who have made the requests. Alcan travel led 
throughout this province and they l istened to everyb
ody's presentation as to the benefits that they could 
put forward for where the plant could  go. Dau ph in  put 
one forward, Portage put one forward, Brandon, I 
k now put one forward, the Pas, everybody, and 
Thompson put one forward. 

Now we have a g overnment that says to the cit ies 
and m u n i ci pal ities and towns of th is  province that we 
w i l l  be your b ig  brother, we don't care - ( I nter
jection )- right on,  I heard, we wi l l  tel l  you where to go 
as my colleague says. I say, M r. Speaker, they are 
going to be gett ing i nto very dangerous g round.  

M r. Speaker, I only referred to Alcan i n  th is  particu
lar debate because I refer to the Potash now and I 
refer to the Hydro and I refer to the Forest I ndustries 
and I can tell you that a $700 m i l l ion  refinery that was 
bu i lt in Grand Bay, I believe i t  was a l ittle over $500 
mi l l ion  in G rand Bay, approximately 62 percent of the 
products were bought in that area of Quebec or  con
structed there, contractors etc .. and approximately 72 
percent of the balance was bought in Quebec and the 
balance of the money was spent outside, Canada first, 
i nternational second. The same th ing can be dis
cussed with the Potash I nd ustry, there is  hopper cars, 
there's everyth ing .  The same th ing can be discussed 
with the Hydro and even the Hydro towers that would 
be bu i lt on  the l ine could be bui lt  i n  the Province of 
Manitoba. 

M r. Speaker, I ask this member who keeps talk ing  
the  way he does to  go down to  St .  J ames Street and 
down to Manitoba Bridge and over to  Domin ion 
Bridge and he' l l  see power towers being bui lt by Man
itobans. They're bu i lt here. He could probably have 
the plant that sits beside the pu lp  plant operat ing that 
machi ne, the factory that's operat ing - B less us, it's 
not operat ing .  But it could probably be operat ing if 
something happened i n  The Pas. - ( l nterjection)
Prove i t .  I am to ld  it's going to happen shortly so ,  Mr .  
Speaker, don't the honourable gentlemen opposite 
realize that the best way to help the broad manufac
tur ing base of the Provi nce of Manitoba, which is 
probably more diversified and is  more diversified, 
than any other of the Western Provinces - I don't k now 
whether the honourable mem bers realize that or not, 
we have a more diversified manufacturing base and 
broader manufacturing base i n  the Province of Mani-
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toba than i n  Saskatchewan, Alberta and we're about 
the same with B.C. B.C. because they have the marine 
industry i n  that area. Do the honourable m e mbers not 
realize the spi n-off for the small businessman i n  this 
province? -( l nterject ion)-

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I just heard that's why we're 
supportin g  it .  Now, do you real ly mean, am I real ly 
hearing, Mr .  Speaker, that Alcan has to go through 
another two year survey of  where they're going to go 
or maybe they' l l  be told w here to go and if they're told 
maybe they won't want to go there. Did you ever th ink  
of  that? Maybe they won't want to go there. Mr .  
Speaker, this government does not want large indus
try within this province that they can't control. No, 
they don't. -( I nterjection) - They don't. Then we 
have i n  the prospectus, Mr .  Speaker, that - ( l nter
ject ion)- the prospectus - you should be back to that 
- because it says March 2nd on i t  and you k now th is 
prospectus and I w i l l  have the chance to speak again ,  
because I don't th ink  we could get  i t  a l l  i n  today - this 
p rospectus talks about the economy i n  the Province 
of Manitoba, it tel ls how good the economy of the 
Province of Manitoba has been over the last four 
years. M r. Speaker, when I take the prospectus of the 
Member for Brandon East, not the Member for B ran
don West I don't really k now how the Mem ber for 
Brandon West really fits in with that bunch of rene
gades over there - but I can tel l  you this ,  the Member 
for Brandon East put out what is  close to being a 
prospectus on the economy of the Province of Mani
toba for four years which abso lutely differs from the 
prospectus signed by th is government at this t ime, 
completely different. 

Mr. Speaker, I real ly feel k ind  of bad about the 
members opposite. I feel s incerely sorry because a 
back bencher i n  government has one of the worst 
t i mes at any t ime. I s incerely feel sorry for them when 
the bureaucracy that is  being h i red by th is govern
ment is  the Vice President of the Manitoba NOP;  the 
Deputy M i n ister of Energy who is  a top man in the 
NOP;  al l  of t hese top high echelon people of the NOP 
party. - ( I nterject ion)- Mr.  Speaker, I make it very 
clear, I ' m  not crit icizing .  No, I ' m  not critizing .  I 'm not 
critiz ing.  I am saying that either you honourable 
members who are elected by the people wil l  have 
respect from those h igh echelon of your party or you 
damn well tel l  them who you are but I haven't seen any 
sign of that today. 

In order words, M r. Speaker, the h igh echelon, the 
bureaucrat of the NOP party is  the one that's runn ing 
th is  proivince over the e lected member and I heard 
somebody say good about that. I can only say, Mr .  
Speaker, I would hope the honourable members 
opposite when a prospectus l ike th is  comes up and 
I would doubt that many of them hadn't read i t  u nt i l  it 
was brought u p  i n  this House. yes, I would doubt that 
many of them have yet to - I would l ike to suggest to 
the honourable mem bers opposite that it's more 
i m portant for them to read it than us because they are 
government. They answer to their constituents. not 
the bu reaucrats. 

I can tel l you this,  Mr. Speaker, I've been around the 
House a long t ime but I don't  really think that makes 
me anyth ing special .  But in al l  my years I find that my 
constituents p hone me or phone somebody that 
represents me very closely - they don't phone the 
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bureaucrats - they phone the member. If anybody 
was to question any one of them on that or especial ly 
let's put it th is  way, if they were to q uestion the 
Member for Brandon East on the prospectus he wrote 
last year toward the end of the year, as to why it differs 
from the one he agrees with that's got March 2 written 
on it,  I wonder what answer could be g iven. 

The honourable gentlemen over there, especial ly 
the Member for Dauphin whose favou rite saying for 
two months or so far close to two m onths is  what 
are you going to do about it? Wel l ,  how much time do I 
have, M r. Speaker? 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER, Jerry T. Storie (Flin Flon): 
Five m inutes. 

MR. JOHNSTON: Well, Mr. Speaker, if  I may read 
i nto the record the manufacture from the Deputy of 
I ndustry and Commerce to the Honourable Len Evans, 
March 3 ,  1 977 or March 28, 1 977. The f irst report 
ent i t led Manitoba's Manufactur ing  sectors, past, 
present and future trends indicates the following:  

" ( 1 )  The rate of g rowth i n  manufacturing employ
ment over the past 15 years has been approx imately 
1 .8 percent annual ly. 

"(2) I ncreased employment i n  manufactur ing dur
i ng the period 1 970 throug h  1 974 averaged 1 ,400 
additional jobs per year. Dur ing 1 975 there was no 
increase and dur ing 1 976 there was a decrease of 
1 ,300 jobs in the manufacturing sector. 

"Had the 1 970-1 974 trend continued the n u m ber of 
jobs in man ufacturing sector would have i ncreased 
by 2 ,800 during 1 975 and 1 976. I nstead, because of no 
growth in 1 975 and a decl ine of 1 , 300 jobs in 1 976, the 
manufacturing sector theoretically has lost 4, 1 00 
jobs. A recent study which is presently in the hands of 
the Red Secretariat, Mr. Speaker the Red Secreta
riat - established that the job in manufacturing was 
worth $27,000 per year to the provinc ial economy. 
Hence, the decl ine of 4, 1 00 jobs as a cost to the econ
omy of Manitoba of a $1 1 0  m i l l ion  per year or over 1 .5 
percent of the GBB.  

"The rate of  growth i n  manufacturing i nvestment 
dur ing the period of 1 952-1 972 has been approxi
mately 4.3 annually.  The rate of capital i nvestment fell 
by 25 percent between 1 975 and 1 976 fol lowing a 27 
percent dec l i ne in 1 974 and 1 975; the annual i nvest
ment needs for 1 976 amounted to $ 1 80 m i l l ion;  the 
actual i nvestment i ntention for 1 976 amounted to only 
$61 m i l l ion" they needed $ 1 80 m i l l ion "hence the 
shortfall of $1 1 9  m i l l ion existed i n  1 976. The pros
pects for 1 977 is  not any better than the past th ree 
years." 

Now, M r. Speaker, we'l l  read, the '77 went down if 
you look at the records; '78, '79. Mr. Speaker, now we 
have the prospectus. 

"The gross i nvestment comprised an average of 
27. 1 Gross Provincial Product dur ing five years 
through 1 976-1 980. Trade, finance,  com mercial and 
manufacturing i nvestment have shown the strongest 
g rowth over the period. I n  1 980 the private i nvestment 
amounted to 70.9 percent of the capital expenditures. 

M r. Speaker, the prospectus also says that the 
g ross product was 1 1 ,  1 60,000; poor harvest condi
tions, generally weak conditions, export demand 
were probably the reasons why, even though i t  says, 
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even though we had these conditions, it was u p  780 
m i l l ion.  780 m i l l ion,  and, M r. Speaker, do you know 
what the conference board predicts for Manitoba for 
1 981 ? They predict a 1 .3 m i l l ion increase which is  3.3 
for productivity for the Province of Manitoba, and 
that's the th i rd h ighest i n  Canada. Wou ld the member 
care to come over and see the f igu res from me later? 
I 'd be very happy to show h i m .  

M r .  Speaker, what d i d  we do about i t ?  - ( I nter
ject ion)- I m ust say that the previous Mem ber for 
G ladstone had a good name for A ndy - and I would 
hate to bring it up,  but I ' l l  tel l  you, what did we do 
about it? M r. Speaker, this report suggests, to have 
manufactur ing to g row in the province, that we 
decrease the man ufactu ring tax from 15 and 13 per
cent to 13 and 1 1  percent, and this government did it; 
the previous government did it ;  should e l im i nate the 
two 10 percent capital tax manufacturers; this gov
ernment took it down. Modify the I nheritance and Gift 
Tax whereby bequests to spouses, sons, and daugh
ters would  be totally exempt; this govern ment d id  it .  
We did it. We d id it and manufacturing i nvestment 
grew and that's what you're March 2nd, 1 982 prospec
tus says; not Decem ber 23rd. I t  says r ight on the front 
and,  I repeat, M r. Speaker, the date of this prospectus 
supplement is  March 8th,  1 982, and in it it says that the 
manufacturing sector done nothi n g  but g row over the 
last four years in the Province of Manitoba and your 
report, that was i n  your hands before the '77 election 
told you i t  had gone nothi ng but down. The report's 
available. 

Wel l ,  Mr. Speaker, let us hope that the F i rst M i n ister 
will stop talk ing about the Hydro freeze and remem ber 
what he said on January 1 3th .  In the Cari l lon News it's 
reported, "Pawley promises h is government wi l l  honor 
the Hydro rate freeze for the remain ing  two years of 
the agreement." I don't have much confidence in that, 
M r. Speaker, because I have heard the F i rst M i n ister 
of this Province get up, say anyth ing at anyt i me. All it 
does is he drives along i n  his car, sittin g  l ike a d u m my 
on Regehr's k nee; excuse me, Mr. Speaker, l ike a 
puppet; that's a better word, and he winds h i m  u p  
cont inual ly  a n d  he walks out, sm i les t o  t h e  crowd and 
says anyth ing .  Whatever you want to hear you' l l  get 
from him. One criticism that can't be said of us, M r. 
Speaker, what we said, we meant. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber 
for Fort Garry. 

MR. l. FI. {Bud) SHERMAN (Fort Garry): M r. Speaker, 
I 'd l ike to take a few m i nutes to part ic ipate in th is  
debate on the Capital Supply Bi l l  to register my dis
appointment with the transparency of the govern
ment's I nterest Rate Rel ief Program which constitutes 
one of the major items in the schedule attached to this 
Bi l l .  At the outset, M r. Speaker, I think it 's i mportant to 
place on the record that I acknowledge, and my col
leagues acknowledge, that the program does reflect a 
certa in  recognit ion by the government. No one is d is
put ing the fact that in formulating and i ntroducing 
this I nterest Rate Rel ief Program the New Democratic 
Government of Manitoba has addressed a problem, 
has faced a problem, has said to the people of Mani
toba and, indeed, to the people of Canada, there is a 
problem and we recog n ize it and acknowledge it. I 
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give the government credit for that, M r. Speaker, and 
I 'm sure my colleagues do too. 

B ut we have extreme d ifficulty with the nature of the 
program itself and with the real ism of that p rogram.  
O u r  diff iculty from the outset has  been wi th  the fact 
that it seems very much to us to represent a classic 
case of woolly th ink ing ,  or fuzzy th ink ing ,  if  you l i ke. 
From the outset it has seemed to represent a classic of 
ideal ism not related to the facts, cold, hard and brutal 
facts of the day that face the three categories of Man
itobans that are addressed by the measures con
tained i n  the program, but it represents, again, one of 
those sorry items to which we've made reference in 
earlier debate already during this Session i n  th is  
Chamber, namely an election promise which was hol
low and is  proving now to be cynical and l ittle better 
than a transparency. 

The government, dur ing the election campaign ,  at 
the t ime that i t  was the O pposition, made a commit
ment without waiting to see what Ottawa was going to 
do in the long delayed 1 982 Federal B udget, to a 
program that was going to offer emergency relief and 
satisfactory rel ief to those categories of Manitobans 
who were m ost severely h u rt by the fiscal conditions 
of the day and high i nterest burdens. Those three 
categories obviously, and they've been referred to 
many t imes, were the homeowners carrying exces
sively h igh mortgate i nterest rates; smal l  businesses 
f inding it extremely diff icult  u nder the fiscal and eco
nomic and i nterest rate condit ions of the day to ma in
tain their i nventories and stay i n  business, and farmers 
throughout the province.  That category of Manito
bans in trouble was addressed dur ing the election 
campaign by a promise, a pledge, to deliver and put i n  
place i mmediately, an emergency interest rate relief 
program that was going to, in the rhetoric in which it 
was presented at any rate, offer relief to those suffer
ing categories of Manitobans. 

We were critical of the pledge and the promise at 
the t i me, not because it was a position with which we 
took exception, or against which we had objection, 
not because of that,  S i r, because as I have already 
pointed out, we do recog n ize, certain ly I have, and I 
do again ,  recogn ize that it did reflect a wi l l ingness on 
the part of the NOP to recognize a problem and to 
address it;  to say people are suffering, people are in 
trouble because of i nterest rates in th is  country and 
financial and economic conditions i n  th is country 
and, to a large extent because of pol icies that have 
been pursued by the Federal Govern ment of the Day 
i n  th is  cou ntry. They need some he lp  and a p rovincial 
govern ment, although it can't do much, can do 
something .  

O n  that  same vein ,  I would say that it was i m pl ic i t  i n  
t h e  N DP's promise a n d ,  again,  constituted a pr inciple 
and an approach with which the Progressive Conser
vative Party concurs, that a province can do very l ittle, 
that the basic responsi b i l ity in this area of difficulty 
rests with the federal ad m i nistration. The Federal 
Govern ment in Ottawa, of whatever stripe, the fact 
that i t  happens to be a L i beral Government has 
nothi ng to do with respons ib i l i t ies - it certain ly has 
something to do with the way they may approach their 
responsib i l it ies - but any Federal Government in 
Ottawa has a clear u ndeniable and u narguable 
responsibi l ity to do something to relieve the pres-
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sures and burdens that are weighing down the Cana
dian homeowner, the Canadian smal l  businessman 
and the Canadian farmer today, as a result of fiscal 
and economic conditions flowin g  from both external 
factors and from the pol icies of a fiscal and economic 
nature being p u rsued domestically i n  Canada by that 
very government in Ottawa. So we start from the 
accepted truism that the responsib i l ity rests with 
Ottawa, i n  the main, and action should have come 
from Ottawa and anythi n g  a Provincial  Government 
can do is  secondary and peri pheral to federal act ion.  

We took the position that the Federal Government 
had a responsi b i l ity to i n it iate some programs and 
u ndertake some thrusts that would bring this i nterest 
rate relief requ i rement i nto being in this country. O u r  
F inance M i n ister o f  the Day, t h e  Honourable Member 
for Turt le Mountain ,  in fact, was the prime mover and 
i nstigator of an i n it iative among his counterparts, the 
other provincial  F i nance M i n isters and the Federal 
F inance Min ister, that called for joint federal-provincial 
action to formulate and produce a program that 
would get at this problem. We took the position 
t h roughout 1 98 1 ,  in fact, that we were prepared to 
move as a Government in Manitoba to i ntroduce such 
rel i ef as soon as we knew what the Federal Govern
ment's i ntentions were and as soon as we, therefore, 
had the realistic opportunity to develop a provincial 
program that cou ld be tai lored to dovetail with, and fit 
i n  with, and compl iment any federal i n itiative. 

Wel l ,  the efforts of my colleague, the Honourable 
Member for Turt le Mountain, i n  h is  capacity as M i n is
ter of F inance for Manitoba of the Day, were u nsuc
cessful; the efforts of our government throughout 
1 981 , in attempt ing to get the Federal G overnment to 
address those economic problems, were u nsuccess
fu l .  Many Canadian pol it icians, certain ly federal pol i
t icians, were preoccu pied with the constitutional 
question in 1 981  - obviously many provincial  polit i
cians were too, but that became a necessity of survi
val, M r. Speaker. I t  was not possib le for us to be other 
than heavily concerned with the constitutional debates 
of the t ime for Manitoba's very position, and our own 
concept and bel ief in the concept of what Canada is 
al l  about and bel ief i n  what Canada should be, was at 
stake. B ut our position had been t h roughout, let us 
defer the u rgent discussions now taking p lace on the 
constitution and turn to a more u rgent matter; and 
when we have it resolved get back to the constitu
tional questions, and that more u rgent matter was th is 
need for federal i n itiative and dovetailed federal and 
provi ncial action in the interest rate rel ief field. We 
were total ly unsuccessful in our efforts to persuade 
the Federal Govern ment of that, but when the Federal 
M i n ister of F i nance final ly announced that he was 
br inging a budget down in Nove m ber of 1 98 1 ,  we said 
we are ready to act alone to hel p the people of Mani
toba if t here's no federal action, but we' l l  wait  to see 
what's in that federal budget and if there's noth ing 
there for the homeowner carrying a m ortgage wi th  an 
oppressive i nterest rate, we w i l l  move i n  and do what 
we can on our own as a provincial  adm i nistrat ion.  It 
was i n  that context that the NDP made their election 
promise and, as I say, we welcomed it as a recogn it ion 
of a problem, but d isputed the very v iabi l ity and the 
very structure of that New Democratic program at the 
t ime that it was proposed, M r. Speaker. We disputed i t  



Monday, 29 March, 1982 

on the grounds that it was u n realistic, d id  not face the 
problem,  constituted a gesture, and nothi n g  more 
than a gesture, recognized the problem, but d idn't do 
the meani ngful th ings that could be done, the real 
hard pragmatic things that could be done to help 
resolve that problem. 

And today, i n  the I nterest Rate Rel ief Program, part 
of which is provided for in budgetary terms on Sche
dule A of the very Capital Supply b i l l  that we're debat
ing now, we've got that same u n realisit ic gesture i n  
front o f  us a n d  i n  front o f  t h e  people o f  Man itoba, a 
very n ice gesture but total ly  nonpragmatic, a totally 
i mprudent use of the scarce fi nancial and fiscal 
resources and revenues of the taxpayers of Manitoba. 
I f  you've only got a certai n  amount of money to spend, 
M r. Speaker, for heaven's sake, no matter who the 
government is ,  whether it's the New Democrats or the 
Progressive Conservatives, let us spend i t  sensibly 
and p ragmatically; let us get the b iggest bang out of it 
that we can. And our position remains that this is not a 
program that does that; that is not pragmatic i n  its 
approach; that, to a certai n  extent and a fai rly broad 
extent, represents another posture on the part of this 
government which is  hollow and which is going to 
prove unproductive for those Manitobans whose 
expectations and hopes have been raised and that's 
the worst feature of it ,  M r. Speaker. 

With the announcement of their so-called "emer
gency" relief program. the New Democrats. S i r, raised 
false hopes and false expectations among thousands 
of Manitobans and they were clearly reinforced by the 
content, again, of the now i nfamous NDP election 
broch ure to which many on this side of the House 
have referred in debates in recent days, M r. Speaker, 
the gospel accord ing  to the NDP c i rca, October/No
vember, 1 981 . "A Clear Choice for Manitobans." 
Agai n q uotin g  from that brochure. M r. Speaker, and 
I ' m  sure that Manitobans are comi n g  to rue the day 
that the contents of this brochure ever saw print, we 
note on a page that was devoted to the housing issue 
the fol lowing d i rect g uarantee. d irect promise, g ua
ranteed by the F i rst M i n ister, which says the fol lowing 
and I quote, M r. Speaker: " For too many Manitobans 
the dream of owning their own home is  turning i nto a 
n i ghtmare of ever mount ing mortgage payments. 
Thousands have been forced to g ive up their hopes of 
home ownership ."  With that, S ir, we agree. The bro
chure then goes on to say that, among other th ings 
that a newly-elected New Democratic government 
would do, i t  would do the fol lowing and I quote again:  
'The govern ment would  take steps to help Manito
bans in d ifficulty with both interest payments and 
rent." 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the k ind of position that their 
p romise and their pledge program personified but 
which,  whi le  making very good election reading and 
very good campaign material ,  d id  l ittle except to raise 
hopes and expectations and did nothi ng in terms of 
spel l i ng out the specific realities and diff iculties of 
i mp lementing such a program and out l in ing  the spe
cific hel p that would be g iven. Sufficient, it seems,  at 
that t ime in the view of the government - for the 
government which was the opposition at that t ime -
to say s imply that the government wou ld take steps to 
help Manitobans in difficulty. B ut then, M r. Speaker, 
that same page goes on to say and I q uote again :  
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"That the government would take steps to relieve 
the i nterest burden facing fam i l ies buying a home or 
renewing a mortgage." 

And that is  one of the very clear headl i ne super 
pro mises made in that elect ion manifesto. As a con
sequence of that, M r. Speaker, as I suggested a 
moment or two ago, thousands, tens of thousands of 
Manitobans oppressed by h i g h  interest rates on their 
mortgages, on their  homes and in danger of losing 
their homes, were g iven sudden hope. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The hour bein g  4:30 we 
have reached that stage of the O rder Paper being 
Private Members' Hour. 

The Honourable Government House Leader. 

MR. PENNER: M r. Speaker, by agreement we are 
going to dispense with the Private Members' Hour and 
cont inue the debate and at 5:30 move the motion i nto 
Committee of Supply - there wi l l  be Supply th is even
ing - and I u nderstand that it's l ikely but not neces
sarily certain that Natural Resou rces may f in ish th is  
evening ,  i n  which case, the next Est imate on F itness, 
Recreation and Sport will not start this even ing but 
would start tomorrow after Natural Resources are 
through in the Committee Room this evening .  

MR. SPEAKER, D .  James Walding (St. Vital): The 
Honourable Member for Turtle Mountain .  

MR. RANSOM: Yes, M r. Speaker, we of  the  opposi
tion are so anxious to see the business of the govern
ment and the busi ness of the House proceed that we 
are prepared to forego Private Mem bers' Hour th is  
afternoon to get on with the debate. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Fort 
Garry has 25 m inutes remain ing .  

MR. SHERMAN: Thank you ,  M r. Speaker. I was say
i n g  that as a consequence of those promises tens of 
thousands of Manitobans were g iven sudden hope. 
They took that s incerely and they took those prom
ises s incerely and they went i nto the election cam
paign to make their choices for the next three or four 
years in terms of an adm i n istration over thei r affairs 
believi ng that perhaps there was a mi racle that could 
be performed; that the campaign ing New Democrats 
had indicated that it was something that could  be 
done and would be done; and many of them put their  
faith i n  the New Democrats to deliver on that and 
other promises; and for that and a n u m ber of other 
reasons as al l  Manitobans k now, M r. Speaker, the 
purveyors of those promises and d isseminaters of 
those promises are the members of the govern ment 
today. 

Wel l ,  what do we have now, Mr. Speaker? We have 
got a program that at the t ime that i t  was announced 
aroused our s i ncere and legit imate crit icism for its 
lack of reality. 

O u r  criticism of i t  was not partisan. O u r  crit icism of 
it was not i ntended to reduce the issue to a pol it ical 
footbal l .  We had said before the New Democrats ever 
d id ,  that we would bring in a program of our own and 
go i t  alone if the Federal Government wouldn't pro
duce something to which we could dovetail ours and 



we were wait ing for the Federal B udget in order to 
make that move. When the Federal Budget inc luded 
noth ing or relatively noth ing for the smal l  homeowner 
i n  this diff iculty we did move the very next day - it 
happened to be November 1 2t h  or 1 3t h  - but prior to 
that, of course, the NOP had made their election 
promise and when they did so they talked about a $23 
m i l l ion program which certainly was presented as a 
program that was going to take place over one year. I 
don't want to hold them conclusively to that position 
- they may have suggested s u btley somewhere 
along the l i ne that it was going to be a two-year pro
gram - but certai n ly  the i mpression that most of us 
got and I bel ieve most Manitobans got, was that i t  was 
going to be a program over one year, S ir. 

They went on to suggest that it was going to deal 
with three categories of Manitobans and we said that 
that was totally u n realistic. We had explored this very 
subject and concept for many months i n  1 981 as 
i ntensively as we could and the best advice we could 
get,  the best evaluations and assessments that we 
could get indicated to us that any k ind of program that 
was going to provide meani ngful help, anyth ing 
meani ngful to three categories, homeowners, smal l  
businessmen,  and farmers was going to requ i re an 
i nput  over the cou rse of a year of some $60 - $80 
m i l l ion.  Wel l ,  we didn't have $60 - $80 m i ll ion and 
neither has this government. The New Democratic 
Governn ment hasn't got $60 - $80 mi l l ion and no one 
faults them for that. The Federal Government should 
be doing this i n  the fi rst place. 

But if you haven't got $60 - $80 m i l l ion then i t  seems 
very unwise and very i mprudent d i me-wise and 
dol lar-fool ish ,  Mr.  Speaker, to go i nto a program 
that's going to requ i re three t imes the money that 
you've got, an attem pt to get anyth ing tangib le or 
practical out of it in the way of help for people u nless 
you hone it and fine-tune i t  in such a way that it's 
d i rected to zero in on  one g roup where i t  can provide 
some meaningful help. So that was then and con
t inues to be our basic objection to this program,  M r. 
Speaker. 

The lack of wisdom i nvolved in the scope of the 
program and therefore in the spend ing  of the money, 
not only that, but we f ind now with the i ntroduction of 
the program, the annou ncement of i t  some weeks ago 
that we're not tal k i ng about $23 m i l l ion  over three 
categories i n  one year, we're talk i n g  about $23 m i l l ion 
over three categories spread over two years. 

So where we had proposed a $20 m i l l ion program to 
help homeowners in one year we're now looking at a 
program that is $23 m i l l ion  to he lp  farmers, smal l  
businessmen and homeowners over two years. So the 
whole concept and the whole i mpact has been watered 
down by a mu lt ip l ier or a divdider of about six.  I t's 
about one-sixth what the p rogram proposed by the 
Progressive Conse rvative G overn ment  of last  
Novem ber constituted. - ( I nterjection)- Wel l ,  the 
Honourable Member for Springfield says at  the very 
last m i n ute, M r. Speaker, and that's a myth and a 
misconception which is unworthy of the Member for 
Springfield.  We had said throughout 1 981  that if the 
Federal Government wouldn't do anything,  we'd go it 
alone and we would announce i t  as soon as we got 
some word from the Federal Govern ment. They held 
us off until the 1 2th of November. The Federal Budget 
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was postponed two or three t i mes as the honourable 
member wi l l  recal l ,  and once we got f irm word from 
them as to what they were going to do, and it 
amounted effectively to nothing,  we did move the very 
next day with in a matter of hours in less than twenty
four hours, and I th ink  we were as good as our word 
on that so I don't th ink  it's correct that the Member for 
Spri ngfield or others can accuse us of doing i t  at the 
very last m i n ute. We would have done i t  in Septem ber 
or  in August if the Federal Government had co
operated or responded in any way that let us k now 
what they were going to do. 

In any event, M r. Speaker, it comes down to a pro
g ram now that is  watered down because of the extent 
of the categories over which i t  is  spread and the t ime 
frame over which it is  spread and so a l l  we're left with 
is  the gesture. No one faults the gesture, I repeat, but 
if al l  the money you've got is $20 or $23 m i l l ion ,  and 
that's al l  they've got and I concede that, that's al l  we 
had, you've got to spend that l i mited amount of 
m oney very pragmatically, very sensibly, and as we 
look over the range of persons supposed to be helped 
by th is th ing and the requ i rements that they have to 
go t h rough to q ual ify for help ,  we can see very clearly 
that very very few people are going to be helped. 
Those who can meet the qual ificat ions which are very 
stringent - ( I nterjection)- and which,  as my col
league from Arthu r  says, reflect the condition which 
nobody would want to be i n  to begi n  with ,  those 
requirements, S ir, are going to inh ibit  serious appl ica
t ion for help .  There may be cursory appl ication; there 
may be superficial appl ication out of curiosity, but I 
th ink  the conditions that the onus that is placed on the 
appl icant for very extensive i nformation,  personal 
domestic i nformation,  is  going to i n h ib i t  and d iscour
age a g reat many people from applyi ng .  

In  any event, if  they do apply, there's not  much there 
to help them. You can't take a program that was going 
to cost by the best est imates of experts $60 to $80 
m i l l ion,  that's a program to help those three catego
ries over one year, and expect to do very much  of it 
with $1 1 .5 m i l l ion which is really what we're down to 
because a $23 m i l l ion program over two years is  pre
cisely that, and we've got with this government's pro
g ram those t h ree categories instead of one. We could 
have he lped, we est imated 20,000 home owners i n  
Manitoba with o u r  program. The current government 
est imates they'l l  help maybe 4,000, and the differ
ence, Mr. Speaker, is that for that sort of m i n ima l  
assistance to a very l i mited n u m ber of  homeowners, 
there wi l l  be some s im i lar m i n imal  assistance to a very 
l i mited n u m ber of smal l  businessmen and farmers, 
and in the end no group w i l l  be helped in a meaningful 
way. 

So, M r. Speaker, I could  not let th is  debate on this 
Capital Supply Bi l l  pass without offering those com
ments.  I feel that in this p rogram, the F i rst M i n ister 
and his colleagues have offered a hol low gesture to 
Man itobans which is going to be another situation 
which is  going to result i n  dashed hopes and expecta
tions. They've raised hopes and expectations and 
they're not going to be able to make them. They've 
raised them and they're going to dash them, and it's 
not the only example of thatm we've heard of a 
n u m ber in the four or five weeks during which this 
House has been in Session,  B ut here is, I th ink ,  a clear 



disappointment of very sizeable magnitude for tens of 
thousands of Manitobans, this meaningless idealistic 
and totally u n realistic I nterest Rate Rel ief Program. 

The F i rst M i n ister has made a good deal of the fact 
that he i ntends to keep faith with Manitobans. One 
has to ask whether this constitutes keeping faith with 
Manitobans. What i t  constitutes in my view, Mr. 
Speaker, is  another shambles along an avenue of 
broken dreams which is being created in this province 
by the government's fai l u re to meet honestly and 
candidly with the promises and pledges that i t  made, 
not only dur ing the election campaign but over the 
past fou r  years. This is the latest edifice to crumble on 
that avenue, M r. Speaker. I bel ieve that u nfortunately 
because of the lack of real ism on the part of the gov
ern ment itself prior to its election, it's going to f ind 
that many of the brave promises i t  made are totally 
u nachievable, are totally beyond real ization, and are 
going to constitute bitter p i l ls of d isappoi ntment for 
Man itobans. So that avenue of broken dreams I talk 
about is  just u nder way. It's going to stretch many 
m i les before we travel much further i n  the l ife of this 
adm i nistration. 

M r. Speaker, I close by repeat ing that I do not fau l t  
them on the ir  ideal ism.  I fau l t  them for  be ing idealistic 
and noth ing else. I fault  them for their lack of real ism 
and their  lack of candour and their lack of forthright
ness i n  some of these issues. They're attempting to 
patch it over by this I nterest Rate Rel ief Program ,  but 
it's transparent, M r. Speaker, and of l ittle value, if  of 
any value i ndeed to those Manitobans who are deeply 
in trouble and who s incerely accepted the pledges 
and the promises of the government at the time that 
this k ind  of help and this k ind  of i nterest and this k ind  
of  concern for pub l ic  welfare was preached and 
announced by a party desperately seeking techniques 
through which to win  an election.  

M r. Speaker, the government is  putting itself i n  a 
condition where I th ink  its cred i b i l ity I th ink  is becom
ing seriously i mpaired and this I nterest Rate Rel ief 
Program is a classic example of that i mpairment; so I 
part ic ipate with my col leagues on this side of the 
House i n  offeri ng those serious concerns about the 
Capital Supply B i l l  and the whole fiscal program 
that's i n  front of us at the present t ime. Thank you. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Mem ber for Morris. 

MR. MANNESS: Thank you,  M r. Speaker, I rise also 
to speak on Bil l  No. 8, on I nteri m Capital Supply.  

F i rst of al l  I 'd l ike to begi n  by congratu lating the 
Members for Arthur, Fort Garry and St. James for 
t h e i r  e l e g a n t  p resentat i o n s  h e re today.  I ' m  
- ( I n terject ion)- Sturgeon Creek,  I 'm sorry. I ' m  
stunned by t h e  objectivity, part icularly o f  t h e  Member 
for Arthu r  and the way that he obviously has brought 
with him his sk i l ls  and the understanding with i n  his 
department. I th ink  citizens i n  this province are realiz
i n g  after four short m onths that ,  in fact, a m istake was 
made, part icularly when I hear the present M i n ister of 
Agriculture u nable to answer any questions in deal ing 
with h is  department. I k now fu l l  wel l  the former M i n is
ter carries with h i m  a tremendous wealth of knowl
edge i n  that whole area. S i m i larly I could  make com
ments about my col leagues, the former M i n ister of 
Health and of Economic Development. I enjoyed very 
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m uch their contributions today. 
I 'd  l ike to d i rect specific remarks to two items u nder 

this B i l l ,  the Agriculture C redit Corporation's pro
posed spending of $26 m i l l ion and the Emergency 
I nterest Rel ief Program of $9 m i l l ion as i t  relates spe
cifical ly to i nterest relief on the farm. The $26 m i l l ion 
u nder the first i tem itself isn't of  major concern to me. I 
haven't had the opport u nity to research it and to 
attempt to f ind out how it compares to last year's 
spending .  The main  concern I have is  the p urpose of 
that part icular amount of money. We've waited and 
we've asked on many occasions i n  various com m it
tees as to what the government's objectives are u nder 
this MACC Program .  J ust last week i n  Estimates, we 
asked the M i n ister of Natural Resources if he could 
see the Government of Manitoba once again owni n g  
p r i m e  agricultural l a n d  a n d  he said yes, he could .  
After having come through an election period where I ,  
i n  part icular was on the tra i l  against an opponent of  a 
mem ber of the N O P  party who ind icated that he also 
thought that this party should become government 
could  see itself again own i n g  pr ime agricultural  land 
and then hearing the questions that have been posed 
on n umerous occasions to various people across the 
way; then also hearing the M i n ister of Natu ral 
Resources, his q uestion to a very d i rect pointed q ues
t ion,  sayi n g  yes, they could see themselves owning 
against pr ime agricultural land, we are concerned. We 
on this side are very definitely of the wonderment as 
to whether in fact a new program for purchase w i l l  
develop. So ,  the  $26  m i l l ion  as  we see it is  concerned 
not so much i n  itself but as to what it represents for the 
future. 

The M i n ister tel ls us in due time or the M i n ister of 
Agriculture has told us that they are reviewi n g  a l l  the 
aspects of MACC objects. But I th ink it 's pretty wel l  
t ime to come clean with th is  House and with the 
farmers of Manitoba to let us know specifical ly what 
the i ntentions are because all of us as farm members, 
and of course it's probably no secret why of course, 
the majority of farmers are represented by members 
that sit on this side of the House but many of us have 
appl ications that are now on file with MACC. They're 
told that noth ing can be done unt i l  in fact th is  particu
lar b i l l  is  passed and that there are funds avai lable but 
they haven't been told whether i n  fact those funds w i l l  
be avai lable if th is  b i l l  is passed. We st i l l  do not know 
in what d i rection this $26 m i l l ion wi l l  go. I n  1 981 -82 
the total roughly in th is  area was some $33 m i l l ion  I 'm 
led to bel ieve with another $3 m i l l ion for debt 
consol idation.  

I 'd  l ike to agai n ,  as other mem bers of our party have 
made reference to the g reat N O P  pol icy of the future, 
to page - well i t  isn't paged - but I ' l l  just l ist the heading 
Farms and Agriculture and some references made to 
this part icular i tem and I quote: "Whi le  the Conserva
tives sat on their hands almost 40 percent of Manitoba 
hog producers left production ."  That's a point that's 
been bandied around I th ink  for j ust too long. I th ink  
it's a lmost t ime that was put to rest. Those n u m bers 
came forward, of cou rse, at a t ime when the Hog 
Producers Marketi ng Board were out to make a spe
cific point. I t h i n k  that the government, if  they wanted 
to be honest with the people of this province, in fact, 
they would at th is  point in t ime take a new survey to 
see how many of those producers who have left that 
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part icular industry are now producing again .  But the 
worst part about making that statement of n u m bers is 
to fail to notice production .  The M i n ister of Agricul
ture who is ful ly cognizant of th is  fact I th ink ,  could 
have r isen i n  the House and indicated that i n  fact for 
the 1 981  year that hog production i n  this provi nce 
wasn't down 40 percent but i ndeed was up 1 percent. 
For what reason then could it be up 1 percent when 40 
percent of the producers supposedly had left the bus
i ness? There's something there that doesn't mesh. I 
would th ink  it's i ncumbent u pon that side to explain 
that part icular fact; to come forward and tel l  us why 
hog production has i ncreased. I f  i n  fact one of the 
reasons that production of hogs has i ncreased was 
because of the hog stabi l ization plan that the former 
M i n ister and the government of the day brought for
ward, g ive that government its due credit because 
i ndeed that whole industry has been saved and it's 
been protected and it's basically healthy. It was done 
through good act ion.  So, that's for $26 m i l l ion .  The 
final comment on that part icular point is fine. We have 
no objection to the amount but tell us where it's going 
to be spent .  We do not want to go i nto another situa
tion l ike we had the other even ing with the M i n ister of 
Natural Resources when he i n d icated to us that we 
were passing a capital expenditure but in effect i t  was 
a blank cheque. It was at h is  disposal and h is  govern
ment's d isposal to d irect in any fashion they so chose. 
Hopefu l ly  the M i n ister w i l l  do that somet ime in th is  
debate and w i l l  tel l exactly where th is $26 m i l l i on -
where h is  pr iorities l ie  with that whole review of 
MACC lending policy. 

Now, I 'd  l ike to move u nto the second i tem,  the 
Emergency I nterest Rate Rel ief Program; the $9 mi l
l ion as shown coming foward i nto the farm sector for 
support of those indiv iduals who are hard-pressed 
with in the g rains and agricultural industry, $9 m i l l ion 
sounds i mpressive. 

The other day I made a s l ip  in Estimates and I made 
some comment that I exaggerated a n u m ber to 
$500,000 from $400,000 and the M i n ister at the t ime 
j u m ped on me very q uickly to say that  there was 
$1 00,000 difference in my comments and that I should 
take due note, so I did and that's why no f igure goes 
by me today without us ing it specifically. So I see the 
n u m ber  $9 m i l l ion  and I say, wel l ,  where is  it go ing to 
go? 

Bearing in m ind  that there is  a $70,000 criteria, i n  
other words i f  you have g ross sales o n  your particu lar  
farm over $70,000, you do not  apply .  What does that 
mean, a $70,000 l im i t  to a part icular farmer? Wel l ,  let's 
put a l itt le of this i nto perspective to try and make that 
$70,000 f igure a l ittle bit more clear as it fits i nto a 
g rain farm specifically. 

A section of land today, 640 acres, well that repres
ents retu rns of about $1 1 O an acre. If you exceed that, 
you're ruled ine l ig ible because you've surpassed 
$70,000, so $1 1 0  an acre, gross returns on a section of 
land. I wonder if the members opposite have any idea 
whatsoever as to what i t  costs to farm that part icular 
section of land today. I k now there aren't many rural 
members across the way and the ones that are i n  that 
particu lar party aren't here, but I wonder - ( I nter
jection)- I ' m  sorry. I retract that. 

B ut I ' m  wondering if they realize what the specific 
costs of farming are today. I f  in fact they know that the 
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cost of farm rent is somewhere around $40 an acre; 
that if the cost of fertil ization $25 to $35 an acre; seed, 
$ 1 5  an acre; machinery expense, capital expense, $40 
an acre and by the very present M i n i ster's Est imates 
h i s  staff put out on the cost of farmi ng ,  g ra in  related, 
$ 1 80 an acre. That came i nto my hands with a release 
that came forward at the O utlook meeting at Oak B luff 
in early January. So here's the same M i n ister saying ,  
wel l  your cost as my staff has calculated them for  the 
1 982 growing year are going to be around $ 1 80 an 
acre. But  so he lp  you if you surpass $1 1 0  an acre on 
the revenue side because if you do, th is  $9 m i l l ion or 
any part of it is  not avai lable to you i n  any form and 
that's when we're looking and we realize who this 
pol icy was basically made for. 

That's why th is particular side of the House is  going 
to be watch ing very very careful ly as to the location of 
the benefits, the benefactors. We're going to be 
watch ing to see who benefits from this program 
because we all have our own theories and I'm going to 
tell you what my theory is  as to who's going to benefit. 

I th ink  it's going to be the i ndividual ,  the older i ndi
vidual who does not own or owe an awful  lot of 
m oney; who has a very high equity ratio; who has 
gone to the bank for a smal l  loan, $1 ,000, $2,000, 
$5,000; and who for some reason has decided or may 
probably decided not to pay that particular loan back 
at that t ime, that's the person who's going to be el ig i
ble for that loan.  Nobody else. Because the people 
that need it, the small  people that need it, those who 
are now i n  debt $50,000 or more - and there are many 
young farmers - do you know what $50,000 repres
ents on the farm today? I th ink most of the members 
opposite have an idea. It represents the p u rchase of 
one-half a new modern combine. It represents the 
p u rchase of one new tandem truck, regardless of the 
age of the person that's p u rchasing.  I 'm say ing  to you 
is  that person who is $50,000 or $70,000 in debt who 
has interest payments i n  a year approaching $1 4,000, 
he w i l l  be ruled out considerably. He's the desperate 
person that needs that f inancing but he won't receive 
it .  So we're going to be watch ing careful ly the bene
factors of your program, both in a geographical sense 
and more so in a sense as to the part icular debt equity 
ratio at that particular t ime. 

I 'd  l i ke to take the $9 mi l l ion  and as my col league, 
the Member for Art h u r  has related it to the total popu
lation of the province and came out with a n ice, neat, 
t idy fig u re of $9.00 a person ,  I 'd l i ke to relate i t  to the 
active farmers. I f  there are some 30,000 or 35,000 
farmers in this province, what it represents or returns, 
it's $200 per farmer help across the provi nce, $200.00. 
Yet, as has been related in this part icular House over 
the last week, the i ncrease i n  property taxes alone on 
that farm,  on that one section of farm, $600.00. So 
you're losing both ways. Most of the people aren't 
e l ig ib le and the ones that are, are going to receive 
their  $200 and they're going to be asked to pay 
i ncreased tax, property tax of $600 an acre. Again ,  
let's p ut i nto perspective t h e  $ 9  m i l l ion a n d  w h e n  o u r  
party previously ind icated that t o  do anyth ing mean
ingful ly you would have to i nject three or four t imes 
that amount, that they knew of what they spoke. 

Also, again referring to the N O P  election p ropa
ganda. I quote: "They were going to i ntroduce a pro
g ram to assist you ng farmers enteri ng agriculture." 
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Well ,  that's very !audible.  I don't th ink  anybody, if that 
was the sole purpose or reason why we vote for or 
agai nst anybody, or if any of us used that part icular 
l ine  that voters would be hard-pressed to not support 
us. " I ntroduce a program to assist youn g  farmers 
entering agriculture." What do they mean by that? I s  
that someth i n g  that's going t o  be released once we 
have the conclusions of this review and to MACC 
loani ng?  I s  i t  something that's going to come forward 
by way of new pol icy or is  i t  something that's tied i nto 
the E mergency I nterest Rate Rel ief Program? We 
don't k now. Or is  it nothing? Or is  it just words at the 
time? I really wonder. 

Or is it going again to be d irected towards the buy
i n g  of pr ime agricultu ral land for lease back and 
where, where would that happen? It's not going to 
happen i n  Southern Manitoba with $9 m i l l ion or $26 
m i l l ion .  I think you could purchase about - how 
many acres could you purchase - 260,000? Possibly 
so. 

I ' m  very curious as to the Member for Dauphin ,  h is 
attitude towards this whole feel ing.  I ' m  wonderin g  
how he feels h i s  farmers i n  h is  area, because whether 
he k n ows i t  or  not, he has a lot of farmers i n  that 
part icular rid ing ,  a lot of good modern farmers: peo
ple in the Sitton area, Ochre R iver, your area, good 
farmers. I wonder how they're going to react when 
they realize they're not e l ig ib le at al l  for any of that $9 
m il l ion.  What's the explanation then to those people? 
What's going to happen? Wel l ,  I 'm sure he doesn't 
k now and we don't either. But as far as the funds i n  
general, M r .  Speaker, let me say that I see no concern 
with the q uantity of the amount l isted here. My only 
concern again ,  or two, just to sum up,  one is  the 26 
m il l ion  to be d irected to the Agricultural Credit  Cor
poration: what is  the u lt imate p urpose of that 26 mi l
l ion? I s  it to buy back land,  is  i t  to borrow for  the 
purchase of land as has been tradit ional ly the case? 
And also in the Emergency I nterest Rate Relief! Pro
g ram,  the $9 m i l l ion that's been al located there; where 
and who is  it going to support? I can say that members 
in th is  House w i l l  be fol lowing that whole area with 
keen interest. 

Thank you. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you, M r. Speaker. I would 
l ike to take this opportunity to make a small contri bu
t ion to Bi l l  No.  8 and want to put  some comments on  
the record as  to the  i ntent of  th is  b i l l ,  and m ore partic
u larly, M r. Speaker, I g uess the i ntent of this b i l l  in the 
background of the circumstances u nder which it is 
presented to Members of the House and the people of 
Manitoba, and that, of course, bei ng an election doc
u ment from the N . D .  Party, the pol ic ies of the Mani
toba New Democratic Party. 

I g uess at the onset, M r. Speaker, I want to open my 
remarks by saying that in the message from Howard 
Pawley, there's a couple of l i nes that, I th ink ,  al l  
members opposite should have read back to them, 
and I think that a l l  people of Manitoba should be 
reminded of constantly. The one that I want to read 
part icularly is "With ManOi l  and Manitoba Hydro we 
can develop programs to g uarantee that no Manito
bans lose their homes or farms due to h igh  i nterest 
rates ."  M r. Speaker, that is  a g uarantee that no Manit
oban, no Man itoban, it did not - I ' l l  just read one more 
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l i ne that I th ink  is equally i mportant. The last l i ne says, 
"That's a promise we can g uarantee," and it's s igned 
by that i l lustrious, very firm and stern looking fel low, 
Howard Pawley, Leader of the Manitoba NOP.  

Mr .  Speaker, there's some catcal ls  from opposite 
over there and I th ink  we can deal with them ade
quately tonight if they're coming from the one source. 
I t  d idn't say anyth ing else than that, no Manitobans, 
no Manitobans, w i l l  lose their homes or their farms 
from high interest rates. Now it's i nteresting to note, 
when we consider this $9 m i l l ion E mergency I nterest 
Rate Rel ief Program that's part and parcel of B i l l  No. 
8, and we examine i t  i n  the l ight of the statement 
"guaranteed, "  by the now Premier of th is  province, 
and it's very i nteresting when we analyse B i l l  No. 8 
that guaranteed promise that no Manitoba shal l  lose 
their  farm or their home, in l ight  of the February 5th, 
1 982, news service press release, entitled "Manitoba 
launches $23 m i l l ion I nterest Rel ief Program,"  bear i n  
m ind,  M r. Speaker, that g a n g  over there, w h e n  they're 
in an election campaig n ,  g uaranteed that no Manito
ban shal l  lose their  home or their  farm from h igh  
interest rates. What do we f ind?  F i rst of  al l  we  f ind that 
the M i n ister of Natural Resources, who has responsi
b i l ity for the I nterest Rate Rel ief Program for 
homeowners, told us the other day that the forms are 
j ust n icely being pri nted, bear in m ind ,  M r. Speaker, 
those forms are being printed for an Emergency 
Rel ief Program. Some emergency, Mr. Speaker, when 
some four months later, the forms are now just n icely 
being printed. O ne thing that the N .D.  Party d id  do i n  
perfect agreement with their  past adm i nistration i s  
they appointed a n  advert is ing firm without tender, 
without due process. They appointed an advert is ing 
f irm to run a bunch of ads on the fact that th is  I nterest 
Rate Rel ief Program was coming for homeowners, 
but the forms are just avai lable right now. Now, that's 
in keeping with the kind of delivery on pro mise that we 
are very rapidly becoming accustomed to from th is 
government, from the broken promise Pawley that is  
now the Premier of the province. We come to expect 
that they're not going to be emergency; they're not 
going to be i m mediate; and they're not going to help 
every Manitoban who is  i n  danger of los ing h is  home 
or h is  farm from i nterest rate relief. Qu ite the contrary 
to the g uarantee made that no Manitoban should lose, 
we f ind now that homeowners are going to be sup
ported up to a max imum of . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder, p lease. The honourab le  
member used the word, "gang , "  i n  referri ng to other 
Mem bers of this House,  i n  h is  remarks a few m i n utes 
ago. I checked with Beauchesne and I f ind that the 
word "gang" is  one of those u nder the l ist of u nparl i
amentary terms. S ince no one else brought it to my 
attention, I br ing it to the honourable mem ber's atten
tion so that he wi l l  know not to use the word agai n .  

The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. I shal l  not 
use the word "gang" i n  referring to the gentlemen and 
ladies opposite. 

M r. Speaker, this assistance program which was 
much touted during the election and, we have to 
assume,  s i nce the N .D .  Party won the election,  that 
had to have some i nfluence on the voter. Wel l ,  I th ink  it 
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should have had some i nf luence on the voter when 
they g uaranteed that no Manitoban shal l  lose their  
homes or their farm; should have had some i nfluence 
and, obviously i t  did, because they picked u p  a few of 
the swi ng seats l ike, a n u m ber of them over there and I 
won't mention them because there's quite a few of 
them.  But ,  Mr .  Speaker, when the program is 
annou nced February 5th, we f ind that, possibly by 
April 5th, the forms for Homeowner I nterest Rate 
Rel ief might  be avai lab le. Program was announced; 
no forms avai lable. However, that's an Emergency 
In terest Rate Rel ief Program. 

We f ind,  M r. Speaker, that when we peruse the c ir
cumstances u nder which homeowners are going to 
receive relief, we f ind out that there's a few hookers i n  
i t ,  there's a few k i n k s  i n  t h e  program. There is  a 
$40,000 max i m u m  mortgage. There m ust be a 30 per
cent l im i t  that principle.  i nterest and taxes are in rela
tionshi p  to the i nd ividual 's i ncome. We d idn 't f ind 
those kind of sta l l  tactics i n  the election promise that 
got them elected. no. M r. Speaker. We had a blanket 
g uarantee that no Manitoban shal l  lose their home. 
That isn't what we f ind out that we have delivered by 
this government after they have had t ime to consider 
the avai lab i l ity of m oney and how much the program 
is going to benefit. They've changed a lot of the 
criterion .  

Now. M r. Speaker. the  B i l l  a lso  deals with one rather 
i mportant issue and that being the Hog Stab i l ization 
Program on which,  I bel ieve, there is  $5 m i l l ion that is 
being guaranteed in here. That is  a program which we 
i nstituted and I ' m  g lad to see that th is  government 
saw fit to provide that contin u i n g  assistance to the 
hog producers i n  the province. 

But. Mr. Speaker. I want to remind the members 
opposite once again  because some of their  swing 
r idings d id  vote for them; those swing r id ings did have 
beef producers and those beef producers were prom
ised dur ing  the election that there would be a Beef 
I ncome Assurance plan to help the beef i ndustry. 
That was promised by the then Leader of the Opposi
t ion.  the man who made all sorts of promises dur ing 
the elect ion,  t hat i t  wou l d  be i m mediate. When q ues
tioned on i mmediate he said approximately six weeks. 
Wel l .  M r. Speaker, we are now some four months i nto 
the p rogram - ( I nterject i o n ) - that's r ight .  I ' m  
reminded b y  my colleagues that t h e  now F i rst M i n is
ter even i nd icated that he would have a special Ses
sion to deal with I nterest Rate Rel ief Program to br ing 
i t  in on an emergency basis and the Beef Program. 
That was one of the fi rst indications that Manitobans 
could  not necessari ly take the F i rst M i n ister fully at 
truth i n  what he has said from time to t ime, that he may 
be s l ight ly anxious to please before he is ready to act 
and that's exactly what we have seen so far. No emer
gency Session.  The emergency In terest Rate Rel ief 
has only now got forms out and the Beef I ncome 
Assurance Plan.  which could have been inc l uded 
quite handi ly i n  B i l l  No. 8 with funding,  sti l l  is  not 
fu nded by the M i n ister of F i nance and his grou p i n  
government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker. we've been promised by the M i n
ister of Agriculture since the election someti me shortly 
in Nove m ber that there would be a program with in  six 
weeks. I had opportunity. M r. S peaker. i n  Oak B luff to 
l isten to the M i n ister of Agriculture and this was i n  the 
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m iddle of January. to tel l  the Agricultural O utlook 
Conference t hat yes. a Beef Inco me Assurance Pro
g ram was coming.  When asked specifically when.  h e  
said i n  approximately s i x  weeks, that would m a k e  i t  
about the end of February, i t  is non-existent as of the 
end of February. We hear the now Premier going 
arou nd the province saying Beef I ncome Assurance 
Plan is  coming .  When tagged he says in a couple of 
weeks, i n  fou r  weeks, i n  six weeks. All this has been 
going on for the past four months and, M r. Speaker. 
we sti l l  don't have the Beef I ncome Assurance Plan 
and when questioned j ust last week the M i n ister of 
Agriculture said,  well i t  may be ready in about two 
weeks. But we do know one th ing about the Beef 
I ncome Assurance Program, M r. Speaker, we do 
k now that the members of the Committee that were 
set up when we were government to i nvestigate how 
the program should proceed, how much money and 
how the beef industry should be supported was fired 
by the M i n ister of Agriculture, we do know that. 
Maybe that is  why noth ing has happened on that side 
of the House with this new government on  the Beef 
I ncome Assurance Plan. 

Wel l ,  we' l l  wait with patience but let me assure you. 
Mr. Speaker, that if the Beef I ncome Assurance Plan 
helps as few people as t he Interest Rate Rel ief Pro
gram which the then Leader of the O p position made a 
promise.  that no Manitoban shal l  lose h is  farm due to 
h i g h  i nterest rates, if that pro mise is carried throug h  
for the beef producers i n  a same manner then there i s  
going t o  b e  a lot of beef producers i n  very very sad 
shape. Some of those beef producers no doubt voted 
and fel l  for the m isleading campaig n  i nformation that 
those people put out during the election and elected 
some new members to th is  House, they're going to be 
sorely disappointed. 

Well now, M r. Speaker. the one very i nterestin g  
portion that is  i n  here i s  that $ 9  m i ll ion a n d  i t  is  the 
rel ief for the farm,  so that no farmer wi l l  lose h is  farm 
and that's a g uarantee made, I have to assume by the 
M i n ister of Natural Resources who was chattering 
from h is  seat, he was part of the candidates that were 
runn ing for election. I assume he had to bel ieve that 
h i s  F i rst M in ister was correct when he guaranteed 
that no farmer would lose his farm due to h igh  interest 
rates. 

Well ,  M r. Speaker, what do we see u nder the e l ig ibi l
ity for the farm I nterest Rate Relief Program? Wel l .  we 
see that there is  a max i m u m  of $70,000 in gross sales. 
We also see that that assistance p rovided will be i nte
gral to the prevention of a forced sale or loss of the 
farm.  

Another condition we see i n  here that the assis
tance w i l l  only be provided if the operation can 
become viable. Wel l .  M r. Speaker. that isn't what the 
F i rst M i n ister said when he said that no Manitobans 
shal l  lose their farms due to h igh  i nterest rates, that 
isn't what he promised them, but that's what they're 
going to get. That's what they get. They bu i lt the 
hopes up in the farm com m u nity that the youn g  
farmers i n  my area would receive I nterest Rate Rel ief 
and they wouldn't lose their farms, then when they 
come i n  and the Member for Daup h i n  is  ch ipp ing 
away, do you want a blank cheque - you're F i rst 
M i n ister promised a b lank cheque, your F i rst M i nister 
p ro m ised that no Man itoban sha l l  lose h is farm 
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due to i nterest rate. 
Now, the Member for Dauph in  is shaking h is  head 

that it wasn't true, we know that now, but u nfortu
nately the farmers duri n g  the election campaign did 
not k now it  wasn't true,  but the Mem ber for Dauphin 
obviously k new it  was u ntrue when they were tel l i ng i t  
and when they put out th is  i nformation dur ing the 
election campaign.  

Thank h i m  and thank the Member for Dauphin and 
he wil l  be able to explain to h is  farmers who are going 
to be forced off the farm why his government is  not 
act ing .  Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, we now have not only a 
program that's not going to help a l l  farmers, only a 
select few. We also have a program that's not com
pletely I nterest Rate Rel ief but rather a loan over two 
years. Now, how is that loan going to be secured? I s  
t h e  Government o f  Manitoba g o i n g  to come i n  a n d  
take security above a n d  beyond a l l  o f  t h e  security o n  
that farm t o  guarantee their max i m u m  $3,000 per year 
loan? We don't know. Farmers are aski n g  that ques
t ion.  They can't get that answer out of th is  govern
ment because that government doesn't k now, or 
maybe it knows and it isn't tel l i ng  them. 

B ut, Mr.  Speaker, I suppose what is  key, what is  very 
key i n  the farm I nterest Rate Rel ief Program is the fact 
that you cannot have any long-term land debt other 
than the home q uarter section, in which you can apply 
for i nterest rate relief. Wel l ,  that gets us back i nto the 
standard p h i losophy that N . D. governments have had 
i n  this province s ince the Schreyer government on 
and what th is  one is  going to br ing in,  that they don't 
want the young farmers of Man itoba to own their  land 
base. So,  they've excluded assistance on debt i ncurred 
on the long term land base. They've exc luded it. I t's 
ideolog ically in tune with where they want to take 
agriculture and that being i nto the state ownersh ip  
program. I t 's  i mplicit i n  what is  i n  the g uarantee. 

B ut, you k now, it's i nteresting to note that when we 
get i nto the small business rel ief, they've set some 
l i m its in there and I wil l  admit they have the rig ht to do 
this because in their g uarantee to Manitobans they 
never mention small busi nesses. But, they only men
tion farms and homes.  They have put a l i m it i n  there of 
some $350,000, Mr.  Speaker. Now the Mem ber for 
Morris expanded on it s l ig htly and I 'd l ike to tell some 
of the members i n  the government j ust what that 
$350,000 means to a smal l  busi nessman i n  my area or 
i ndeed to any area i n  rural Manitoba. 

Let's consider a farm machinery dealership .  What 
that farm mach inery dealersh ip  m ust sel l is  three 
combines, three tractors and $20,000 worth of parts. 
That's all he can sell in order to qual ify for this 
$350,000 l i m it on i nterest rate relief. Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, 
my col leagues have pointed out that is  not the larger 
combi nes, those are average size combines. In order 
words they are restrict ing their help in farm machin
ery dealerships to ones who sell  less than three com
bi nes, less than th ree tractors and less than $20,000 
worth of parts. I f  anybody dares sel l four combi nes, 
five tractors and $50,000 worth of parts, you're out of 
l uck fellows; no program,  no help;  go broke, to hel l  
with you,  we don't need you i n  the business commun
ity. That's the message that this government has given 
to the small business sector i n  ru ral Man itoba sup
port ing agriculture. Mr. Speaker, it wi l l  not wash. 

To the l u m ber dealersh ips in  my area who may have 
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thought they could have appl ied for the Smal l  Busi
ness Assistance if those home bu i lders sel l  s ix houses 
at $50,000 each p lus  $50,000 worth of paint and 
l u m ber in a year, they don't qual ify. This program wi l l  
do nothi ng for them.  Who was i t  i ntended to  he lp?  I 
suggest, M r. Speaker, it w i l l  help none of the busi
nesses that are going to be the bed rock and the 
foundation of the business com m u n ity for the 1 980s. 
None of them that should be there, deserve to be there 
and have to be there w i l l  be helped with this program. 
Six homes and $50,000 worth of l u m ber and you don't 
qual ify u nder their I nterest Rate Rel ief Program. 

M r. Speaker, I real ly f ind i t  quite i nteresting that 
they have the other criterion in the business i nterest 
relief, as they had with the farm industry relief, that the 
assistance m ust be i ntegral to the prevention of 
potential bankruptcy. Wel l ,  that requ i res on the part of 
the government a value judgment. Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, 
we know how good the value judgment by an N .D .  
Party is  on business endeavours, their profitab i l ity 
and their future success. We saw it  during the Schreyer 
years when $40 m i l l ion were poured i nto Saunders; 
we saw it  when they set up all sorts of d irectly-owned 
government busi nesses, not a one of them ever to 
make a dol lar; and here these new bright boys that 
have come along - the M in ister of Energy and Mines 
was the head honcho of the p lanning bureaucracy 
when the Schreyer adm i nistration a l lowed the hemor
rhage of $40 m i l l ion i nto Saunders - he was the head 
honcho then and now he's part of a government that's 
going to determine what business m ig ht be prevented 
from potential bankruptcy. They, the government that 
poured h undreds of m i l l ions of dol lars i nto fai l i ng  
businesses i n  Manitoba are  go ing  to  make a valu e  
judg ment a s  t o  w h i c h  should receive t h e  l i mited help 
that they have offered? M r. Speaker, they can't  do 
that. 

We know that program in the business com m un ity 
wi l l  not help the businesses that this Manitoba econ
omy needs to provide the services, the manufactur
ing ,  the support industries for the 1 980s; none of them 
wil l  get help from this program. It's a sham; it 's a farce; 
and it's a m isleading of the Manitoba electorate dur
i n g  an election campaign .  Now, the ponies are com
ing home to this g roup of people over here and they 
are going to have appl ication after appl ication turned 
down. Some of those appl icants who are tu rned down 
may well have voted for this g roup and I would sug
gest, Mr .  Speaker, it w i l l  be the last t ime because they 
w i l l  have decided that party, the N .D .  Party, w i l l  do 
anyth ing dur ing an election campaign, saying any
th ing dur ing an election campaign and p ro mise any
th ing dur ing an election campaign strictly to get 
elected and then turn their backs on the people i n  
need that elected them. That's what they' l l  d o .  We 
have seen the i n it ial criterion in the I nterest Rate 
Rel ief Program and we wi l l  see the final touches to it i n  
t h e  next s i x  months a s  t h e  appl ications with a b i g  "No" 
stamped on go back to the appl icants; a b ig  "No." The 
only thing I ask the members opposite is when you put 
the big no on it, put the b ig  NOP after it so they k now 
who promised it, who did not deliver it and who turned 
it down. That's all I ask. 

Mr. Speaker, I had opportunity to have a discussion 
with a bank manager and I realize that's sort of true 
confessions to the N.D. Party; one is not supposed to 
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talk to bank managers because chartered banks are 
evi l ;  chartered banks are the cause of many problems; 
chartered bank managers are terrible people. So, 
pardon me if I tel l  you I did talk to bank managers. I 
talked to them about how the Provincial  Government 
should proceed i n  the next year and a half to assure 
that the newcomers to the farming industry, the 
young farmers who have started up i n  the last several 
years and who i ntend to start up in the next several 
years, should be helped. Do you k now what those 
bank managers told me? They said what MACC 
should do is  provide to the young farmers long term 
i nterest money for the pu rchase of land; that MACC 
should conti n ue and e nhance its role of long term 
mortgages. Now, we have a l ready seen,  as the M in is
ter of Agriculture has told us, that they are reviewin g  
h o w  t o  he lp  new farmers. M r. Speaker, I venture to 
g uess and speculate as I have that what that group 
over there wi l l  come u p  with to help the young farmers 
is not long term mortgages as we brought in as has 
always been the role of MACC unt i l  those aberrant 
years of the Schreyer adm i n istration; they w i l l  go 
back to the state farm program where the state owns 
the resource of production. B ut young farmers can no 
longer own the resource of production,  the land.  I 
hope I ' m  wrong. M r. Speaker, I w i l l  g ive my pledge to 
the M i n ister of Agriculture and to the Treasury Bench 
that I wi l l  stand u p  i n  this House and I wi l l  apologize 
for layin g  my fears on the record that you wi l l  remove 
long-term mortgages for state farms, and I w i l l  apol
ogize for saying that if you maintain long-term mort
gages. But the Member for Springfield is  already 
shaking h i s  head saying you won't have to apologize. 
Wel l ,  M r. Speaker, I accept that, but the Manitoba 
Agricultural Credit Corporation is  being provided 
with $26 m i l l ion worth of funding u nder this Act. 

Now the q uestions that we would l i ke  to have ans
wered is  w i l l  this $26 m i l l ion go to long-term mort
gages for young farmers; w i l l  i t  go  to the consolida
tion of some several loans that some of the young 
farmers have gotten themselves i nto; what are the 
purposes of the MACC $26 m i l l ion that we are going 
to vote i n  the next few days, I would assu me? I have a 
g reat deal of hesitation in support ing th is  $26 m i l l ion 
if it is  going to a l low MACC to go out i nto the market
place and compete with those young farmers i n  the 
purchase of land, so that . . .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order please. The t ime being 5:30, 
when we reach this item again ,  the honourable 
member wil l  have fifteen m i nutes remain ing .  

The Honourable Mem ber for  Spri ngfield. 

MR. ANSTETT: M r. Speaker, subject to the agree
ment that was arrived at by the House Leaders earl ier, 
I would  move, seconded by the Honourable Member 
for Turt le Mountai n ,  that the House do now adjo u rn 
and that we resume i n  Committee of Supply at 8 
o'clock. 

MOTION presented and carried and the House 
adjou rned and stands adjourned u nt i l  2 :00 p . m .  
tomorrow afternoon. (Tuesday) Members w i l l  recon
vene in com mittee this evening at 8:00 p .m.  
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