
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Tuesday, 6 April, 1 982 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. D. James Walding (St. Vital): 
Presenting Petitions . . Reading and Receiving 
Petitions . 

PRESENTING REPORTS BY STANDING 
AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

MR. S P E A K E R :  The H o n o u ra b l e  M e m ber  f o r  
Minnedosa. 

MR. DAVID R.  (Dave) BLAKE (Minnedosa): M r. 
Speaker, I beg to present the F i rst Report on the 
Standing Committee on Publ ic Accounts. 

MR. CLERK, Jack Reeves: The Standing Comm ittee 
on Publ ic Accounts begs leave to present the fol low
ing Com mittee report: 

Your Com mittee met on Tuesday, Apri l 6, 1 982 and 
appointed M r. Blake as Chairman. 

Your Committee agreed that a q uorum for a l l  future 
meeti ngs of  the Committee should consist of six (6) 
members. 

Your Committee has exami ned the Provincial Audi
tor's Report and the Public Accounts of the province 
for the fiscal year ended M arch 3 1 ,  1 981 and finds that 
the receipts and expenditures of the mon ies have 
been careful ly set forth and all monies properly 
accounted for. 

Your Committee received, or has been assured that 
it wi l l  receive, all i nformation desired by any member 
from the Minister, Heads of Departments and members 
of the Provincial Auditor's staff with respect to receipts, 
expenditures and other matters pertai ning to the bus
iness of the province. The fu l lest opportunity was 
accorded to all members of  the Committee to exam
ine vouchers or any documents cal led for and no 
restriction was placed upon the l ine of examination. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u r a b l e  M e m ber  f o r  
Minnedosa. 

MR. BLAKE: M r. Speaker, I m ove, seconded by the 
Honourable Member for Swan River, that the report of 
the Comm ittee be received. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for F l in  
F lon.  

MR. JERRY T. STORIE (Fiin Flon): M r. Speaker, the 
Committee of Supply has considered certain resolu
tions, d irects me to report the same and asks leave to 
sit again. 

I move, seconded by the Honourable Member for 
El l ice, that the report of the Committee be received. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General . 

H ON. ROLAND PENNER (Fort Rouge): M r. Speaker, 
I beg leave to table the report pursuant to Section 29. 1 
of The Fatality Inquiries Act concerning persons who 
d ied in 1 981 whi le in  a correctional institute, jai ls and 
prisons. 

MR. SPEAKER: Notices of Motion . . .  I ntroduction 
of Bills . . .  

ORAL Q UESTIONS 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
Pembina. 

MR. DONALD ORCHARD (Pembina): Thank you, 
M r. Speaker. My question is for the Min ister of 
F inance. Can the M in ister indicate i f  regulations are 
req u i red to proceed with payments to f armers, 
homeowners, and businessmen who have qual ified 
for interest rate rei ief? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Min ister of F inance. 

H O N .  VIC S C H R O E D E R  ( Rossmere): Yes, M r .  
Speaker. 
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MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary. When 
will those regu lations be gazetted? 

MR. SCHROEDER: They're currently being drafted, 
M r. Speaker. 

MR. ORCHARD: I n  the absence of  those regulations, 
does one assume that no  one can be paid i nterest rate 
relief even though they have qual i fied u nder the pro
gram as laid out by the government? 

MR. SCHROEDER: That's correct. 

MR. ORCHARD: M r. Speaker, a f inal  supplementary. 
When would the Min ister believe that the regu lations 
wil l  be drafted, passed and gazetted, so that those 
people who have now qualified, or  will have q ual ified 
for i nterest rate relief, might expect payment of  that 
relief? 

MR. SCHROEDER: Yes, Mr. Speaker. We do hope to 
have the regu lations completed and passed by the 
end of the month. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Arthur.  

MR. JAMES E. DOWNEY (Arthur): M r. Speaker, in 
view of the answers by the Honourable M inister of 
Finance, could the M i n ister of Agriculture indicate to 
the House how many farmers have gone bankrupt in 
the past three months because of the h igh interest 
rates and high operating costs? 
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M R .  S P EA K E R : The Honourable Minister of 
Agriculture. 

HON.  BILL U RUSKI ( Interlake): Mr. Speaker, there 
are farmers who have been in difficulty for a number 
of years. I don't have the specific answers that the 
member is speaking about, but certainly the farm 
community has had difficulties over a number of 
years. In the hog industry, which took two years to 
develop, in other areas, in the beef areas, Mr. Speaker, 
those farmers who are in difficulty are making appli
cation. In fact there are approximately 200 who have 
applied and have been recommended for assistance. 

MR.  DOWNEY: In view of the fact, Mr. Speaker, that it 
was an election promise and that it was an emergency 
program, could the Minister not indicate to this House 
how many people have in fact gone out of business 
because they were unable to cope witti the current 
economic conditions? 

MR.  URUSKI :  Mr. Speaker, there will be, I'm sure, 
people who will go out of business as a result of a 
whole host of factors. Those people that are in busi
ness and are facing the hardships of interest rates are 
app,lying and are being dealt with under the program. 

MR. DOWNEY: In other words, Mr. Speaker, the elec
tion promise of the Premier of this province is not 
going to be kept and there are people who are going 
out of business. 

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

MR.  J. FRANK JOH N STON (Sturgeon Creek): My 
question is to the Minister of Economic Development 
and Tourism and I would like to ask the Minister if she 
qr anybody in herdepartment.had,contact with Walch 
Ltd., the clothing company that's been in operation 
for 60 years in this province before they went into 
receivership? 

MR.  SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister for Eco
nomic Development. 

HON.  M U R IEL SMITH (Osborne): Mr. Speaker, I 
would like .. to take that question as notice. 

MR.  JOHNSTON: Mr. Speaker, my question again, is 
the Minister - she would maybe want to take this 
question as notice. Sun Valley Pools, owned by Edwin 
Zacharias and three other businesses that he owned; 
Creative Fibre Glass Ltd. ;  The Water Closet and Keys
tone Distributors Ltd. also went into receivership, I 
wonder if the Minister's staff has had any opportunity 
to have any conversationor<realings with them before 
or since the unfortunate happenings to these 
companies. 

M RS. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I will take that question 
on notice too. The staff normally are aware of receiv
erships as they come along and there is an orderly 
process that is honoured. They don't usually inter
vene in any more active way unless there is a program 
that we have in place to assist them but I certainly will 
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get further information for the honourable member 
opposite. 

M R .  JOH N STON: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker, I 
would ask the Minister why they hadn't done some 
investigating in the clothing retail business when 
Brownstone's had gone into receivership or broke in 
January? The indication then was that the industry 
was in trouble and thi:tre are other people in trouble. I 
would ask the Minister also, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Premier's statement, we can provide interest rate 
relief and economic climate to ensure that all small 
businesses stay in business - I wonder, Mr. Speaker, 
if the Minister could answer if that promise is going to 
be kept in the future? 

MRS.  SMITH: Mr. Speaker, the member opposite 
must know that the oepartment has not had in place 
active programs for dealing with retail business. I 
also, however will undertake to get further informa
tion about this particular business. I'd like to add 
though, that I don't recall the leader or anyone else on 
this side saying that we could save all businesses 
immediately. We said -(Interjection)- We said, Mr. 
Speaker, and I'm sure that everyone on this side of the 
house will agree with me, that we could not promise 
quick and easy solutions. We could put in place -
(Interjection)- we could - if you will be so polite, Sir 
- we will put in place emergency programs to deal 
with the most difficult cases and we will then attempt 
to do the longer-range planning which will build a 
more secure economy. We do not, Mr. Speaker, as the 
members opposite well know, control the interest rate 
policy of this country which is the prime reason, Mr. 
Speaker, for the difficulty that Manitoba businesses 
are now finding themselves in. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable Leader of the 
Opposition. 

M R .  STERLING LYON (Charleswood): Mr. Speaker, I 
have a question for the Minister of Agriculture. Has 
the Minister of Agriculture received from the Mani
toba Cattle Producers Association a letter and att
achments of March 24, 1982, wherein the report of 
that Producers Association with respect to their ideas 
in beef cattle marketing are put forward for the edifi
cation of all members of the House? 

MR. URUSKI :  Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

M R .  LYON: In view of the fact, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Manitoba Cattle Producers Association represents 
approximately 1 5 ,000 producers in Manitoba, can the 
Minister confirm to the House that the beef stabiliza
tion plan which he announced the other day was 
worked out in close concert with the Manitoba Cattle 
Producers Association and in accordance with the 
recommendations that they made as part of their 
study of beef marketing? 

M R .  URUSKI :  Mr. Speaker, the program that was de
veloped was made in consultation with them and with 
other farm groups in the industry across the Province 
of Manitoba. Mr. Speaker, there were several consul
tations made, but the program wasn't developed to be 
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s p e c i f i c  a l o n g  t h e  l i nes  t h at t h e  a s s o c i at i on 
recom mended.  

M R . LYON: M r. S peaker, could the Hon o u rab le  M i n
ister advise the House and  the people of Man itoba 
w h at other farm g roups  or  i n d iv idua ls  he consu lted , 
w hose advice he wou l d  take over that of the Man itoba 
Catt le P rod ucers Associ at ion which rep resents about 
98 percent of the produ cers in  Man itoba? 

MR. UR USKI :  M r. Speaker,  i t  seems that the Leader 
of the  O p pos i t ion whose g ro u p i m posed the  p i ece of 
l eg i s lat ion o n  the farmers of M a n itoba,  a com p u l sory 
g r o u p  a n d  a compu lsory check out  now wants to te l l  
the  farmers of Man itoba that they are the ones that are 
represent ing them.  That's just n ot the case, M r. 
Speaker.  There a re many p rod ucer groups i n  the beef 
i n d u stry who I h ave consu lted with and h ave spoken 
to.  -(I nterject i o n ) - M r. S peaker, i f  mem bers wou l d  
care to read Hansard there was a l o n g  d iscuss ion a n d  
debate i n  t h i s  C h a m ber about who w e  consu lted w i t h .  
I f  the  honourab le  mem bers d o n ' t  w a n t  t o  read that 's 
their  p rerogat ive, M r. S peaker. 

M R .  LYON: M r. S peaker,  cou l d  the  M i n ister of Agr i
cu l ture then advise the House and  the catt l e  produc
ers of Man itoba why i t  i s  that the  pr i n c i p les w h i c h  
appear to u nder l ie  h i s  stabi l izat i o n  p l a n  a r e  at 1 80 
degree var iance, or wou l d  appear to be at 1 80 degree 
variance, from the recommendat ions  made by the 
rep o rt of the Alternat ive Market i n g  Comm ittee of the 
Man itoba Catt le  Pro d ucers Associ at io n ,  i f  in fact, as 
he says, he had mean i ngfu l consu ltat ions  with that 
g roup?  

M R .  URUSKI :  M r. S peaker, i f  the Honourab le  Leader 
of the  O p pos i t ion ag rees with that report then I p re
sume he does n 't ag ree wi th  the cash advances that we 
are propos ing  to the catt le i n d u stry? -(l nterject ion )
Maybe the honourab le  mem bers o n  the opposite s i d e  
d o n 't l i ke t h e  answers after t h e y  raised t h e  quest ions .  
M r. S peaker, the pr inc i p les of i n come sta b i l izat ion 
a n d  i n s u rance we h ave used i n  the  p lan  that we h ave 
proposed, w h i l e  i t  varies in terms of the spec i f ics as to 
w h i c h  part of the i n d u str ies s h a l l  be covered ,  n ever
the less,  the' pr inc i p les were accepted by us and  by 
M C PA in their proposals to us. 

What i s  at var iance, M r. S peaker,  is the way that the 
pre m i u m  structure that was proposed by his group ,  
that was set  up  by  h is  g roup ,  w h ich i n d i cates i n  the i r  
proposals that ,  for exam ple ,  the  cow-calf i n du stry 
cou l d  i n s u re themselves at a p re m i u m  of somewhere 
aro u n d  1 6  percent of the sa le pr ice of the catt le .  We 
cou l d  not accept that and the m e m bers opposite who 
h ave said that 2 percent is  too h i g h ,  a p re m i u m  that 
farmers shou ld  pay, h i s  own associat ion sa id  that 
those same farmers s h o u l d  pay at l east 1 6  percen t  of 
the sa le pr ice of the i r  catt le .  

MR.  LYON: M r. S peaker,  cou l d  I ask the M i n ister of 
Agr icu l ture this q u esti o n ?  A s i m p le  yes or  no w i l l  
suff i ce. M r. S peaker, i n  t h e  report of t h e  Alternative 
Market i n g  C o m m i ttee of the M a n itoba Catt le  Produ c
ers Associat ion wh ich  the M i n i ster says he h as 
received,  would he advise the House and  the catt le  
prod ucers and the c it izens of Man itoba, i f  he i s  aware 
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of th is  paragraph in  that report, a n d  I 'm quot i n g  from 
page 7 of the i r  report ,  "Another concern expressed by 
the com m i ttee i s  that the Provi nc ia l  Govern ment not 
i m p lement a market i n g  or sta b i l izat ion  p lan  w h i c h  
wou l d  restrict p rodu cers' freedoms i n  the m arket
p lace.  U pon study of the Saskatchewan Beef Stabi l i 
zat i o n  Board's central se l l i n g  concept,  the l oss of  t h i s  
freedom i s  evident ."  M r. S peaker, that's a q u ote. 
Wou l d  the  M i n i ster te l l  u s  whether or  n ot his p l a n  is i n  
accordance with that d i rect warn i n g  b y  the Beef Cat
tle Producers Associat ion of M a n itoba? 

MR. URUSKI :  Mr .  S peaker, very obv ious ly  the  p ro
posal I 've made is not i n  accordance with  that s u b m is
s i o n .  -(I nterject ion ) - A bsolutely,  M r. S peaker, and 
one way that we h ave used the program to be able to 
ensu re that the payments that we d o  make are pa id 
out  o n  the bas i s  of the s laughter catt le  that are mar
keted and  the o n l y  way to do that is t h ro u g h  a central  
sel l i ng agency and  we h ave p roposed that ,  Mr .  
S peaker. That i s  the reason that i s  be in g  p roposed so 
that several ways of payments are not be ing  paid out 
and that produ cers can and w i l l  be able to br i n g  about 
some further com pet i t ion  in the  marketplace for the 
catt l e  that they se l l  together, not u n l i ke ,  Mr .  S peaker, 
what was proposed a n d  was done  by - I pres u m e  he 
was in government  in the  early '60s when they set u p  
the Hog Market i n g  C o m mi ss i o n .  

MR. LYON: T h e n ,  Mr .  Speaker,  cou ld  the  Honourable 
M i n i ster of Agr icu l ture conf irm to the House that on 
the bas is  of the  s ketch y  out l i n e  that we've had thus far 
of h i s  stabi l izat ion and market i n g  p lan  that h e  is in fact 
b ri n g i n g  in a p lan  that is contrary to the recommenda
t ions  of about  90 percent of the  beef p roducers i n  
Man itoba? 

MR.  URUSKI :  M r. Speaker,  I have consu lted with 
many more people than the Associat ion  of the M C PA 
and I bel i eve that we w i l l  h ave a n  opport u n ity to see 
how many peop le  s u pport t h at o rg a n izat ion  on  a 
vo luntary bas i s  a n d  obv ious ly  we w i l l  see how many 
peop l e  support that I bel i eve that there are many more 
farmers i n  the  catt le i n d u stry i n  this p rovi nce that 
shou ld  h ave been consu l ted a n d  were consu lted by 
o u r  g ro u p  a n d  t h i s  program was developed as a res u lt 
of those consu ltat ions .  

MR. S P EAKER : The H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  for  
Lakeside .  

MR. HARRY ENNS (Lakeside): M r. S peaker, I wonder 
i f  the M i n i ster of Agr icu l ture can i n d icate whether or  
not h e  and  h is  g overn ment  i nten d s  to,  as they develop 
th is  p lan ,  e i ther  p u rc hase o r  l ease feed lot faci l i t ies i n  
the Prov ince o f  Man itoba. 

M R .  S P EA K E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M i n i st e r  of 
Agricu l tu re.  

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Speaker,  there w i l l  be a p rod u cers 
grou p establ i s hed to d i scuss ram if ications  of areas 
w h i c h  have been h i stor ica l l y  cow-cal f  produ c i n g  
areas a n d  i f  there i s  a need i n  terms of d iscuss ion  wi th  
those producers that  there may need to be fac i l i t ies 
establ ished o n  a co-operative basis i n  those areas 
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certa inly we wou l d  want to encou rage that to happen .  

MR. ENNS: Mr. S peaker,  I take i t  then i t  wou l d  be 
correct to ass u m e  that as the plan is env isaged by the 
M i n ister i t  i s  poss i bl e  that the govern ment w i l l  be 
p u rchas i n g  d i rect ly l a rge  feedlots in the Provi nce of 
Man itoba. I must rem i n d  the Honourab le  M i n ister that 
feed lot capacity i s  avai l a b l e  r ight  now. The catt le  
feeders have  had a tough t ime and you can probably 
get a bar�ai n .  

M R .  URUSKI :  M r. Speaker ,  no ,  i t 's not o u r  i ntent ion 
to go out  and  p u rchase feed l ots. I t  i s  our  i ntent ion to 
enco u rage the cow-calf i n d ustry to move the i r  i n d u s
t ry i nto not on ly  prov i d i n g  the  calf  crop for the P rov
i nce of Man itoba,  but also mov ing a long and f i n i s h i n g  
that c a l f  c r o p .  I f  there i s  a des i re o n  behalf  of p rod u c
ers i n  the i r  area on a co-operative bas i s  to deve lop  

f in ish i n g  fac i l i t ies ,  certa i n l y  we would want  to look at 
that and e ncou rage that to happen . 

MR.  ENNS: O n e  f ina l  q u estion ,  M r. Speaker,  how 
does the M i n ister  i ntend to set i t  u p ?  Wi l l  i t  be r u n  as a 
C rown Corporat ion  with  c i v i l  servants that normal ly  
work from 8:30 a .m.  to 4:30 p .m.  to look after  a coup le  
of thousand  head  of catt l e  that have  to be fed  every 
day, S u n d ay ,  Sat u rdays, i nc l u d i n g  Ch r istmas? I f  so , 
can he i n d i cate an off ice to wh ich app l i cat ions for 
jobs can be sent? 

MR.  URUSKI :  M r. Speaker ,  i t  a ppears that the hon
o u rab le  m e m be r  w ishes to catch the good lens of the 
camera.  H e  can certa i n l y  h ave, and  his co l leagues 
have, an a m ple o pport u n ity to d i scuss a l l  the i r  aspects 
of t h i s  p rogram u nder my Est i m ates wh ich  a re before 
the House now. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  M e m ber  for T u rt le  
Mq_u ntain. 

MR. A. B R IAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): M r. 
S peaker ,  my q uest ion  is to the Act i n g  M i n i ster  of 
Energy and M i nes.  I wonder i f  the Act i n g  M i n i ster 
cou l d  conf i rm whether o r  not work i s  p roceed i n g  on 
the  c lear i n g  of a Hydro r ig ht-of-way from Koostatak 
to Jack head and at the same t ime  perhaps the Act ing  
M i n i ster cou ld  answer the  q uest ion of  how the con
traqt for that c learing was awarded and when the.work 
is expected to be completed? 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  M i n ister of F i nance.  

MR.  SCHROEDER: Than k you ,  M r. S peaker.  Those 
are two good q u est ions .  I ' l l  take them as notice. 

MR.  RANSOM:  M r. Speaker,  my q u esti o n  i s  for the 
M i n ister of F i nance .  Over the recent weeks,  there 
have been a n u m be r  of d i fferent f i g u res put  forward 
by the M i n i ster of F i nance as to the net i m pact u pon 
Man itoba's reven ues of t h e  new f inanc ing  arrange
ments with the Federal Government .  I be l ieve the M i n
i ster had p rov ided me w i th  a l etter a cou p l e  of weeks 
ago for wh ich  I express my thanks c lear ing u p  a 
statement that h e  h ad made p rev ious ly  about a $38 
m i l l i o n  cutback and say i n g  that i t  wou l d  be $21 m i l 
l i o n .  I n o w  s e e  i n  the presentat ion wh ich  tlie M i n ister 

made to the Com mittee of Parl iament  in Ottawa that i t  
wou l d  a p pear that  t h e  loss to the  prov i n ce might  be 
$21 m i l l ion  i n stead of $31 m i l l io n .  Coul d  h e  advise 
whether that 's  because i t 's  an average or whether 
that 's a f ig u re that app l ies to 1 982-83? 

MR. SCHROEl;)ER: Thank you, M r. Speaker. Yes, I 
had referreq lilf pne stage to 38 m i l l i o n  because I 
had n't  taken into account  another $7 m i l l i o n  offset 
w h i c h  brought  i t  dow n  to 3 1  m i l l io n .  The 3 1  m i l l i o n  
w a s  the loss f o r  t h e  year 1 982-83 o n  Estab l i shed Pro
g ra m  F i nanc ing  and Equa l izat ion put together.  Equal
izat ion  g ives u s  a l oss from where we wou l d  have been 
u n d e r  the old p rog ram of 21 m i l l ion  and EPF l oses us 
an add i t iona l  ten. The mater ia l  that the h o n o u rable 
m e m be r  refers to i s  mater ia l  in  which I d iscuss on ly  
the  Equa l izat ion  port ion ,  the reaso n  for that bei n g  
that w h e n  I went to Ottawa I wasn't  d iscuss i n g  EPF ,  
because Man itoba i s  bei n g  t reated i n  a fas h i o n  s i m i la r  
to a l l  o ther  p rov i nces with  respect to that .  I t  was  on ly  
the equa l izat ion  port ion I was  referr i n g  to. 

MR. RANSOM: I t hank  the M i n i ster for that answer,  
M r. S peaker. Some days ago,  perhaps two weeks ago,  
I asked the Honou rab le  M i n i ster of F i nance i f  h e  cou l d  
prov ide  a n  est i m ate o f  what percentage of post
secon dary ed ucat i o n. costs would be  covered by the  
Federal Govern ment  under  the new cost  shar i n g  
arrangements.  I w o n d e r  i f  the  M i n i ster cou ld  advise 
the House as to what that f igure wou l d  be? 

MR. SCHROEDER: I 'm sorry, I st i l l  don't have that 
n u m ber  but I ' l l  t ry to have it to the m e m ber  before the 
end of the week .  

M R .  SPEAKER: T h e  Honou rab le  M e m ber  f o r  Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L.R. (Bud) SHER MAN (Fort Garry): M r. Speaker,  
my q u est i o n  i s  to the Honourab le  M i n ister of Health .  I 
w o u l d  l i ke to ask h i m  if he can conf i rm that C h i l d ren 's  
Hos pita l  w i l l  rem a i n  as i s  an d  where i t  i s ,  that i s  as a 
separate fac i l ity and  a separate ident ity on the Health 
Sc iences Centre campus? 
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M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourable M i n i ster of Healt h .  

TABLING OF DOCUMENTS 

H O N .  LAURENT DESJARDINS (St. Boniface): M r. 
S peaker ,  there has been n o  change as I expla i ned 
yesterday. Th is  was at the staff leve l  and noth i n g  has 
been approved o r  even p laced in front of the board of 
the hospita l  or  the com m iss ion .  

M r. Speaker ,  I wou ld  l i k e  to tab le  a lso at th i s  t ime ,  i f  I 
may,  a l etter from the Pres ident  of the Health Sc ien
ces Centre to the Ed itor of the Wi n n i peg S u n  ask i n g  
h i m  t o  retract remarks that were m a d e  i n  t h e  n ews
paper t h i s  morn i n g .  I don ' t  t h i n k  there's any need to 
read i t. There's a lso a letter to myself from the P resi
dent  and a p ress release that the  Health Sc iences 
Centre made t h i s  morn i n g  and i f  I may - do I have to 
read ,the p ress release? That w i l l  g ive the best answer. 
I ' l l  table the whole th ing .  

"Contrary to w h at has appeared i n  recent stories i n  
the W i n n i peg Free  P ress and su bseq uent ly  carrred by  
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other media ,  the C h i l d ren's Hospita l  is a l i ve  and wel l  
at the Hea l th  Sc iences Centre.  

Construct ion of the f ive-storey $ 1 1 m i l l i o n  b u i l d i n g  
a t  Sherb rook and W i l l i am i s  p rog ress ing  o n  schedu le 
w i th  an ant ic i pated complet ion  d ate i n  December of 
1 983. 

S i m u ltaneously ,  d iscuss ions are under  way wi th  
the c l i n i cal  department heads and sen i o r  manage
ment at the Health Sciences Centre on the p l a n n i n g  of 
the  H .A .  b u i l d i n g ,  the major  component  of the Cen
tre's redevelopment  p rog ram.  T h ese g roups  a re 
revi ew ing  various p rogram alternatives and  opt ions 
for H .A .  and the balance of the i r  redevelopment p ro
g ram and were asked to express to the P lan n i n g  
Department  a n y  concerns o r  suggest ions  they may 
h ave on the concepts be i n g  deve loped .  This was 
i n tended to be an i nternal  rev iew for the deve lopment  
of a f ina l  p lan  for cons iderat i o n  by the  HSC Board and 
the  Man itoba Health Services Comm iss i o n .  Unfortu
nately ,  wide d istr i but ion  of a memo prepared by t h e  
H ead of the Department  of C h i l d  H eal th  l e a d  to a 
tota l ly  erroneous front page story i n  the  W i n n i peg 
F ree P ress rega rd i n g  the  status  of the  C h i l d ren 's  Hos
pita l  w i th i n  the Health Sc iences Centre .  

The p lan  for the C h i l d ren 's  Hospital  b u i l d i n g  now 
u n d e r  way ,  as approved by the H S C  Board and the  
G overnment of Man itoba, h ave n ot been  changed.  
Th i s  b u i l d i n g  i s  p resent ly u n der  construct i o n  and  w i l l  
h ouse 1 30 ped iatr ic  i n-pat ient  beds as wel l  a s  c h i ld
ren ' s  c l i n i cs .  Stee l  g i rders for th is  b u i l d i n g  wi l l  soon 
be ev ident ,  as i s  obv ious as the act iv i ty  w i th i n  the 
construct ion  s i te has been s i nce Septe m ber  of l ast 
year when the sod-t u r n i n g  for th e  H . C .  and H . S .  b u i l d
ing were celebrated . "  

So,  I ' l l  table the  who le  package. 

ORAL QUESTION Cont'd 

M R .  SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  M e m be r  for Fort 
Garry. 

M R .  SHERMAN: M r. S peaker,  I thank  the Honourab le  
M i n ister for that i nformat ion ,  but  i n  v iew of the anx ie
t ies  and the shaken morale that has resu lted as a 
conseq uence of the reports i n  the past few days and i n  
v iew of the fact that there st i l l  are cons iderab le  rum
o u rs sw i rl i n g  about  t h e  Hea l th  Sc iences Centre and 
part icu larly the C h i l d ren 's  H osp i ta l  and I 'm s u re that  
the  M i n i ster i s  aware of  them and I can assu re h i m  that 
I am persona l ly  aware of them.  Wou ld  he cons ider  
mak ing  a statement  conf i rm i n g  that i t  i s  the  i ntent ion 
of th is  govern ment ,  as i t  was of the  p rev ious govern
ment ,  that C h i l d ren 's  Hosp i ta l  be ma i nta i ned as a 
separate ident i ty i n  a separate fac i l i ty,  and that i nteg
r i ty w i l l  not be compro m ised? 

MR.  DESJARD I NS: M r. Speaker ,  I t h i n k  for the 
moment the statement  made by t h e  H eal th  Sc iences 
Centre and the statement that I made in t h i s  House 
today and yesterday wi l l  su ff ice .  I wou l d  l i ke to te l l  the  
honourab le  m e m be r  that we certa i n ly w i l l  review the  
who le  s i tuat ion .  Th is  caught  m e  by s u rpr ise yesterday 
and I i ntend to,  i f  at poss i b le ,  i f  ready and I hope I ' l l  be 
ready, to have a f ive-year program for construct ion .  
That  w i l l  be rev iewed dur ing  the Est i m ates and I 
wou l d  g l ad ly  want to d iscuss t h i s  w i th  my honourab le  
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fr iend and any other  m e m bers of t h e  House at t h at 
t ime .  

MR.  SHERMAN:  One f ina l  s u p p l e me n t a ry ,  M r. 
S peaker,  I wonder if the M i n ister wou ld  conf i rm t h ai 
f i rst phase redeve lopment  of the  Health Sc iences 
Centre i s  set and that the k i n ds of de lays and frustra
t ions  that were c reated by w ra n g l i n g  and rev is ion  for 
many years - I lay the b lame at n o  one's d oorstep ,  
two governments l i ved through i t - that k ind  of de lay 
and  frustrat ion  w i l l  not be perm i tted to resu rrect itself ;  
that i f  there i s  to be wran g l i ng and rev i s ion ,  i t  s h o u l d  
be wi th  the second p hase redeve lopment ,  but  the  f i rst 
stage redevelopment  is set and w i l l  go a head as 
scheduled .  

MR.  DESJARDINS:  M r. Speaker ,  I 'm s u re i f  my hon
ou rable f r iend had been asked that q u est ion a few 
years ago he wou ld  h ave sa id  absolute ly not, and we 
see what happened t h roug h n o  fault of my h o n o u r
ab le  f r iend .  Now,  I ' m  not g o i n g  to make a statement  
that I ' m  not s u re what i s  go ing  to happen , I ' m  say i n g  
that we have n 't c hanged anyt h i n g ,  that I ' m  rev iewi n g  
i t .  I wou ld  w a n t  to look  at the  who le  s i tuat ion and  i f  i t  
takes t o o  m u c h  t i m e  we w i l l  speed i t  o n .  W e  w i l l  do  
someth i n g  and I h ave req uested the  i nformat ion  -
t h e  money that i s  be ing  spent so far on p l a n n i n g  at the  
Hea l th  Sc iences Centre - and I want  to  g i ve th i s  
i nformat ion  to s hare w i th  the  m e m bers of t h i s  H o use 
dur ing  the  E st i m ate review. B u t  as far  as the  i ntent of 
my honourab le  fr iend's q uest ion ,  I h ave n o  d iffi c u lty 
with that at a l l ,  but  as my h o n o u rable fr iend k n ows, 
you can't  rea l l y  control everyt h i n g  at al l  t i m es ,  so I 
can't  make t h e  statement that w i l l  not happen. 

MR. SPEAKER:  The H o n o u ra b l e  Leade r  of t h e  
Opposi t ion .  

MR. LYON: M r. S peaker ,  I h ave a q uest ion  for the  
F i rst M i n ister .  I wonder  i f  h e  cou ld  advise the H ouse 
as to  whet h e r  o r  not h e  has received from the Man i 
toba  Catt le  Prod ucers Associat ion a request to h ave a 
meet i n g  w i th  h i mse l f  and w i th  t h e  mem bers of h i s  
Cab i net i n  o rder  that the  M a n itoba Catt le  Prod u cers 
Assoc iat i o n ,  as they say i n  t h e i r  l etter, can fam i l iar ize 
themselves with the p rov inc ia l  Cab i net,  the i r goals 
and o bj ectives. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le  F i rst M i n i ster. 

HON.  HOWARD R .  PAWLEY (Selkirk) :  M r. Speaker, I 
wou l d  have to take t h at q u est ion as not ice ,  I have n ot 
received it persona l ly .  There may be one  that has 
arr ived. I know that the M i n ister of Agricu l ture h as 
a l ready met w i th  the  Man itoba Cattle Producers 
Associ at ion  twice ,  t h ree t i mes,  so that i nd eed there 
has been cons iderab le  representat ion  that has been 
made.  

MR. LYON:  Mr. S peaker ,  I can  we l l  apprec iate what 
the  H o n o u ra b l e  F i rst M i n ister  is say i n g .  Perhaps i t  
wou l d  be he lp fu l  for h im i f  I l a id  o n  the table of the 
House for h is  benef i t  and for t h e  record the com m u n i 
cat ion  w h i c h  I take i t  a l l  members of the H ouse h ave 
received,  d ated t h e  24th of M a rc h ,  exp l a i n i n g  the 
make-up of t h e  associat ion a n d  exp la i n i n g  the mar-
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ket i n g  recom mendat ions of that assoc iat ion about 
which I was q u est i o n i n g  the Min i ster of Agr icu l tu re 
j u st a few moments ago. So,  f sho u l d  l i ke to lay that o n  
the  t a b l e  of the House ;  i t  m i g ht be hel pfu l to the F i rst 
M i n i ster. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M e m be r  for Tuxedo. 

M R .  GARY FILMON (Tuxedo): M r. S peaker,  my 
q uestiorl is  for the Prem ier. I wonder i f  h e  could tel l  us  
i f  h is  off ice i s  st i l l  respon s i b l e  for the  I nformat ion 
Services B ranch.  

MR.  PAWLEY: Yes,  M r. Speaker. 

M R .  FILMO N :  M r. S peaker, I wonder if t h e  F i rst M i n is
ter could i n d i cate who in his office i s  respons ib le  for 
f inal approval  of the news re leases w h i c h  emanate 
from the branch. 

M R .  PAWLEY: M r. Speaker,  i n  connect ion with news 
re leases ,  i n d i v i d u a l  C a b i n e t  M i n i s t e rs ass u m e  
respo n s i b i l i ty for part i cu la r  n ews releases that are 
issued in the i r  i n d iv idua l  n a mes. 

MR. FILM ON:  M r. S peaker ,  in v iew of the fact that the 
n ews releases that were released l ast Fr iday h ave a 
n u m be r  of p hotog raphs,  some of w h i c h  a re capt ioned 
as follows, there's one here t h at says: "The leg is lat ive 
representative, shown l eft, i nc l u d e  the m over of the 
Add ress for t h e  S peech from the  Throne ,  Dau p h i n  
M LA J o h n  P l o h m a n ,  secon d  from r ig ht ."  I f  I ' m  not 
m i staken , a l though  I do  rea l ize that t h ey look a bit  
a l i ke ,  i t  i s  the M e m be r  for The Pas who did in fact 
move the S peech from the Throne. Perhaps the Pre
m i e r  m i g h t  like to get the two of them together  and 
dec ide wh ich  shou ld  shave of f  h i s  moustache so that 
we can avoi d  t h e  confus ion i n  the futu re. 

As wel l ,  ther� is  another photograp h ,  S ir ,  w h i c h  
i n c l u des y o u  a n d  i t  i n d icates that i t ' s  a p resentat ion  o f  
a Red R iver cart to the  ret i r i n g  O m bu d s m a n ,  and i t  
ident i f ies the peop le  i n  t h e  p hotog rap h  as yourself  
and M r. M al tby and  i t  says: " M rs. M al tby i s  shown 
with her  h usband and  the  Speaker" and  there on ly  
appears to be two peop le  i n  the photograph. My q ues
t ion ,  M r. S peaker ,  i s  th i s  any i n d i cat i o n  of the effi
c iency and the accu racy that we can expect from the  
I nformat ion  S ervices Branch now that  i t ' s  under h is  
personal  contro l? 

MR.  PAWLEY: M r. S peaker,  the Honou rable M e m ber  
for Dau p h i n  a n d  the  Honou rab le  Member  for The Pas 
are both good- loo k i n g  gent lemen. I m i g ht ment ion ,  
M r. S peaker,  that they bot h ,  because of the i r  good 
looks, tend to resemb le  one another and therefore I ' m  
n o t  part icu lar ly  su rpr ised that somebody m i g ht have 
m i s u nderstood one for the other u nd e r  the c i rcum
stances. M r. S peaker,  on the  o ther  hand ,  I ' m  not  about 
to try to exp l a i n  why the second p i ct u re the honour
ab le  m e m ber  referred to suggested my p resence 
when ,  i ndeed,  I wasn't there except m aybe because 
I 've tr ied to cover too m u c h  of the f ield and j ust hap
pened to be not there at that part icular moment. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u r a b l e  M e m b e r  
for Pemb i na. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank  you ,  M r. S peaker,  my q u es
tion i s  for the Mi n i ster of Agr icu l ture. Did B i l l  Janssen ,  
the former Deputy M i n ister of Agr icu l tu re ,  w h o  i s  now 
on contract w i th  th is  govern ment  at $5,000 per  month 
p l u s  expenses have any part i n  the  d raft i ng  of the Beef 
S u p port Program? 

M R .  U RUSK'.I: Mr. Cha i rman ,  he a long  w i th  other 
peop le  with i n  tht! department d id take part  in  develop
ing this p rog ram. 

MR.  ORCHARD: Thank  you ,  M r. S peaker. So,  now 
we have conf i rmat ion from the M i n ister of Agr icu l 
t u re ,  who at l east o n e  of these u n named advisory 
sou rces so k n owledgeable on the beef com m u n ity i n  
Man itoba are, a n d  I wou ld  ask t h e  M i n ister o f  Agr icu l 
t u re i f  he be l i eves t h at M r. J anssen now en joys the 
same 76 percent of nonsupport among the beef p ro
d u ce rs of t h e  p rov ince  today that he enjoyed i n  1 977? 

MR.  SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  Mem ber for l n kster. 

M R .  DON SCOTT ( lnkster) : Thank  you ,  M r. S peaker. 
I have a q uest ion  for the M i n i ster of Env i ro n m ent. 
Yesterday, we had q u est ions regard i n g  the atmos
phere of t h i s  House be ing  rather  p ungent  at the  t ime. I 
note now that it is qu ite c lean.  I ' m  wonder i n g  if the 
M i n ister has taken a n y  act ion  or  i f  a l l  the  m e m bers 
have taken a shower th i s  morn i ng.  

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

HON.  JAY COWAN (Churchil l) :  As the mem bers can 
tel l  ari s i n g  from t h e  q uest ion  from the Honourab le  
Member  for Swan R iver yesterday and the q u est ions 
from mem bers o n  th is  s ide  prev ious to that in  pr ivate, I 
had req uested the Workp lace Safety and  Health D iv i 
s ion  to i nvestigate the  odou rs which were bei n g  expe
r ienced i n  the Cham bers. 

They fou n d  that a coal-tar pot and asphalt  opera
t i o n ,  as part of the roof i n g  operat ion  w h i c h  was o ngo
i n g  on the b u i l d i n g ,  was put close to one of the vents, 
and they h ave had the vent tu rned off, and therefore, 
the sme l l  w h i c h  was emanat i n g  yesterday i s  not w i th  
us  today. H owever, there i s  a red uced a i r  f low in  the 
Cham bers and I m u!lt warn the  mem bers opposite 
that may have some i m pact and i nf luence on the i r  
thought  process,  but  t h e  fact i s  that we have  removed 
the sou rce and the method by wh ich  the fumes were 
enteri ng the  C h a m be r  - we have not removed the 
sou rce, and I 'm to u n derstand i t  wi l l  be s ix  weeks 
before the operat ion  i s  complete. D u ri n g  that t i me,  
the Workp lace Safety and Health Div is ion w i l l  be mon
i tor ing the a i r  in  the  Cham bers to e n s u re t h at we do 
not have an occu rrence such as we had the other day. 
I f ,  i n  fact, that does happen ,  I can assu re you that we 
w i l l  take q u ick  and prompt act ion  as the Workp lace 
Safety and Health D iv is ion did in response to th i s  very 
ser ious concern.  So I w ish to pub l i c ly  commend them 
for the i r qu ick  act ion  and on beha l f  of a l l  the mem bers 
i n  t�e Chamber ,  t h a n k  them for the i r  dec is ive act ion. 
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M R .  S P EA K E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m b e r  f o r  
Turt le  Mou ntain.  
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M R .  RANSOM: M r. Speaker,  a n u m ber of quest ions 
have been p laced to the M i n ister of Transportat ion  
concern i n g  the return  of abandoned r ig hts-of-way to  
s u rrou n d i n g  landowners .  The M i n ister had i n d i cated 
some days ago that he wou ld  treat i n d iv idua l  req uests 
on an emergency bas i s  and he f u rther i n d i cated that 
he had not received any such req uests. I wou ld  ask 
the M i n ister i f  h e  can now advise the  House whether 
or  not  h e  h as received i n d iv idua l  req uests because I 
have here copies of some seven letters wh ich  h ave 
been d i rected,  I bel i eve six of them,  to the M i n ister of 
Transportat ion  and one to the M i n i ster of Agr icu l tu re .  
Can the  M i n ister adv ise whether  or  n ot h e  has 
received these l etters and i f  he wi l l  be treat ing  them on 
an emergency bas is? 

MR. SPEAKE R :  The H o n u rab le  M i n ister of G overn
ment Services. 

HON. SAMUEL USKIW (Lac du Bonnet): M r. Speaker, 
the letters in q u est ion I h ave not seen, but  it 's log ica l  
that i s  so i n  the  sense that the l etters are f u n n e l l ed 
d i rect ly to the respond i n g  agency,  and the  respond
i ng agency at the moment i s  not i n  a pos i t ion to 
respond because of a p o l i cy rev iew which I i n d i cated 
to the m e m ber  o n  two o r  th ree occasions .  When that 
rev i ew is c o m p l eted , that response w i l l  be made 
u n l ess, i ndeed, there are c i rcumstances wh ich  req u i re 
i m m ed i ate attent ion i n  w h i c h  case I ' m  p repared to 
look at those, M r. Speaker.  

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker ,  that p laces the c i t izens 
of the  p rovi nce t h at have a n  interest in th is matter in a 
very d i ff icu l t  set of c i rc u m stances because I have here 
one  l etter that is dated the 1 5th  of March and i s  
d i rected to the H o n o u rab le  M i n ister of Transporta
t ion .  How does one get to h ave contact wi th  the Hon
o u rab le  M i n ister of Transportat ion  i f  he doesn't read 
his mai l ?  T h i s  i s  dated the 1 5th  of March and the 
M i n ister has advised the House,  I bel i eve on two 
separate occas ions ,  that h e  w i l l  t reat req u ests of t h i s  
nat u re on an e mergency bas is .  My quest ion i s ,  Mr. 
Speaker, w i l l  the M i n ister of Transportat ion  read h i s  
ma i l ?  

M R .  USKIW:  M r. Speaker ,  the l etter be ing dated 
M a rch 1 5t h ,  of cou rse, i s  not a dated p i ece of 
i nformat ion .  

MR.  RANSOM:  M r. Speaker ,  w i ll the M i n i ster g ive the  
House a n  u n dertak i n g  that he w i l l  ask  h i s  staff to  
provide h im wi th  l etters that have  come i n  deal i n g  
w i t h  the q u est i o n  o f  abandoned r ights-of-way a n d  
that h e  w i l l  t h e n  t reat t h ose letters i n  t h e  m a n n e r  that 
he has advised t h e  H o u se they wou ld  be t reated , and 
that i s ,  o n  a n  e mergency bas is  and  dealt  w i th  so that 
these farmers a re ab le  to p lan  the i r  operat ions for the 
u pcom i n g  year? 

MR. SPEAKE R :  The H o n o u rab le  M e m be r  for Morr is .  

MR.  CLAYTON MANN E SS (Morris): Thank you,  M r. 
Speaker.  I asked the  M i n ister of Transportat ion  a 
quest ion yesterday regard i n g  a l ist of names ,  i f  he  
may be p repared to d i sc l ose as to who wou ld  be 
rep resent i n g  the govern ment in any rural meet i ngs 
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regard i n g  the Crow rate issue ,  and he gave me an 
answer in the House ,  an answer that I fou n d  a l it t le b i t  
confu s i n g ,  i f  I cou l d  read i t  back to h i m .  

H e  says, " I  be l ieve t h e  House Leader  i ntends to 
make an annou ncement w i th  respect to a p resenta
t ion  to t h e  mem bers of the Asse m b l y  out in Room 254 
and that t i me ,  of cou rse, mem bers w i l l  become m ore 
knowledgeab le  as to who is i n volved and w h o  w i l l  
i n deed,  i f  they h ave some suggest ions a s  t o  w h o  
s h o u l d  be i nvolved and  beyon d  that group ,  I ' m  w i l l i ng 
to take that advice,  M r. Speaker." 

I found the  answer a l i t t le b i t  confu s i n g .  I 'd l i k e  t h e  
M i n i ster ,  i f  h e  cou l d ,  to c lar ify th ree t h i ngs .  T h e  pend
ing announcement ,  w i th  what wi l l  i t  be deal i n g ,  and 
why i n  Room 254 ,  and what group is  h e  specif ica lly 
refe rr i n g  to? 

MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker,  perhaps the mem ber 
was not here ,  but  we d id t ry to get an i n d icat ion  from 
mem bers opposite whether they would ag ree to the 
g iv i ng  u p  of their Pr ivate Members' Hour tomorrow i n  
ord e r  that my departmental  peop l e  c a n  make the i r  
p resentat ion  o n  the  tec h n i ca l  aspects of the s tudy  i n  
Room 254 .  Perhaps he d i d n't  get  that message yes
terday. We are await i ng  a response.  Perhaps the  
House Leader has a response. I ' m  not aware of i t .  

M R .  SPEAKER:  The Honourab le  M e m ber  for Art h u r. 

M R .  DOWNEY: M r. Speaker,  to the  M i n ister of Ag r i
c u l t u re ,  in v iew of h is earl i e r  answer say ing  that he h as 
appo i nted or i s  g o i n g  to h ave a l i vestock com m i ttee 
l oo k i n g  at the p u rchas ing of feedlots in the p rovi nce 
or g ett i n g  i nto the feed lot bus i ness, who i s  h e  emp loy
i n g  to  look  i nto t h at part i cu la r  aspect of the agr icu l tu
ra l  i n d ustry? 

MR. U R U S K I :  M r. S peaker,  i t  a ppears that the Con
servatives have d i rt in the i r  ears, t h at they can't  hear i n  
terms o f  t h e  rep l i es .  M r. S peaker ,  t h e  M e m be r  for 
A rth u r  - I h ave made no such answer,  Mr.  Speaker.  
The  committee that wi l l  be establ ished w i l l  be estab
l ished to, as I h ave said before, deal w i th  the tec h n ical 
aspects of the p l a n  in terms of levels of s u p po rt ,  
n u m bers of cattl e  to be i n s u red ,  and the M a rket i n g  
Com m iss ion ,  those k i n d s  o f  aspects w i l l  be dealt w i th ;  
but  t h e  so le q u est ion that he put  i s  j u st absurd .  

M R .  SPEAKE R :  O rder p l ease. The t ime  for O ral  
Quest ions  has exp i red.  

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

ORDER FOR RETURN - NO. 7 

M R .  SPEAKE R :  The Honourab le  M e m ber  for T u rt le  
Mounta in .  

M R .  RANSOM:  M r. Speaker,  I m ove, seconded by the  
M e m ber for A rt h u r, that an O rder  of the House do 
issue for a return  of the fo l lowi n g  i n formation: 

( 1 )  a l ist of al l  contracts for goods o r  serv ices termi
nated s i n ce N ovem ber  30t h ,  1 98 1 , and  pr ior  to the  
exp i ry date, o r  not  renewed or  exten d ed at  the exp i ry 
date; 

( 2 )  t h e  g o o d s  or s e rv i c e s  b e i n g  prov ided  i n  
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each case; 
(3) the reason for  term i nat i n g  o r  not renew i n g  the  

contract; 
(4) the contracted pr ice conta ined  w i th i n  each 

contract; 
(5) w i l l  that good or  serv ice  now be o bta ined else

w here, and i f  so,  from whom,  what costs and on what 
terms; and 

(6)  wi l l  the  goods be provided or serv ice performed 
by govern ment e m p l oyees a n d  i f  so ,  at what total 
costs and how i s  that cost ca lcu lated? 

MR.  SPEAKER:  The Honourab le  G overn ment H o u se 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER: Mr.  S peaker, again this order or  mot ion 
suffers from the same problem of d raftman s h i p  as 
some of those yesterday and s u bject to i t  be ing  
u n derstood that i t ' s  f rom Nove m be r  30t h ,  1 98 1  to 
today; so that we have a t ime l i m it ,  I accept the order.  

MOTION presented and carried. 

M R .  SPEAKE R :  The Honourable Govern mentHouse 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER:  M r. S peaker,  I m ove, seconded by the 
H o n o u rab le  M i n i ster  of F i n a n ce,  that M r. Speaker do 
now l eave the C h a i r  and t hat the H o u se resolve itself 
i nto a Comm i ttee to cons ider  of the  S u p p l y  to be 
g ranted to Her M aj esty. 

MOTION presented and carried a n d  the House 
resolved itself  i nto a C o m m ittee to cons ider  of the  
Supp ly  to be g ranted to Her  M aj esty w i th  the  H o n o u r
ab le  Mem ber for F l i n  F lon i n  the  Cha i r  for  the Depart
ment of Agr icu l tu re and the Honourab le  M e m be r  for 
The Pas in the C h a i r  for the Department  of H i g hways 
and Transportation .  

CONCURRENT COMMITTEES OF SUPPLY 

SUPPLY - HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORTA
TION 

M R .  CHAIRMAN, Harry M. Harapiak (The Pas): 
C o m m ittee come to order .  We are in the Department 
of H ighways and Transport ions ,  1 . ( d ) ( 1 )  Transporta
t ion  D iv is ion: Salar ies - the Member for Pem b i na .  

M R .  ORCHARD: M r. Cha i rman ,  l ast n i g ht we were 
gett i ng  i nto rather  a n  i nterest i n g  top ic  and that be ing 
the  C row rate i ssue  and  I s u ppose debate as i t 's  now 
war m i n g  u p  i n  a l l  parts of the  pra i r ies ,  a n d  last  n i g ht I 
had bas ical ly  q uest ioned the  M i n ister as to the  val u e  
o f  s o m e  o f  the i nformat ion  that he has released i n  
terms o f  a d d i n g  posi t ive ly to  the d iscuss ion  of t h e  
Pep i n  proposa l .  Part icu lar ly my quest ions  were cen
tered aro u n d  the  l ast p iece of i nformat ion  t h at the 
M i n i ster tabled,  I be l ieve, yesterday w h i c h  i n d i cated 
the cost per permit  ho lder  by d i str ict at a series of 
m u lt i p les of the C row rate. The M i n i ster i n d i cated that 
th i s  was necessary to demonstrate w h at the  costs 
wou ld  be, I be l ieve, in 1 990. The M i n i ster  i n d icated 
t h i s  was to prov ide  i nformat i o n  then to g ive the p ro
d u cers a n  i n d i cat i o n  of what the i r  s h i p p ir'lg costs w i l l  

b e  u p  to 1 990. 
I 'd l i ke to k n ow how a producer ,  who may avai l  

h i mself  o f  that th ree-page docu ment ,  i s  t o  der ive that 
k i n d  of i nformat ion?  Where is the reference on that 
i n d i cat i n g  that th i s  is the cost as of 1 990, a n d  w h i c h  
wou ld  be the  costs i n  1 990; wou l d  i t  be a t  statutory ;  
wou ld  i t  be at th ree t i mes; wou l d  i t  be at  four  t i m es ?  

MR.  CHAIRMAN: M r .  M i n i ster. 

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  depen d i n g  on w h at takes 
p l ace w i th  respect to the leg is lat ion that i s  i n t roduced 
in the House of Commons in October or November as 
i s  p ro posed by the M i n ister of Transport for  Canada.  
I f  the ass u m pt ions  are correct that the Government  of  
Canada w i l l  l i m i t  i ts contr i but ion  to a l evel wh ich they 
have i n d i cated to us ,  or  at least in  the ir  proposa l ;  and if  
the ass u m pt i o n  o n  costs as devel o ped by S n avely are 
correct; a n d  if there are no methods through w h i c h  
the  p rod u cers w i l l  receive a benefit  that w i l l  i n  effect 
red u ce the i r cost of s h ipment of gra in  to ports  i n  
Canada,  then b y  1 990 t h e  factor i s  9.7, assu m i ng that 
the  $61 2 m i l l i o n  of federal s u pport is g o i n g  to be 
ma intai ned.  If i t  i s  not ma i n ta ined ,  then ,  of cou rse, i t  
w i l l  be more than that ,  and  i f  the 61 2 i s  d iv ided up 
amongst a l l  p roducers of ag r icu l tura l  products as  
opposed to g ra i n  p roducers,  i t  w i l l  be more than that .  
Those are m aj o rs " i fs ,"  and which wi l l  on ly  be deter
m i ned ,  I p resume ,  by the and  t h ro ug h  the  consu ltative 
p rocesses t h at a re now u nder  way as between M r. 
G i lson and the var ious i nterest g roups .  

A l l  we can g ive i s  an i l l u st rat ion  for  p u rposes of  
d iscuss ion  as to what the  costs wou l d  be g iven cer
tai ns  t i mes per Crow, a n d  whether i n  the  end  after t h i s  
d i a l o g u e  i s  over we end  u p  w i th  a proposal t h at i s  
th ree t i mes C row, we w i l l  k n ow what that means .  I f  we 
end up with a proposal t h at i s  fou r  t i mes C row, we w i l l  
know what that means,  a n d  s o  o n .  

The tab les t hat are before you and  a r e  before t h e  
com m u n ity as a who le  a r e  tables that w i l l  be q u ite 
handy o n ce we k now what the federal p roposals are.  
I t  w i l l  be very s i m ply  at that stage to be able to d eter
m i ne on a prod ucer basis just where they f i t  i n ,  g iven 
the fact the i nformat ion  package we h ave p rov ided for 
them. That even cou l d  be varied i f  the G overn ment of 
Canada changes the i r m i n d  in a major way from the 
d i rect ion  that they are now tak i n g .  That i s  a poss i b i l 
i ty ,  and  that i s  the poss i b i l ity that we are d riv ing  for 
th rough  the d ia logue ;  but  in the  meant i m e  we can 
o n ly p resent to the  p u b l i c  the f i g u res and  assump
t ions  that have been p ro posed to us by t h e  Govern
ment of Canada,  and  that's a l l  we can work with,  i s  
what they  have  to ld  us .  They've a lso  g iven us  state
ments t h at can be read in d i fferent ways and t h at's 
why we are not certa i n  as to a l l  of the ass u m pt ions .  

M R .  ORCHARD:  The M i n ister made ment ion  of a f ig
u re of 9 .  7 t i mes C row by 1 990 i n  h i s  last  answer. Cou ld  
the  M i n ister i n d i cate where i n  the  package of i nforma
t ion  deve loped i n  Man itoba that f i g u re appears? 

1 174 

M R .  USKIW: I t 's  i n  the i n format ion  package I bel ieve, 
M r. , Cha i rman .  I be l ieve that you d o  not h ave the 
s p e c i f i c  f i g u re on t h a t ,  M r . C h a i r m a n ,  but o u r  
a n a l y s i s  a l o n g  w i t h  t h e  Sas k atc hewan  a n a l y s i s  
i s  v e ry c l o s e ;  a l t h o u g h  o u rs w a s  b e f o re t h e  
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Pep i n  p ro posal was enunci ated . 

M R .  ORCHARD: Now the M i n ister i n  exp la i n i n g  the 
rat iona le  beh i n d  the sheet h e  handed out,  the th ree
page s heet he handed out on Monday of th i s  week ,  
i n d i cated ,  i s  m y  c o u n t  d i d n't  go astray, about seven 
"ifs," and these " i fs" were very very important " i fs" to 
arr ive at any k i n d  of an objective analysis on what the 
fut u re impact o n  the transportat ion  rate may be to the 
p roducer  and my cr i t ic ism of th i s  k i n d  of i n format ion  
that  the  M i n i ster handed  out  o n  Monday i s  that none  
of t h ose i fs a re  i dent i f i ed ,  there i s  n o  i n d i cat ion  that 
t h i s  is a maybe set of f ig u res that may come about i f  
several t h i ngs  happen in  the stage of the negot iat ion .  
What,  c lear ly ,  a p iece of i nformat ion  l i ke th i s  does  i s  
c loud the issue when i t ' s  not ident i f ied as part and  
parce l  a n  attachment to th i s ,  a fou rth page to t h i s ,  as  
to the  assumptions  u nder  w h i c h  the Statutory rate by  
t h ree may be the rate. 

I suggest to the M i n ister that t h i s  type of i nforma
t ion  does noth i n g  to add to the obj ective q uest i o n i n g  
a n d  d ebate that many prod u cers a r e  n o w  enter i ng  
i nto .  I t  d oes not answer any of the q u est ions that the  
producers want  to k now because I submit w i th  a l l  
respect to the M i n ister that i t  doesn't  add ress the  
i ssue ;  i t  does n 't p resent facts that can be correlated to  
t h e  issue that we have; i t  doesn't exp la in  any of the  
parameters u nder  wh ich  those  f i g u res are  deve loped ;  
a n d  for a l l  i ntents and  p u rposes i s  a waste of taxpay
er 's money in reprod u c i n g  t h ose th ree f i g u res.  If that 
i s  the  k i n d  of i nformat ion  - and by i nformati o n  one 
wou l d  h ave to assume factua l  i n fo rmat ion  - t h at the  
M i n ister w i l l  present to the  gra in  prod u cers want ing  
answers,  I suggest that p iece of i n format ion  i s  u se
l ess .  It d oesn't  add ress any of the issues ;  it doesn 't 
exp la in  how the  f i g u res were developed and  it d oesn't 
answer any of the quest ions,  nor  g ive any a nswers. 

It  does create, h owever, somet h i n g  of a fear c am
pa ign  for anybody who locates themself i n  D i st r ict 
No .  3 a n d  if he l i stens to the M i n ister who j u st sa id  that 
9 .7  t imes C row is the rate by 1 990, that i nd iv idua l  
p roducer  w o u l d  go to the  s heet and mu l t ip ly  651  by 
9 .7  and say, hey, th i s  is go ing  to cost me $6,200.00. 
B u t  the M i n ister can not today answer how he arr ived 
at the 9 .7 .  H e  has no i dea as to whether the 9 .7  i s  a 
factua l  ana lys is ,  it is a g u esst imate and  I t h i n k  w i th  a l l  
d u e  respect to the  seriousness o f  the debate a n d  the 
issue,  that the M i n i ster shou ld  at  l east say ,  not cost 
per  permit h o lder ,  but p rojected cost per permit  
ho lder ,  i f  a n umber of scenar ios come true .  T h at 
wou ld  make th is  mean someth ing .  

As i t  i s ,  i t  i s  a p iece of  i nformat ion  w h i c h  w i l l  no t  
c la rify the d ebate, wh ich  doesn't add facts to the 
debate, but does add fear to the debate, and I t h i nk 
that's the premise u nder wh ich  some of the  opposi
t ion  to the Pep i n  p roposal i s  based on .  I t 's  t ry i n g  to st i r  
u p  a l ot o f  fears about i ncome l oss w h i c h  are spec u l a
t ive ,  a n d  I don ' t  t h i n k  the M i n i ster wants to have a 
d ebate go on t h roughout the p rovi nce,  and i ndeed the 
p r a i r i es ,  based o n  ha l f  t ruths  a n d  i n u en d o  a n d  
spec u lat ion .  

MR.  USKIW:  M r. C h a i rma n ,  t h e  h a l f  t ru ths  a n d  
i n n uendo and speculat ion c a n  more b e  att r ibuted to 
the statement  of the last f ive m in utes, because I had 
i n d icated yesterday, and in al l  of the statements that 
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were made that a l l  of these assumpt ions  are based on 
the Pepi n proposa l .  

Now,  i f  there's a deviat ion  from the proposal as a 
res u l t  of negot iat ions ,  then of cou rse everyt h i ng 
changes and  we a l l  accept that •. but g iven the p roposal 
that i s  before us, then we k n ow where we are g o i n g  to 
be in a g iven period of t ime i f  we assume that the 
p ro d ucers must pick up that d i fferent ia l  in costs; and  
i n h erent i n  that assumpt i o n  i s  that we w i l l  cont i n u e  to  
have  i nf lat ion and  that  i s  an " if ,"  M r. C h a i rman .  When I 
spoke  wi th  some people from the ra i lways n ot too 
long  ago, t h ey sa id ,  wel l ,  we j u st can't assume i n fla
t ion ;  we've got to wrest le  i nf lat ion  to the ground and  
therefore maybe i t  won ' t  cost the  prod u cers anyth i ng .  
Wel l ,  you k n ow,  I 've b e e n  watc h i n g  u s  wrest l e  i nf la
t ion  to the  g round  s i nce 1 939 a n d  we haven't  got t here 
yet. 

S o  when someone says, wel l ,  the salvation to the 
farmers i s  that the government must br ing down i n fla
t i o n ,  that's not a good enough answer in o u r  t ime 
because we k n ow that the i nf lat ion factors i n  trans
portat i o n  h ave been ru n n i ng at arou n d  1 5 percent a 
year. So it 's a l l  r ight  to say that,  get the mon k ey off o u r  
b a c k ,  we w a n t  compensatory rates, i nf lat ion factors 
and costs t h at are passed o n  h ave to be borne by 
someone e lse .  So far, t h e  someone e lse in t h i s  scena
r io is t h e  p roducer and it doesn't suff ice to argue that 
yes , i f  we got r id  of i nf lat ion ,  then the p roducer  w i l l  be 
protected, because I don 't bel i eve anyone expects 
that tomorrow we are go ing  to red uce i nf lat ion  to a n i l  
pos i t ion ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

N ow,  the on ly  t h i n g  that w i l l  c h a n g e  i n  t h i s  s e t  of 
f i g u res if we are ab le to get a better barg a i n ,  so to 
speak ,  out of the system, and in part icu lar  out of the 
G overnment of Canada, is  that the 4 o r  5 or  10 t imes 
Crow rate won't happen as soon as is p rojected here.  
I t  may take 1 5  years rather  than 1 O i f  we str i k e  a better 
deal o n  who i s  go ing  to p ick  up the i n f lat ionary 
i n c reases year after year, but  it 's g o i n g  to be there 
notwithstand ing .  It may take longer to get t here.  So 
economists and analysts can only work with the 
i nformat ion  that i s  g iven to them as to costs, as to 
i nf lat ion rates, as to the federal proposal on do l la r  
i nput  agai nst those costs, and that's a l l  we h ave to  
work w i th .  Those are  o u r  terms of reference,  M r. 
C h a i rman,  as p resented to us by the  Federal  M i n i ster 
of Transportat ion . . . 

M R .  CHAIRMAN: The Member for Pembi n a .  

M R .  U S K I W :  No,  I 'm not f i n ished ,  M r. C h a i rman.  A n d  
t h e  usefu l ness o f  the i n fo rmat ion  t h a t  we put  together 
for the  benefit  of the d i alogue,  in my m i n d ,  i s  in the 
fact that by havi ng th is i n formation  a n d  these poss ib le  
scenar ios  and  probab le  scenarios before t h e  p u b l ic ,  
we may s ucceed i n  improv ing those scenar ios  to the 
benef i t  of peop le  in  Man itoba because  i t  i s  a p roposal 
that we're dea l i n g  wi th .  I t  i s  not fact. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The M ember for Pembi n a .  

M R .  O R CHARD: The M i n ister i n d i cated t h at the  han
dout was predicated o n  the Pepi n  proposal .  C o u l d  he 
i n d icate where i n  the  Pep i n  proposal there is a refer
ence to the farmer pay ing  f ive t imes the  statutory 
rate? 
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MR. U$KIW: Wel l ,  M r. C h a i rman ,  aga i n  I want to refer 
back to what I j u st sa id a moment  ago and that is we 
have Pepin proposal  before us ;  as to their  i n put what 
the analysts h ave done is r ipped that apart and 
brought  i t  back  to us  i n  the  form of cost per bushe l  per  
year .  The proposal  i s  there and I 'm g o i n g  to refer to 
I tem 3 of the  Pep i n  p roposal .  W h i l e  the govern ment  is 
prepared to bear a s u bstant ia l  part of the  cost of g ra i n 
transportation i n  future years, its resou rces are l i m ited 
and i ncreased contr ibut ion by g ra i n producers w i l l  be 
requ i red ;  that's I tem 3 of the Pepi n proposal  and 
before that i s  h i s  package of proposals of f inanc ia l  
com m itment  i n  g l oba l  d o l la rs to the  system .  Then ,  
you h ave the S n avely cost  p roject ions ;  you s u btract 
one from the other and you know what the d i fference 
is .  I t 's  str ict ly  an ar i th met ical  exerc ise,  Mr. Cha i rman ,  
that  i s  i nvolved.  Now,  n o  o n e  has argued those analy
s is ,  n o  one  w i th  any com petence has argued that 
ana lys is  or aga i n st that a na lyses, M r. C h a i rman .  So ,  
g iven those ass u m pt ions  and that p roposal  th i s  i s  
w h a t  comes out  of the m o d e l  - n o w ,  t h a t  doesn't  
mean that the ass u m pt ions  won't  be changed g iven 
some deg ree of concess i o n  o n  the part of some of the 
actors - but ,  that's what t h i s  d ia logue  i s  a l l  about ;  is  
to win that concess ion .  S o ,  we h ave to lay the f i g u res 
o n  the tab le  as we know them today based o n  today's 
i nformat ion ;  out of that w i l l  come, hopefu l ly ,  some 
concess ion  i n  o u r  favou r. 

MR.  ORCHARD: Then ,  s i n ce the M i n ister is tak i n g  a 
p roposal  and  m a k i n g  ass u m pt ions  as to what may 
happen and  deve lop ing  f i g u res o n  t h e  basis of h i s  
ass u m pt ions o n  w h at m a y  happen ;  w o u l d  i t  n o t  b e  
extremely benef ic ia l  t o  a l l  those rece iv ing  h i s  i n fo r
m at ion  package to h ave it c lear ly i n d i cated on any 
p i ece  of paper such as w h at the  M i n i ster tabled on 
Monday.  That these are ass u m pt ions which may take 
p lace i f  certa i n  t h i ngs  happen and not present them i n  
t h e  l i ght  that t h i s  i s  what w i l l h appen .  Per iod .  T h at's 
my concern .  We want to ass u re ,  as the  M i n ister does 
t h at the  very best arrang e m ent i s  made u nder  t h i s  
proposal . W e  want to m a k e  s u re that the  farmers are 
i nformed as to what the potent ia l  is  but  to deve lop 
i n format ion  that does not h ave a c lear  bas i s  - l i ke I 
cou l d  go t h rough  the Pepi n  proposal and  develop  
probably a f i ve  t i mes worse scener io  than the M i n ister 
i f  I so desi red ; but ,  I t h i n k  i t 's i n c u m bent upon the 
M inister to i n d icate that these are ass u med,  that th i s  
i n format ion on the rates i s  predicated on mak ing  cer
ta in  ass u m pt ions  of t h i ngs that haven't h a p pened yet, 
that may happen .  That they're predicated on ass u m p
t ions  d rawn from a proposal made rather than attempt 
to leave the c lear i mp ress i o n  that these wi l l  happen .  

I suggest to the M i n ister that i s  the i m p ress ion  that a 
person w h o  wou l d  rece ive th i s  th ree p iece handout  
f rom yesterday, that the M i nister tab led yesterday; 
that i f  a producer was to receive that in the m a i l  and 
then hear a vo ice  c l i p  from t h e  M i n ister say i n g  that by 
1 990 fre ight  rates are goi n g  to be 9. 7 t i m es the C row 
rate, that farmer wou ld  go to t h i s  c hart, p i c k  h i s  d i s
tr ict  and say, " H ey, th i s  is w hat i t 's go ing  to cost me." 
A n d  I t h i n k  that t h e  M i n ister can n ot say t h at because 
he doesn't k n ow what's there and I t h i n k  i t  i n c u m bent 
u pon the M i n ister to i nd i cate that these are potent ia l  
scenar ios .  They may happen ,  i t  may be a g reater 
i m pact but we cannot present th i s  as factu·a1 i nforma-

tion to the people who are i nterested in this whole  
d i scuss ion  w h e n  i t 's  presented as the  M i n ister  
attem pted C row to p resent i t  yesterday. And I wou l d  
on ly  a s k  the  M i n ister i f  h e  w o u l d  cons ider  m a k i ng o n e  
extra explanat ion on these sheets say i n g  t h a t  these 
f ig u res are developed making ass u m pt ions  such and 
such ,  such  and  such ,  and they may be what t h e  p ro
ducer  has to pay, and not the c lear i n d i cat ion that they 
w i l l  be.  

MR.  USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  the fact i s  that they 
w i l l  be u n less we get some concess ion from the G ov
ern ment of Canada.  And that is based on the p roposal  
that we have before us ,  a p roposal w h i c h  has been 
s u bject to analysis by the Department of Transporta
t ion ,  or the t ransportat ion d iv is ion  of th i s  depart m ent .  
That's an analys is  out  of the proposa l .  Now,  the  
member  wants to arg ue that o u r  analysts aren ' t  ab le  
and capable of determ i n i ng the future based on the  
facts that they had ,  h e  can make that a rg u ment ,  M r. 
Cha i rman .  I don't  want to spend too m u c h  t i m e  o n  
that ,  because a n y o n e  c a n  q u est ion the com peten ce 
of t h e  ana lyst,  that's fa i r  bal l .  I happen not to q uest ion 
t h e  com petence of the  ana lysts. I bel i eve they know 
what they are do ing ,  they've been there a l o n g  t i me ,  
they know how to do these t h i ngs.  A n d  they h ave 
extrapolated for o u r  benefit the i m pact of the p ro
posed changes that were g i ven to us  as i n format ion  
by the M i n ister of Transport for  Canada. 

Those are the  areas, o r  I s h o u l d n't  say those,  the 
proposal may change, w h i c h  w i l l  a l ter  a l l  of t h ese 
f i g u res,  M r. C h a i rman ,  but that goes without  say i n g  
because we m ust d e a l  w i th  the proposal as i t  i s  i n  
o r d e r  to attack the  proposal .  I f  the proposal i s  rev ised 
or  changed in some way,  that red uces the i mpact, we 
w i l l  h ave won our batt le  at l east in part i f  n ot in whole .  
A n d  we m ust operate on the  premise that we h ave,  
and that i s  t h at the  proposed rev is ions i n  the transpor
tat ion  charges to the producers ,  as we know them,  w i l l  
have th i s  i m pact. N ow that 's u p  t o  the  M i n ister of 
Transport of Canada to change our m i n d  about that .  
I t 's not u p  to u s  to specu late whether o r  not h e  w i l l  
change h i s  m i n d .  And that's what t h e  M e m be r  for 
Pem b i n a  i s  suggest i n g .  That there's room for negot ia
t ions  and therefore if we succeed i n  the negot iat i o n s  
then  these f ig u res a r e  n o t  accu rate. Wel l ,  y o u  k n ow,  
t hat's a very weak posit ion from which to debate the 
point  w i th  t h e  M i n ister of Transport for Canada.  I t 's 
o u r  job to make s u re that we br ing  h i m  to a pos i t i o n  of 
not l i v i n g  up to these expectat ions .  That's what the  
d ia logue is  a l l  about .  
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M R .  ORCHARD:  Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  there i s  n o  
q u est ion o n  my part that the  analyst who deve l oped 
this deve loped the  f i g u res very accu rate ly .  There's no 
q u est ion  that the  ana lyst has deve loped the f ig u res 
correct ly .  What I 'm q u est i o n i n g  i s  the method by 
w h i c h  the M i n ister p resents them capt ioned as " Cost 
Per Permit  H o lder ." 

MR.  USKIW: Based on the f ive ass u m pt ions .  

M R .  PRCHARD: But where are the f ive ass u m pt ions? 
The f ive  ass u m pt ions  are  not here .  I t  says "Cost  Per  
Permit  Ho lder ,"  not potent ia l  cost per  permi t  ho lder  i f  
the  f i ve  ass u m pt ions  turn  out  correct and that's t h e  
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poi nt  I ' m  mak ing .  We can argue it a l l  day and we're not 
goi n g  to change any m i nds ,  but  I suggest that the 
M i n ister i s  not p resent ing  anyt h i n g  correct ly when he 
doesn't i n d icate that these are potent ia l  and m uc h  
su bject to c h a n g e ,  s u bj ect to the  com i n g  a b o u t  o f  
certa i n  facts w h i c h  h e  assu mes a r e  go ing  to happen .  
There's a lot of " ifs" i n  there. 

N ow,  M r. Cha i rman ,  can I ask the M i n ister i f  po in t  
No .  3 that he q u oted j ust a few m i n utes ago,  name ly ,  
"Wh i l e  the government  i s  p repared to bear  a su bstan
t ia l  part of the cost of g ra i n t ransportat ion  in future 
years," what d oes the M i n ister assu m e  from that 
statement? 

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  before I get o n  to that 
one ,  I want to i n d i cate to the Mem ber for Pem b ina  that 
h e  i s  i n d eed m i s read i n g  t h i s  document  that he says is 
m i s lead i n g ,  because the document  merely g ives u s  an 
i l l u strat ion  of w h at i t  wou l d  cost a g iven producer in a 
g iven crop d i str ict  at f ive d i fferent rates. It doesn't  say 
when they are go ing  to happen .  

M R .  ORCHARD:  But  you i n d i cated yesterday that i t  
wou l d  by 1 997. 

MR. USKIW: That's r ight ,  I had i n d i cated that i f  the 
negotiat ions don't  br ing g reater concess ion that t h at's 
where we w i l l  be by a certai n  d ate and that's a mere 
p rojection of th i s ,  that's a l l  it i s .  But  th i s  document  
here wh ich the  m e m ber i s  object i n g  to m e re ly  g i ves 
an i l l u st rat ion  of what actua l  costs wou l d  be g iven a 
m u l t i p l e  of two, t h ree,  one ,  f ive ,  or four ,  whatever, 
t i mes the ex ist i n g  C row rate in a g i ven crop d i str ict  
and  it 's a usefu l  too l .  

I t  m a y  n o t  i n  fact occ u r  i f  Pep i n  says tomorrow that 
I 've decided t h at the  Government  of Canada's g o i n g  
to m a i ntai n the C row then a l l  of t h i s  i s  garbage, good 
i nformat ion  to h ave but  i t  doesn't  mean anyt h i n g ;  
not h i ng w i l l  happen o f  i t ,  M r. Cha i rman.  O r  i f  Pep in  
w i l l  say ,  wel l i t ' s  too m uc h  to expect the producers to  
pay,  n ine  t i mes C row by 1 990, so I ' m  goi n g  to put  in  
another  $ .5 b i l l ion  i nto the pot  of taxpayers money so 
that  i t ' l l  o n l y  be th ree t i mes or  fou r t i mes Crow or  
whatever you see ,  a n d  that's exact ly the game we're 
i n .  

B ut t h i s  i s  certa i n l y  he lpfu l  i nformation i n  terms of 
the d i scuss ion that is go ing  to take p lace, whoever 
talks about the m u l t i p le  of C row whether i t 's Pep i n  or 
whether it 's G i lson or  whether we do. I t  doesn't m atter 
who raises the po int .  I f  they say, well i t  l ooks l i ke it 's 
go i n g  to cost u s  two t i mes Crow, g iven what we h ave 
been ab le  to  negot iate then  the  farmer w i l l  look t h i s  
docu ment u p  a n d  say, w e l l  i n  d i str ict  one t w o  t i mes 
C row i s  g o i n g  to cost m e  $ 1 200.00. I t 's  a h e l pf u l  a id in 
the d i scuss i o n .  N o  one  said that th is i s  w h at i s  g o i n g  
to h a p pen because w e  d o n 't know w h a t  i s  g o i n g  t o  
h a p p e n .  That d e p e n d s  on the negot iat ions  that take 
p lace. 

N ow I wou l d n ' t  m i nd i f  the M e m ber  for Pem b i na 
wou l d  g i ve us an i n d i cat ion  as to whether or not h e  
fee ls ,  or  h i s  g ro u p  feels that there ought  to be a s h i ft 
away from C row and to what extent .  The M e m be r  for 
Pem b i n a  i n d u l ges in q u est ion ing  the analys is  that h as 
been p repared or i n  the way that i t 's  been prepared , 
bu t  so far we h aven't heard from h i m  or h i s  col l eagues 
j ust how t h ey v iew the issue.  They have yet not 

1 1 77 

def i ned a pos i t ion ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  on whether  or not 
the ex ist i n g  statutory rates shou ld  be ma i nta ined or 
whether i t  should be mod if ied and to what extent  i t  
shou ld  be mod i f ied ,  I have n ot heard them make  any 
comment  i n  that regard . So,  M r. Cha i rman ,  I a m  not 
go i n g  to accept for one moment  the theory t hat per
haps there's somet h i n g  wrong wi th  the ana lys is  that 
has been done by the department .  I don't be l i eve I 
wou l d  want to i n d i cate i n  that way that I h ave no 
conf idence i n  the analyt i ca l  a b i l ity of staff that has 
been with  us  for some per iod of years. 

MR. ORCHARD: Would  you care to answer my second 
q uest ion?  

M R .  USKIW:  O h ,  yes .  A l l  i t  i m p l i es here  i s  that the 
Govern ment of Canada i s  i n d i cati n g  in  advance that 
we can n ot expect that they w i l l  add to the s u bs idy 
p ro g ra m ,  that the i r  f i nances are l i m ited a n d  t h at p ro
d ucers a re g o i n g  to h ave to p i c k  up a g reater share .  
That's a l l  that i n d icates, M r. Cha i rman ,  a n d  that i s  fa i r  
com ment .  I mean governm ent's don 't tend t o  - we l l  at 
least I t h i n k  they don 't ten d  to - offer c o m pletely 
open-ended subs id ies in these areas. 

There a re l i m itat ions that h ave been p laced before 
and are in p l ace today and w h i c h  accord i n g  to that 
statement  w i l l  be in p l ace after the changes are 
b rought  i n ,  but  we don't k n ow those l i m i tat ions  
except i n g  for the ana lys is  that has been d o n e  wh ich  
appear  to be somewhere i n  the  order  of $61 2 m i l l ion  i s  
w h a t  i t  c o m e s  d o w n  t o .  Now,  i f  we a r e  s uccessf u l  i n  
gett i n g  m o re than  t h at then  i t  w i l l  red uce the  negat ive 
i mpact. 

MR. ORCHARD: M r. Cha i rman ,  I take i t  then that the 
M i n i ster is not vary i n g  from the statement  he made 
l ast n i g ht that the $61 2 m i l l i on  that has been broached 
I be l i eve by the Federal Government  as b e i n g  the 
n ecessary f u n d i n g  to c lose the C row gap basi s  1 98 1  
costs, the  M i n ister st i l l  be l ieves that $61 2 m i l l io n  i s  
o n l y  bei n g  offered by the Federal  G overn ment  f o r  a 
per iod of fou r  years. 

MR. USKIW: No, I d i dn 't  say that ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  O RCHARD: Of cou rse, we don 't h ave H ansard 
before u s  and I may stan d  corrected i f the  M i n i ster d i d  
n o t  a l l u d e  t o  that ,  but  does t h e  M i n ister be l ieve that 
the $6 1 2  m i l l i on  is a com m itment  bas is  t h e  Pep i n  
proposal that he tabled a n d  that w e  a l l  rece ived i n  
February ,  does t h e  M i n ister be l ieve that $61 2 m i l l i on  
i s  a c o m m itment i nto perpetuity to the  g ra i n  transpor
tat ion  system by the Federal G overn ment? 

MR.  USKIW: M r. Cha irman,  because of the d ia logue 
that has a l ready taken p l ace in  the P rov i n ce of Sas
katchewan o n  that very po i nt .  The Saskatchewan 
govern ment took issue with the  fact that was not a 
com mi tment as it was worded i n  the Pep i n  proposal .  
Pep i n  h a s  responded by say i n g  that i t  i s  a c o m m it
ment, but i t  was not in his package. I t  was an 
annou ncement s u bject to the  p u b l i c  statements that 
were uttered i n  the Prov i n ce of Saskatchewa n .  

M R .  O RCHARD: Wou l d  i t  be poss i b l e  that i t  was an 
ass u m pt ion  that the Federal G overn ment  assumed 



Tuesday, 6 April, 1 982 

wou l d  be made s i m i lar  to some of the ass u m pt ions  the 
M i n ister i s  mak i n g  to d eve l o p  some of  the f i g u res? 

MR. USKIW: No. The ass u m pt ion  on that one wou ld  
have to be that the govern ment  wou ld  not  want  to put  
more o n  the table at any one  t ime than they had to and 
that was a b i t  of a concess i o n .  

M R .  O R C H A R D :  Then i t  s e e m s  as i f  i n  recent d i scus
s ion  th is  M i n ister has received the i n d i cat ion  from the 
Federal M i n ister that the $61 2 m i l l i o n  i s  a com m itment 
on i nto the futu re, i t  doesn't have a term i nat i o n  date. 
Wou l d  the M i n ister attempt to have the Federal G ov
ernment c lari fy j u st what they mean in No. 3 because I 
m ust ad mi t  that I na ive ly ass u med when the  Pepi n 
p roposal was tabled that the  $61 2  m i l l i on d i d n't  h ave a 
four-year e n d i n g  d ate as a pparent ly  has now been 
c lar i f ied and was suspect for  awh i l e. But  I am assu m 
i n g  that No .  3 m e a n s  that t h e  Federal  Government ,  i n  
t h i s  negot iat ion p rocess t h at 's g o i n g  on wi th  t h e  G i l
son task force, cal l it that ,  w i th  the producer g ro ups, i s  
to determ i n e  what fut u re contr ibut ion  to t h e  cost 
i n c rease above the base year 1 98 1  that the Federal  
Government  w i l l  make,  w h i c h  wou l d  be in add i t ion  to 
th is $6 1 2  m i l l io n  that they have sa id  i s  comm itted for 
the  fu ture wi th  n o  foreseeab le  end.  To me No .  3 reads 
that they are g o i n g  to p ick up - l et's j ust t h row a 
f i g u re out  o n  the tab le  - 50 percent of the fu tu re cost 
i n c reases after 1 98 1 . N ow I t h i n k  the M i n i ster  i s  con
cerned that that may not be so .  But cou ld  the M i n ister 
attem pt to have that c lar i f ied from the  Federal  M i n is
ter to dete rm i n e  whether  m y  ass u m pt ions  as to the 
mean i n g  and others i s  correct or  i ncorrect? 

MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  f i rst of all let  me correct the 
mem bers i m p ress i o n .  I d id  not i n d i cate that we had a 
comm itment  from Pep i n  on the $61 2 m i l l i o n .  I sa id  
that there was a p u b l i c  statement  t hat we are aware of 
that appears to com m i t  h i m  to that .  The only t h i n g  that 
w i l l  c o m m i t  the G overn ment  of Canada to that l evel of 
s u p po rt w i l l  obv ious ly  be a statutory p rov is ion ,  and  
unt i l  we see  that ,  there i s  n o  com m itment .  That's 
really where i t  s its .  Unt i l  we see that it 's a negot iab le  
i tem,  and therefore i t 's i m po rtant to negot iate w i th  the 
best  i n terests of o u r  prod u cers i n  m ind i n  order that  
we, i f  that i s  the leve l  of  c o m m itment that at least i t  be 
statuto ry. But  o u r  pos i t ion i s  that we shou ld  reta i n  the 
p resent arrangement wh ich  i s  q u ite d i fferent .  

M R .  ORCHARD: And the i nterpretat ion on the future 
cost i n c rease? 

MR. USKIW: Aga i n  I want to rem i n d  the M e m ber  for 
Pem b i n a  t hat we are not in any p rocess of negotia
t ions.  We're not i nvolved in the  Government  of Can
ada. We are not a party to the consu l tative p rocess. 
We can g ive o p i n ions ,  make statements,  ask for c lar i
f icat i o n ,  but  we are not party to the consu ltat ions  that 
are tak i n g  p lace. 

MR. ORCHARD:  Exactly, the M i n ister has said that 
they ' re not party, t h at the p rov i nce i s  not party to the 
negot iat ion and I apprec iate that.  But  the M i n i ster d i d  
i n d i cate that they c a n  a s k  f o r  c lar i f icat ion ,  a n d  that i s  
what I am ask i n g  the  M i n ister i f  he wou ld  d.o because I 
on ly  lay out  the scenar io .  O r i g i na l ly ,  the Pep in  p ro-

posal seemed to i n d i cate the  61 2 m i l l ion  was a com
m itment to perpet u ity.  That was b rought in  to some 
doubt,  that has been c lar i f ied.  Or ig i na l ly ,  I bel i eve that  
most peop le  who l i sten to the Pepi n  proposal  be l i eve 
that No .  3 ,  in h i s  p roposal , i n d i cated that the  Federal 
Govern m ent was go ing  to negot iate v ia  the G i lson 
task force a shar i n g  form u l a  i nvolv i ng the Federal 
G overn ment ,  the produce rs and  the ra i l roads, as to 
future cost i n c reases. Now, the M i n ister, I be l ieve, has 
som e  concerns that the $61 2 m i l l ion  i s  it, and that 
producers w i l l  have to pick up the ent i re costs from 
1 981  on, whatever those cost i n c reases of movi ng 
gra in  m i g ht be.  A n d  I merely ask the M i n ister now,  
cou ld  h e  ask the  Federal  M i n ister for c lar i f icat ion  o n  
poi n t  3 ,  as to w h e t h e r  i t  m e a n s  that the Federal  G ov
ernment  h o pes to g a i n  a recom mendat ion from the 
G i lson comm iss ion on a Federal Government shar ing  
of  futu re cost i n c reases? 

MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  there's n o  doubt 
that we are cont i n ua l ly  atte n d i n g  to e l i c i t  more and 
more i nformation from the G overn ment of Canada.  
That i s  m atter that we have not been ab le  to ref ine  i n  
t h e  d iscuss ions  that we h ave had .  That doesn't  mean 
that i t  wou l d  n ot occur .  But  i f  you look at the  consu lta
t ive p rocess, i t  raises the q u est ion ,  the future respon
s i b i l ity of pay ing  gra i n  transportation  costs .  You 
know,  you can i nterpret anyt h i n g  i nto that q u est ion .  
You can i nterpret anyt h i n g  in to  the i tem that says the  
manner  i n  w h i c h  t h e  govern ment  w i l l  expe n d  i t ' s  con
tr i but ions .  You can g ive i t  the b roadest i nterpretat ion 
or  you can g ive  i t  a very n arrow i n terpretat ion .  That i s  
somet h i n g  that w i l l  h ave to come out  of the G i lson 
R e port a n d  unt i l  we see what that i s ,  we are not i n  a 
pos i t ion to f i n a l ize o u r  pos i t ion .  We w i l l  not be i n  a 
pos i t ion to do that .  And aga i n ,  we m ust remem ber that 
whatever the  G i lson Report is the govern ment i s  not 
bound by i t  e i ther ,  so it 's st i l l  a p rocess that does 
i nvolve a major  amount of i nterfac i n g  with  the G ov
ernment  of Canada.  And that has to happen as 
between the prod u cers of gra in  in th i s  country, from 
the  point of v iew of a n  ag r icu l tu ral  i nterest and  the 
Government  of Canada. I t 's  not going to be resolved 
by P rovi nc ia l  Govern ments wr i t ing  letters or  hav ing 
meeti ngs ;  i t  w i l l  on ly  be reso lved by the  fact that 
producers w i l l  get i nvolved and  some determ i nat ion 
wi l l  be made.  But  in  that process it 's i m portant that the 
prod u cers h ave a l l  of the  i nformat ion  that i s  avai l i b le  
i n  an ana lyt ica l  way  so that they can present t h e i r  
v iews to the  Govern m ent o f  Canada wi th  as m u c h  
wei g ht,  i f  you l i ke ,  t h a t  they m i g ht muster g iven t h e  
i nformat ion  that i s  ava i lab le  to them.  

M R .  ORCHARD:  You know,  the  M i n ister j ust ans
wered a q u est ion  he p rev ious ly  put to me,  i n  that h e  
j u st sa id  that h i s  govern ment cannot s u pport or  n ot 
support what comes out of the  G i lson C o m m iss ion 
u nt i l  they see what comes out of the G i lson C o m m is
s ion.  I s u b m i t  wi th  a l l  d u e  respect to the M i n i ster that 
ne i ther  can the mem bers of Her  Majesty's Loyal 
Opposit ion be asked to determ i ne a pos i t ion on some
t h i n g  that doesn't exist .  
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We don 't k n ow what G i lson and h i s  task force is  
going to reco m mend as an equ itable reso lut ion of th is  
who le  debate and  that is  why,  M r. Cha i rman,  over the 
past  coup le  of s i tt i n g s  of  t h i s  Com m i ttee I 've been 
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trying to get a l i t t le c learer hand le  on what some of the 
i m p l i cations of the  Pepin p roposal are,  and that is  why 
I j u st asked the M inister a few m inutes ago what  h e  
bel ieves i s  meant by I t e m  No.  3 in  the  P e p i n  proposal 
because without c la ri f i cation of that to myself ,  and 
without c lar i f i cation of that to the p roducer organiza
t ions that are appearing before the G i lson Com m i s
s i on I don't know how they can make a factua l  p resen
tat i on. I bel i eve that each and every one of those 
organizations should probably approach the G i l son 
Comm iss ion mak ing the ass u m pt ion that $61 2 m i l l i on 
is a com mi tment with  no end . 

They shou ld  go in with  the  ass u m pt ion that the 
Federal G overnment i s  as they say in No .  3 ,  p repared 
to bear a su bstant ia l  part of the cost of g ra in t ranspor
tat i on in fut u re years, and suggest to them that they 
pick u p  99. 9 percent of i t  to estab l i sh  the  strongest 
bargaining pos i t ion but without  c lar i f i cat ion, and I 
bel ieve that the M inister of Transportation in the P rov
ince of M anitoba is the man m ost l i ke ly to get c lar i f ica
t ion from Pep in on t h i s  proposa l .  That i sn't mak ing a 
representat ion to h i m ;  that i sn't becom ing part of the 
negot iat ion; that i s  s imp ly  ask ing for c lar i f icat ion on 
t h e  proposal .  

D oes i t  mean t h a t  the  Federal G overnment wants t o  
h a v e  a recom m endat ion from the producer g roups  a s  
to h o w  much  contr i but ion they shou ld  m a k e  in t h e  
fut u re to fut u re cost-increase after  1 981  and real ly ,  I 
wou ld  s u ppose, w i thout  having a c lar i f icat ion that the 
Federa l  Government  i ntends not  to p ick  u p  any por
t ion of the futu re costs? I ' m  going to work on the 
premise ,  as I hope the p rod ucer g ro u ps a re, that the 
Federal  Government i s  going to and what we're ta lk
ing about i s  trying to f i g u re out  the p ercentage. That's 
why if  the M inister cou l d  get some k ind of an ind i ca
t i o n  from the Federal  M inister as to w h at the intent ion 
i s  of No .  3, it wou l d  go a l ong way to he lp ing fu rther  
t h e  rati onal d ebate and rat i onal p resentations by our  
producer  g roups to the G i lson C o m m i ss i on to come 
u p  with the best  poss i b le  proposal for the prod ucers 
of western Canada.  

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman, what the  member  i s  ask
i ng for i s  p rec ise ly what is  intent ional ly  l eft out of the 
Pepin p roposal .  A m b i g u ity in the proposal i s  des ig ned 
in  o rder  to l eave the  door open so t h at they can m ove 
one way or the other. That i s  the who le  pu rpose of the  
way i t ' s  structu red ,  and that's where the f lex i b i l i ty i s  
s u pposed t o  be in the  d i a logue w i t h  t h e  G i l son g ro u p ,  
M r .  Cha i rman. We indeed p u rs u ed every aspect o f  
t h e i r  p roposal  f o r  t h ree hours o n  a one-to-one bas is ,  
M r. Chai rman, - ( I nterjection) - very vag ue ones . 

M r. Cha i rman, the  mem ber knows that a proposal i s  
o n  the  table ,  and that y o u  are not g oing to p in d own 
t h e  Federal G overn m ent on anyt h i ng that is  prec ise .  
They tal k in genera l i t ies and they ta l k  about a consu l
tat i ve p rocess, and then they're g o ing to g ive you the  
leg i slat ive scenario a t  the end of that  p rocess. Whether 
i t  was myself ,  o r  whether i t  was the  Member for Pem
bina,  o r  the M inister from Ottawa, we wou l d  a l l  func
t i o n  in the same m anner, so l et's understand the p ro
cess, M r. Cha i rman .  

One t h ing that i s  known wi th  the  p roposal is  that  the  
produce rs w i l l  h ave to pay more m oney for  hau l ing 
gra in. One th ing t h at i s  known is  t h at under  the p res
ent statutory p rovis i ons they do not  h ave to pay m o re .  

T h at i s  a fact, so what we a r e  doing i s  tak ing away a 
p rotect ion that h as been in p lace for the prod ucers of 
g ra in on the prai r ies for many, many years and replac
ing i t  w i th  a prov is ion statutory that w i l l  guarantee to 
the ra i lways a ret u rn on the i r  investment . We k n ow 
w h at the switch is ;  the switch is away from protecting 
the p rod ucers to p rotecting the rai l way interests . 
That's the switch in law, so we know who the loser i s ,  
M r. Cha i rman. 

The mem ber wants to arg u e  about whether we can 
q u ant i fy the amo unt of the loss and try to pin some
body d own on f i g u res.  Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman, he's w h is
t l ing D i x i e  because we won't know that dec is ion unt i l  
t h e  f inal b i l l  i s  before par l i ament , and we won't k n ow 
that dec is ion unt i l  then because of the  very k inds of 
d i s cussions that we' re having here and in the town 
ha l l s  across the pra i r ies and the interfacing that's 
tak ing p lace between various  g roups and the M inis
ter, and between var ious groups and Mr.  G i lson. That 
w i l l  a l l  come out in the wash at the end , but to arg u e  a l l  
of t h at ,  M r. C h a i r man, i s  nonsense because we k n ow 
what the trade-off is .  

The  trade-off i s  p rotect ion  for the ra i l ways, removal 
of p rotect i on for the prod u cers,  and that i s  a t rade-off 
in p rinc i pa l  we s h o u l d  f ig ht .  I f  i t 's  reasonable to arg ue 
that the rai lways need statutory p rotection, where i n  i s  
the  lack of log ic  in  argu ing that the farmers ought  to  
h ave statutory p rotection? Somehow we've had statu
tory p rotect i on s i nce 1 897 and i t  is  p roposed we do 
away wi th  i t  as far as t h e  farm i nterest i s  concerned,  
but  now we need statutory p rotect i on for the rai lways. 
I t 's q u ite a tu rnaround , so let 's n ot fudge the i ssue.  We 
know what 's go i n g  on and it's a matter of pr inc i p l e  
that w e  o u g ht t o  d i g  o u r  heels i n  and the a m o u n t  i s  
here nor  there,  a l though to the extent that i t 's  a 
g reater amount  it w i l l  h ave g reater negative effects on 
o u r  econom y  and  we h ave q u ant i f ied for mem bers 
here and for the  general p u b l i c  the amo unt of negative 
i m pact g iven var ious scenar ios .  That has been done 
for u s  by t h e  p rev i o u s  ad m i n i st rat ion t h rough  the stu
d ies that they h ave comm iss ioned,  M r. Cha i rman .  I t  
wasn't done by us .  We a r e  us ing  you r analyses. Per
haps you d on't h ave fa ith i n  your  own work,  M r. 
Cha i rman. 

M R .  ORCHARD:  M r. Cha i rman, the M inister i s  n ow 
start ing to s k ate.  The M inister ind i cated h e  had  a 
t h ree- h o u r  meet i n g  face-to-face with  M r. Pepin. D i d  
h e  g et a vag ue i n d i cat i on from M r. Pepin that they 
intend to p ick  u p  a proport ion of future cost increases? 
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M R .  USKIW: No.  

M R .  ORCHARD:  D i d  the M in ister get  a vagu e  i n d i ca
t ion  that they wou l d  not p ick  u p  any port ion of fu ture 
cost i n c rease? 

MR. USKIW: Mr. Cha i rman, the th ree-hou r debate 
that we had or  d iscuss ion was a rather  f r iend ly  d i s
cuss ion. The M inister of Transport for Canada can be 
a t remendous ly  persuas ive i nd iv idua l ,  and he has 
been ab le  to  m ove in that  way in a n u m be r  of areas. I 
used to ca l l  h i m  a snake charmer. He happens to be a 
very i m press ive f i g u re ;  he tr ies to put a case forward i n  
a very pos i t i ve way, b u t  he's n ot t h e  type o f  person 
that anyone w i l l  ever p in  down on a speci f i c  at that 
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leve l .  I app rec iate the po int  and  for the r ight  reasons,  
M r. Cha i rman ,  so for the m e m be r  to try to extract from 
me that k ind of p rec is ion on that  d iscuss ion ,  I ' m  sorry ,  
I can 't satisfy that desi re, M r. Cha i rman .  That's not the 
way these t h i ngs  funct ion .  

MR.  ORCHARD: J ust a couple more q u est ions ,  M r. 
Cha i rman .  The M i n ister keeps br i n g i n g  more q u es
t ions up every t i m e  he g i ves me one of h i s  snake 
charm i n g  a nswers, But ,  M r .  Cha i rman ,  then  c lear ly  in  
the th ree- h o u r  d iscuss ion ,  d i d  the M i n ister ask the 
Federa l  M i n is ter  about  f u t u re cost i n c rease and 
whether  they wou ld  be shared? 

MR.  USKIW: M r. Cha i rman , we were told many t i m es 
that they m ust g u a rd the federal  p u rse over and over 
and  over agai n ,  that w h i l e  we are apprec iat ive of the 
i m pact of t h ese changes t h at t here are no l i m its on 
federa l  s p e n d i n g ,  a n d  t h e y  were worr ied a b o u t  
whether they're go ing  to g e t  locked i nto g reater 
spen d i n g  i f  the C row stays,  i f  the rai lways don 't per
form . I mean t h e  concerns a re o n  the  other  s ide  of the 
ledger .  The  concerns are h ow d o  you reduce Federal 
Govern ment  s u bs i d i es? H ow do you balance the 
books in Ottawa? Those are the  concerns.  

Let 's  put  i t  i n  i ts proper perspective. We know what 
happens when Treasu ry Board dec ides that the  Fed
eral Government  has to balance their budget or  
attempt to come c loser to a ba lanced budget .  U n l ess 
you have statutory p rotect i o n  in law for t h i ngs of t h i s  
nature,  you don 't have i t .  I t  gets c h opped off a t  a n y  
t i me.  

MR.  ORCHARD: Mr .  C h a i r m a n ,  the M i n ister st i l l  
d i d n't  answer t h e  q uest ion .  D i d  h e  pose that q uest ion  
to the Federal M i n i ster of the  Federal Government's 
i ntent io n  to bear a port ion  of futu re cost i n c reases? 

MR. USKIW: Mr. Cha i rman ,  we had asked a m i l l i on  
and one  q uest ions  and we d i d n't  receive a d i rect 
answer on m ost of them,  for the r ight  reasons,  and I ' m  
n o t  fau l t i n g  t h e  M i n ister of Transport f o r  Canada.  
They h ave put  a p roposal on the tab le i n  a very general  
way, i t 's up for  d i scuss ion and  t h at's the l evel at w h i c h  
it 's bei n g  d i scussed.  Y o u  w i l l  n o t  be ab le  to p i n  down 
the M i n i ster  of Transport for Canada u nt i l  they h ave 
arrived at a pos i t ion and t h at w i l l  be somet i m e  next 
October.  

MR. ORCHARD:  M r. Cha i rman ,  I may be miss ing  
somet h i n g  i n  t h i s  whole  d ebate, but  i t  seems to me 
that i t ' s  pretty key to the who le  d iscuss ion p rocess 
that G i lson i s  g o i n g  thro u g h ,  pretty key that one q u es
t ion be answered , and whether the prov i n c i al M i n i ster 
can not answer i t ,  i f  he  can ' t  and  he d i d n't  d i scuss i t ,  
that's a l l  I want to know. But  to m e  it 's p retty key as to 
whether the  Federa l  Government  in  the proposal  has 
an i ntent ion to pick u p  a port ion  of fu ture costs, and  i f  
the M i n ister d i d n't  d iscuss i t  w i th  h im then I s u p pose I 
can fau l t  h i m  for not ask i n g  a very i m portant q u est ion .  
I f  he  d i d  d i scuss i t  w i th  h im and he got a no,  a yes ,  a 
maybe, that 's a l l  I want to k n ow.  I f  he d i scussed it w i th  
h im ,  d i d  the  M i n i ster say ,  def in i te ly they are not g o i n g  
to p ick  u p ,  poss ib ly  they m i g ht p i c k  up ,  o r  yes t h e y  w i l l  
p i c k  u p .  There's g o t  t o  be o n e  of the  t h ree.  I t ' s  g o t  to 
be yes, they w i l l  p i c k  up a port ion ,  no, they"won't  p i c k  

u p  a port ion  and were cons ider i n g  i t .  That's a l l  I want 
to f ind out  from the  M i n ister .  I f  he  doesn't h ave the 
answer,  i f  he wasn't ab le  to get the answer from the 
Federal M i n ister, then f ine .  

MR.  USKIW: M r. Chairman,  we are just repeat i n g  
ou rselves. T h e  M i n ister knows that t h i s  i s n ' t  the  way 
these k i n ds of d iscuss ions take p lace. One i s  never i n  
a pos i t ion  to get that k i n d  o f  a s pecif ic  response.  
General d i scuss ions ,  yes, but  they are not going to be 
spec i f ic  when they themselves are at l east i n d i cat ing 
that there is  some room for d i alogue.  They are not 
go ing  to be p i n ned down on f i g u res or  d o l la rs or 
length of com m itment  or w h atever. Out of that d ia
logue ,  not w i th  myself ,  but w i th  the Saskatchewan 
people ,  came the  sort of c lar i f i cat ion  of the c o m m i t
ment on the amount  of subs idy per year w h i c h  was 
not in the or ig ina l  document in specif ic terms. 

So,  that i s  the way in w h i c h  these t h i ngs  happen ,  
and I bel i eve that  i n  the cou rse of the next  several 
months before the leg is lat ion i s  i ntroduced that the 
Pep i n  g ro u p  w i l l  be l isten i n g  to the concerns t h at are 
expressed o n  a who le  h ost of issues with respect to 
that p roposa l ,  some of w h i c h  they w i l l  take i nto 
acco u n t  and  do someth i n g  about ,  some of w h i c h  t hey 
w i l l  tota l l y  i g nore. That i s  what th i s  i s  all about .  We are 
in that process. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Another q u est ion ,  the M e m be r  for 
Pem b ina  or  . . .  

MR.  ORCHARD: Yes, i ndeed. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Because you r q u est ions h ave been 
r e p et i t i v e  f o r  t h e  l as t  l i t t l e  w h i l e ,  y o u ' re n o t  
contr i but ing  . . .  

M R .  ORCHARD:  Mr .  Cha i rman ,  I submi t  that that 
doesn't rea l ly  i nvolve you.  
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MR.  CHAIRMAN: It certa i n ly does.  

MR. ORCHARD:  No,  i t  doesn't .  We're d iscuss i n g  the 
C row-rate issue and  i f  q uest ions are opposed and 
answers are g iven ,  we can ask for a clar if icat ion of the 
answer w h i c h  is  what I have been do ing ,  M r. C h a i r
man . Now,  if that's out  of order,  then I suggest yo u ' re 
t ry ing  to m uzzle the  Opposit ion and I don 't t h i n k  
you ' re t ry ing  t o  do that ,  M r. Cha i rman .  I bel i eve you ' re 
a m uc h  fa i rer  parl iamentar ian than that.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: But your questio n i n g  is  repet i t ive .  

M R .  O R CHAR D:  F i n e, i f  you wou ld  a l low m e  the 
cou rtesy of one more q uest ion ,  you m i g ht not f i n d  i t  
repet i t ive .  

MR.  CHAIRMAN: The Member  for Pembina .  

MR. O R C H A R D :  T h a n k  you ,  M r . C h a i r m a n .  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  the M i n ister i n d i cated that certa i n l y  specif
ics on n u m bers were i m poss ib le  and I ag ree. H e  i n d i
catec;! earl ier  that a pr i nc ip le  is be ing changed from 
p rotect ion  for the farmer to p rotect ion for the ra i lway. 
I t h i n k  that the q u est ion  I 've been ask i n g  h i m  i s  not 
one of n u m bers, but  one of pr inc ip le ,  the f i rst p r i nc i  
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pie bei n g  estab l i shed i n  fu rther d iscussion that the 
Federal G overn ment  i ntends to cont i n u e  the $61 2-
m i l l i on  support .  The second pr inc i p le  of d iscuss i o n ,  
and  i t ' s  a p r i nc ip le, i s  whether t h e  Federal Govern
ment i ntends to bear a port ion  of fut u re cost, and I 
don't  t h i n k  any mean ingfu l  d i scuss ion can take p lace 
u n less the p r i n c i p l e  of whether they're p repared to 
pay futu re costs i s  answered . If the M i n ister d i dn ' t  get 
an answer ,  whether t h at p r i n c i p l e  was part of the 
Federal G overn ment negot iat ion ,  then I su ppose he 
can say ,  he d id  n ot ,  but  I th ink  i t  i s  pretty key to any 
d iscuss ion whether  the pr inc ip le i s  there and does he 
know whether  the  p r i n c i p l e  of future cost-shar i ng i s  
part of the federal proposal? 

MR. USKIW: No, M r. Cha i rman ,  there i s  no comm it
ment that we are aware of that they are p repared to 
engage in cost shar ing  beyon d  the i r  comm itment that 
we are a lso aware of. Second ly ,  we are a lso aware of 
the fact that d u ri n g  the p rocess of consu ltat ions ,  i t  is 
q u ite poss i b l e  that w i l l  ar ise, but that i s  a matter of 
G overn ment of Canada po l icy and to the extent that 
we are s uccessfu l  in b ri n g i n g  that about, we w i l l  
benefit  from that s uccess a n d  t o  t h e  extent that i t  
occu rs.  But  we are n ot i n  a pos i t ion  to q uant i fy i t  at 
th i s  po int  in t i me, or even to determ i ne whether it w i l l  
occu r, but  w e  h o p e  that i t  w i l l .  

MR.  MANNESS: I w o u l d  l i ke to key on that spec i f ic  
comment  whi le  i t  was made and the words were "spe
c i f ic  response" that you were unab le  to get from the 
Federal M i n i ster a n d  I 'm go ing to t ry and  obta i n  a 
spec i f ic  response from th i s  M i n ister if I can .  So you 
are forewarned. 

Is this govern ment say i n g  that regard less of what
ever com prom i se is struc k ,  if in fact one is struck ,  a n d  
persona l ly  I don 't rate the chances any better t h a n  
50-50 of there bei n g  one struck ,  but  i f  there i s  one that 
Professor  G i l son can g ive to the p u b l i c  at la rge as the 
representatives h ave agreed to ,  can you see t h i s  
govern ment,  your  govern ment,  negot iat i ng  a t  that 
stage, or i n  fact, w i l l  you cont i nue  to mai nta in  your  
p resent approac h ,  wh ich  is  abso lutely no change?  I 
know as a p rov i n ce,  we h ave been exc l uded from the 
negot iat ions ,  a l though I 'm s u re that words of those 
resu lts or  negot iat ions are com i n g  down to you by 
some metho d .  But ,  I ' m  wonderi ng i f  t h i s  g overn ment 
i s  wait i n g  to hear the comprom ise that's bei n g  struck 
before i t's p repared then to say, we' l l  negot iate, o r  are 
they go ing  to cont inue to say, absol utely no change? 

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  one of the t h i ngs that has 
to be taken i nto acco u n t  i s  the fact that the mem ber 
a l l udes to negotiat ions between wh ich  groups? I 
mea n ,  who are the negot iat ions cond ucted by, and  for 
whom? We're ta l k i n g  about G i lson i n terfac i n g  with  a 
n u m ber of leaders of farm organ izat ions ,  that's what 
we're ta l k i n g  about .  I wou ld  go one step further, I 
wou ld  say that I wou ld  be sat isf ied with the resu lts of a 
referend u m  on the  issue. A l though I m i g h t  not ag ree 
with those res u lts ,  I wou l d  be satisf ied with  that. 

B ut to go one f u rther, let's assume that there was 
u n a n i m ity between the consu ltat ive part ners, so  to 
speak ,  the people represent ing  the i n d ustry and peo
ple represent i n g  the G overn ment of Canada but  that 
the res u l t  of that u n an i m ity is a n et economic  dec l i n e  

t o  the Prov ince o f  Man itoba. I m a y  st i l l  n o t  support 
that recommendation because of the economic  i m pact 
that i t  has on the P rov i n ce of M a n itoba.  J ust because 
you are w i l l i n g  to g ive away a p iece of our econ o m y  
a n d  y o u  h a p p e n  to represent a g ro u p  o f  people out  
there doesn't mean that i t  fol l ows that the govern ment 
is  p repared to g ive away a p iece of our economy.  So i n  
the e n d  i t  has t o  do w i th  co l d ,  eco n o m i c  ana lys is  a s  to 
whether  we win or  we l ose on t h i s  one and so far we 
know that we are g o i n g  to l ose, based on a l l  of the 
stu d ies and  reports that we have, n o  m atter what 
adj u stments are made i n  the C row rate if they ' re 
u pward adj u stments; we know we're go ing  to l ose. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Mem ber for M o rr is .  

MR.  MANNESS: Oh, I t h i n k  we' re gett i ng  r ight to the 
heart of the  issue now. Does the M i n ister, the way he 
observes the who le  s i tuat io n ,  d oes he see - a n d  h e  
says whether w e  w i n  or  w e  l ose - d oes h e  see any 
opportun ity to w i n  at  a l l ?  I s  there any com p ro m i se 
that can be struck that w i l l  have us stay i n g  even or  
w in n i ng ,  i n  h i s  m ind?  

M R .  USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  we are not hung up  
w i th  the fact that the C row rate m ust rema in  a n d  that  
the pub l ic  m u st look the other way w hen , i n  fact, we 
know that  there has to be a major  effort u ndertaken to  
u p g rade ra i l way fac i l i t ies i n  Canada,  but we bel i eve 
there are other ways of do ing  that without tam peri n g  
w i t h  the Crow, that's a l l .  We bel ieve i t 's i n  t h e  p u b l i c  
i nterest to leave the C row a s  i t  i s ,  even i f  i t  meant 
p u b l i c  d o l l a rs going in ,  by way of capita l  s u p port ,  to 
the p rojects that h ave to be u n d ertaken by the rai l 
ways. W e  h ave n o  problem w i t h  that concept. We' re 
say i n g  i t 's i n  the overa l l  p u b l i c  i nterest to leave the 
Crow a lone. 
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MR. MANN E SS: I want to be s peci f ic  when you say 
capital d o l l ars,  p u b l i c  do l lars.  A re you tal k i n g  spec i fi 
cal ly  federal do l la rs or  are  you a lso leav ing  a n  o p por
t u n ity open for p rov inc ia l  do l lars? 

MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  I wou l d  t h i n k  that if  
we were to m ove in that d i rect ion  that a n u m ber of 
p rov i n ces, a long  with  the federal govern ment;  or at 
least they wou l d  be w i l l i n g  to go a long  with the G ov
ern ment of Canada in putt ing forward needed capita l  
for ra i lway expans ion .  We would want to take an 
eq u ity pos i t ion for havi n g  done so .  

M R .  MANNESS:  The M i n ister has made reference a 
n u m ber of t i mes to tak i n g  the i n format ion out  to the  
farm com m u n i ty and  lett i ng  those that have the most 
to w i n  or  l ose - some people say the most to l ose - out 
of t h i s  whole p rob lem,  lett i ng  them make the dec is ion  
on the bas is  of a l l  the i nformat ion  and  I th ink  he's 
made the com ments in an ana lyt ica l  way, let t hem 
dec ide. He also makes reference to a report that was 
done by P rofessor Tyrc h n iewicz for the p rev ious  g ov
ernment and  I take i t  to bel ieve that th i s  w i l l  be the 
main ana lyt ica l  docu ment that' l l  s u pport the govern
ment in i ts  arg u ment that ,  in fact, n o  change s h o u l d  
occ u r  to the C row rate or  a t  least a l l  the  benefits t h at 
accrue to us .  I s  that a correct statement? 
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M R. USKIW: Wel l ,  no, the correct statment  i s  that we 
have no cho ice  in the matter. It i s  up to the pro d u cers 
of this p rov i n ce to make a d eterm i nat i o n  and to h ave 
that deter m i n at ion  conveyed to the G overn ment  of 
Canada. We are mere ly bystanders in this exercise 
and al l  we are do ing  here i s  u n d e rtak i n g  some 
respon s i b i l i ty i n  the d isse m i n at ion  of i nformat i o n ;  
m a k i ng ava i l ab le  the  analys is  that we have o n  that 
issue so that those that are going to make t h e  deci
s ion ,  or  the  reco m mendat ions ,  or  wi l l  be i nvo lved i n  
the d ia logue ,  w i l l  h ave a s  many p ieces of factua l  
i nformat ion  as are ava i l ab le  to us  or  to  anyo n e  e lse ;  
that's bas ica l ly  our  role.  

MR.  MANN E SS: But ,  I detect somet h i n g  a l i tt l e  bit  
d i fferent ly h e re.  I detect that in fact you 've taken from 
that report w h at you bel i eve to be in a support ive 
fas h ion ,  that supports your  arg u ment ,  the govern
ment's arg u ment ,  and you ' re us ing i t  specif ica l ly. Is  
that a true statement? 

MR.  USKIW: Wel l ,  w hat we're d o i n g  i s  us ing a report  
that was p repared for the prev ious  ad m i n i st rat ion  
wh ich  does  i n d i cate the  i m pact o n  M a n itoba's econ
omy,  g iven a certa i n  scenar io o n  that q u est ion .  That 's 
there,  i t 's  factua l  i nformat ion.  I pres u m e  it 's  accuate,  I 
have no way of knowing  t h at i t 's not accu rate. O u r  
analysts have l ooked a t  i t  and  o u t  o f  t h at came u p  w i th  
a complete package of ana lys is  and p roject i o n s  as 
they deemed to be the case. 

MR. MANNESS:  Wel l ,  the key words,  M r. M i n ister ,  
were " I  pres u m e  i t  i s  accu rate. " 

M R .  USKIW: Wel l ,  I ' m  not q uest ion n i n g  it is w h at I ' m  
say i ng. 

MR. MANNE SS: I g u ess what you are say i n g  a n d  
adm itt i ng  i s  that poss ib ly  i t  i s  n o t  accu rate i n  a l l  
accounts. 

M R .  USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  you can h ave a h u n d red 
reports,  and you can h ave q uest i o n s  with respect to 
the accu racy of a h u n d red reports o n  the  same s u b
ject.  So,  if t h e  m e m ber wants to suggest to me that 
there m ay be a com ponent  there that  m i g ht h ave a 
var iat ion  factor g reater than  what was ant ic i pated , 
perhaps i t 's  t here; I ' m  not the  one to the  the judge  of 
that. We h ave g iven to you t h e  best a n alys is  t h at we 
are ab le  to put  together with the  expert ise t h at we 
have and that's al l  I can tel l  you. 

M R. MAN N ESS: Wel l  in the i n format ion  package and  
maybe later o n  we' l l  have  a fee l  or  get  a better i d ea as  
to what  i s  g o i n g  to be prepared for  the  who le  i n fo rma
t ion package that w i l l  be mai led out  to producers,  but  
wou ld  you cons ider an a l ternat ive approach to t h at 
specif ic report ,  i n  other  words, a cr i t ique by some
body that may not ag ree wi th  t h e  bas i c  methodology 
used i n  that report? 

MR. USKIW: You see, M r. Cha i rman ,  we're now i nto 
that scenar io ;  then we need to have a cr i t ique of the  
cr i t ique. I mean there i s  no e n d  to that process. The  
p rev ious government  com m iss ioned a g ro u p  to do a 
study for t h e m ;  brought  i n  a report that wasn't  to t h e i r  

l i k i ng ;  h i d  i t  u n d e r  t h e  b lan ket f o r  1 . 5 years; t o o k  a 
change i n  government  to reveal it to the  p u b l i c  and 
now they are say i n g ,  wou ld  you M r. M i n ister h i re a 
g ro u p  to do a cr i t ique  on the  report? Wel l ,  you s h o u l d  
h a v e  d o n e  t h a t  then i f  i t  w a s  of concern to y o u .  I d o n 't 
mean you ,  persona l ly ,  but I mean the  p revi ous 
adm i n i strat ion.  

The report i s  there,  o u r  ana lysts h ave looked at  i t  
and h ave come u p  w i th  a package of i nformat ion 
based o n  that report and other i nformat ion.  T h at i s  
satisfactory to me,  S i r. I f  i t  isn ' t  to you ,  I suggest, that 
you get your  research peop le  w i th i n  ycur  struct u re to 
do a cross-exam i nat ion of that analys is  and do what
ever you wish with it; we are not go ing  to do that. 

MR. MANNESS: I j ust want to then make s u re we 
u nderstan d  each other. Persona l ly  I see some g la r i ng  
weaknesses i n  some of the methodology used  i n  that 
report and ,  I g u ess,  w hat the M i n i ster then  is i n d icat
i n g  that ,  in fact, i f  those weaknesses are shown by 
somebody of o u r  part ,  that in fact they w i l l  not be 
i n c l u ded in that i nformation package, even though  
the  M i n ister i n  many of h i s  com ments has sa id  that 
prod ucers shou ld  be g iven a l l  the i nformat ion. 

M R .  USKIW: M r. C h a i rman ,  i n h erent i n  that state
ment  is the ass u m pt ion  that whatever i nformat ion  you 
p rov ide  is, in fact, accu rate. I wou ld  raise a g reat deal  
of q u esti o n  about that ,  M r. Chairman,  i t  may have a 
t remendous amount  of b ias. The report t h at I ' m  deal
ing w i th  i s  not our report ,  i t  i s  your  report ,  therefore, i t  
has n o  po l i t ica l  b ias from our s ide. What you ' re now 
propos i n g  to me i s  that you prepare a report and  we 
s u b m i t  i t  in with that i nformat ion  p iece as i f  i t  were 
neutral i n format ion.  It would not be neutral i nforma
t ion  if you 'd brought  it to the comm ittee as part of the 
i nformat ion  package. 
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M R .  MANNESS: Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  I d i d n 't want  to 
get i nto the specif ics of that report and I won't m ove 
i nto i t  in too m u c h  deta i l ,  but I want to make the  
M i n i ster aware, and obvious ly h e  m u st have  read i t  a 
n u m be r  of t i mes,  but  if he rea l izes the  bas i c  fou n d a
t ion  i n  that report has p rod uct ion i n  th i s  cou ntry 
a lmost doub l i ng  by the year 1 990; does he honest ly 
bel i eve that in fact that w i l l  occu r? 

MR. USKIW: M r. C h a i rman ,  the bas is  of p rod u ct ion ,  
and we d i scussed th i s  yesterday - I bel ieve the  
member  was  n ot here a t  the t i me - was the  p roject ions 
of the  Canad ian  Wheat  Board. I don ' t  bel i eve they w i l l  
occur ,  q u ite fra n k ly. Persona l ly ,  I d o n ' t  t h i n k  we' re 
go ing  to doub le  o u r  gra in  p rod uct ion in 1 0  years, 
a l though i t  may happen ,  but I don 't t h i n k  that's 
correct. 

M R .  MANN ESS: Thank  you ,  M r. M i n ister,  for be ing 
that cand i d  because I too ,  do  not bel ieve i t  w i l l  occur  
and of cou rse that Wheat Board analys is  that came 
out some two years ago was severely - I won't say 
cr i t ic ized - but  severely rev iewed and put  through 
many tests, many r igorous  tests and i n  my u n der
stCj n d i n g  t h ro u g h  my sou rces was i n  fact rejected i n  
m a n y  m a n y  areas. W h e n  I s e e  i t  n o w  bei ng the bas ic  
fou n dat ions  for m u c h  of the Tyrc h n i ewicz Report 
t h rotJg h  the  var ious scenar ios ,  I then become a l i tt le 
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d i smayed as to what the i nformation package w i l l  be.  
To f u rther  deve lop another area on this part icu la r  

project, I see  by way of the  report that the  M i n ister 
tabled i n  the House yesterday regard i n g  the i m pact 
upon  d i st r icts w it h i n  the p rov i nce,  I also d raw to h i s  
attent ion that ,  i n  fact, t h e i r  bas is  on i n p ut-output ana
laysis based on 1 974 table ,  and if anybody with  an 
economic  background  - and maybe poss ib ly  the 
M e m ber  for l n kster who has a thoroug h  u n de rstand
ing of i n p ut-output analys is  - real izes the  many 
many weaknesses i n volved i n  that area, I ' m  wonder
i n g  agai n how conf ident  the  M i n ister is i n  the  who le  
i n put-output analys is  approach that bears upon a n d  
g ives u s  the  n u m bers that h e  tabled yesterday as far 
as the reg iona l  breakdown in th is provi nce? 

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  I h ave to d raw to the 
attent ion of the  Mem ber for Morr is that he obv ious ly 
hasn't stud ied that report at  a l l  or  has j ust s k i m med 
through i t ,  because the Tyrc h n i ewicz Report chal
lenges the  Wheat Board p roject ions  on product ion by 
the  year 1 990. I t  th rows out  the arg u ment  that there 
w i l l  be a d o u b l i n g  of p rodu ct ion .  It is not based on that 
premise, as he suggested that i t  was. Perhaps I s h o u l d  
repeat what I sa id .  T h e  Tyrc h n iewicz Report cha l 
l e nges the  Wheat Board premise on the  d o u b l i n g  of 
prod u ct ion .  I t  tota l ly  d i s regards that.  I t  shows a 
reduct ion of g ra i n  prod uct ion based on changes to 
the  C row. 

MR. MANNESS: M r. M i n i ster,  I made a lso other ref
erence on the  who le  i n p ut-output analys is  based o n  
the  1 974. I won't bother movi n g  i nto that who le  area 
r ight now.  I ' l l  pose that q uest ion i n  another part of 
you r  Est imates. 

But I ' m  wonder i n g  i f  I ' m  wrong in say i n g  that o n  the  
q u estio n  wi th  the key i ssue,  i s  whether  a l l  the  g ra i n  
that I produce and that the farmers of t h i s  prov i nce 
wi l l  produce,  whether a l l  that gra in  wi l l  move 1 0, 1 5  
years hence i f  there i s  n o  change i n  the  C row rate. I s  
that or  i s  that n ot t h e  key issue? 

M R .  USKIW: M r. C h a i rm a n ,  I bel i eve that we w i l l  
m ove a l l  of the  g r a i n  that h a s  t o  be moved t o  the  ports 
when i t  has to be moved to the ports without chang i n g  
the  Crow. 

MR. MANNESS: That's f ine and  I ' m  g lad to hear  that 
statement .  I haven't decided yet whether I share that 
fee l i n g  or not.  

MR. USKIW: As long as you're w i l l i n g  to change the 
C row, you ' re r ig ht ,  i t  won't happen .  The moment you 
are not w i l l i ng to change i t ,  i t  wi l l  happen .  

M R .  MANNESS: I th i n k  I ' l l  c lose off  at th i s  po int .  
Thanks ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  CHAIR MAN: The M e m ber for Pem b i na .  

M R .  O R C HARD:  Thank  you ,  Mr .  C h a i r m a n .  O n  the  
s u bject of the Tyrc h n iewicz Report, cou ld  the M in i s
ter i n d i cate whether the ass u m pt ions  on wh ich  the 
Tyrc h n iewicz Report tabled its conclus ions are i n d eed 
reflective of the Pep i n  p roposa l?  
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M R .  USKIW: Yes, the report is i ndependent of the 
Pep i n  p roposal .  I t  mere ly  postu lates a leve l  that  pro
d u cers wou ld  pay g iven a certa i n  c i rcumstance. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you,  M r. Cha i rman .  I f  the 
M i n ister cou l d ,  could h e  i n d i cate that the Tyrc h n ie
w i cz Report deve lops a ser ies of dol lar l osses to the 
farm i n g  com m u n ity based on the ass u mpt ion that the 
farmers ,  the p roducers ,  w i l l  have to p ick  u p  the ent i re 
cost of mov ing g ra i n ?  

M R .  U S K I W :  No,  j u st a model , Mr .  C h a i r m a n ,  that 
g i ves us  a measu re. When we k n ow the rate t i m es the 
base rate that we w i l l  h ave to pay, the model te l l s  us 
w h at the i m pact of that w i l l  be .  It 's a fa i rly  n eutral  
docu ment .  

MR. ORCHARD: Wel l ,  i t 's a fa i r ly  neutral  d oc u m ent ,  
but  d oes the  Tyrc h n i ewicz Report not come to the 
conc lus ion that i f  the  farmers were asked to pay the 
com pensatory rate which has been ident i f ied by 
S n avely as 3 .4  t i m es the present C row, that the i r  
losses wou ld  be X n u m ber  of do l la rs?  

MR .  USKIW: Yes ,  that's correct. 

MR. ORCHARD: Is i t  not fa i r  to say that the Pep i n  
proposal  h a s  i n d icated that the $61 2 m i l l i o n  t h e y  p ro
pose to put  i nto the system represents that 3.4 t i mes 
Crow in approxi mate f i g u res and  that that i s  a Federa l  
G overnment  contr i but ion  w h i c h  wou l d  n o t  be pa id  b y  
the  farmer a s  w a s  i n d icated i n  the  a na lys is  by 
Tyrc h n i ew icz? 

M R .  USKIW: Wel l  agai n ,  i t  depends o n  the  base you 
were to use ,  but  at the  c u rrent moment I be l i eve the 
compensatory rate wou l d  amount  to about f ive t i mes 
Crow. 

MR. ORCHARD: Wel l ,  Mr .  Cha i rman ,  the M i n i ster  is 
toss i n g  extra f i g u res i n ,  but  h e  i s  bas i n g  some of h is 
factua l  p resentat ion  to the  i nterested part ies in th i s  
d ebate o n  the Tyrc h n iewicz R eport w h i c h  made the  
assu m pt ion  that the  farmer i n  1 98 1  wou l d  pay  3 .4  
t i m es Crow and the reason for my f i rst q u est ion was 
that t h i s  Tyrc h n iewicz Report wou l d  come to some
w h at d i fferent con c l us ions  i n  terms of l oss  of i n co m e  
s h o u l d  i t  have m a d e  the analys is based o n  the P e p i n  
proposal o f  supp lement ing the g ra i n  transportat ion 
system by $61 2 m i l l i o n .  

M R .  U S K I W :  M r. C h a i rman ,  what the  mem ber i s  ta lk
ing about i s  the base year. The base year w o u l d  be 
'81 -82 with the $61 2 m i l l ion  i n  the package which i s  
Crow rate, o kay, 1 98 1 -82. 

MR. ORCHARD: That's a good rate. 

M R .  USKIW: That's r ight .  The total cost of s h i p m ent 
wou l d  be $751 m i l l i o n  on a compensatory basis of 
w h i c h  the federal payment wou l d  be 6 1 2, of w h i c h  the 
Crow reven u es would be 1 39, so that's you r base year, 
i t 's one t i m es Crow. But i f  you p roject that down 
th ro u g h  the years without any add i t iona l  s u bs id ies  to 
the producers,  you d o  come up with a scenar io that 
br i n g s  you i nto a m u lt i p l e  of 1 0  by year 1 990 or the-



Tuesday, 6 April, 1982 

reabouts. Those are aga in  based on assu m pt ions that 
c u rrent i nf lat ion rates w i l l  p reva i l  and so o n .  I f  we had 
def lat ion ,  we m i g ht end u p  wi th  someth i n g  e lse .  

MR. ORCHARD: We'd get the  money back.  

MR.  USKIW: But  g iven the c u rrent economic  condi
t ions and  not on ly  c u rrent, but  eco n o m i c  cond i t ions 
that have been wi th  us for many decades ,  that there 
w i l l  be an i n c reased charge to p rod u cers each year, 
u n less there are i ncreases in s u bs idy d o l lars. 

MR. ORCHARD: Thank you ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  and I 
t h i n k  the M i n ister has i n deed conf i rmed that the 
Tyrc h n iewicz Report made the  ass u m pt ion  that the 
farmer was going to essent ia l ly  pay that $61 2 m i l l i on .  

M R .  USKIW:  The Tyrc h n iewicz Report doesn't make 
any ass u m pt ion .  I t  o ri ly  i n d icates that i f  you have a 
level of charges for transport i n g  g ra i n  at one t i mes,  
two t i mes,  t h ree t i mes or  w h atever, that certai n t h i n g s  
wi l l  h a p p e n .  That's what i t  assu mes. 

MR. ORCHARD: R i g ht, exact ly .  that's what it  assu mes 
that the farmer wou l d  pay 3.4 t i m es Crow wh ich  wou ld  
be the ent i re compensatory g ra i n  rate, a scenar io 
which with the Federal p roposal doesn't ex ist ,  because 
the Federal  G overnment  has ag reed to pay that 3.4 
t i mes C row m u lt i p l e  in the 6 1 2 m i l l i o n ,  so that the 
ass u m pt ions  in the Tyrc h n iewicz Report are not 
bases l osses in 1 98 1  or  1 982,  but  i ndeed wou l d  be 
reflective of potent ia l  l osses some year down the 
road , when i n c reased costs of transportat ion  w h i c h  
m a y  be b o r n e  by the  farmer ,  come to b e a r  i n  t h e  
transportat ion  system .  So the  resu lt  of the  Tyrc h n i e
w icz Report wh ich  is ref lect ive when it was d rafted 
and with the cr i ter ion i t  was ana lysed on come to bear, 
they deve lop  1 98 1  l osses, but those l osses may never 
occ u r  o r  may occu r  in 1 989,  we don't know,  because 
the Federal Government has changed one i m portant 
cr i ter ion that we were not aware of when the  Tyrch
n i ewicz Report was d rafted ,  namely that the  Federal 
Government  h as i n d i cated they w i l l  p ick u p  the Crow 
benefit  and pay i t  i nto the system .  

A cou p l e  of other q u est ions ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  h a s  t h e  
Tyrc h n iewicz Report been reworked or  reanalysed t o  
reflect, say, a 1 98 1  scenar io bases the Pep i n  p roposal ,  
t h e  $ 6 1 2- m i ll i o n  c o n t r i b u t i o n  b y  t h e  F e d e r a l  
Government? 

MR. USKIW: No,  i t  has n ot been reprod uced on the 
bas i s  of 1 98 1  docu ment ,  but  agai n ,  that is  not an 
i m portant po i nt because a l l  we' re deal i n g  with is  eco
n o m i c  i m pact, g iven changes in transportat ion costs 
to producers when they occur ,  so the model  ho lds if 
you have those changes take p l ace.  The o n l y  t h i n g  
that c a n  change that is  s u bs idy  i n put that w i l l  not 
a l l ow that to take p l ace. So, i t  doesn't matter as to its 
date. 

MR. ORCHARD: So, then I take it  from the M i n ister's 
answer that the Tyrc h n iewicz Report and its conc lu
s ions  have not been recalcu lated to reflect the $61 2-
m i l l i o n  contr i but ion by the Federal Government in the 
Pep i n  p roposa l .  

M R .  USKIW: I t  h as n ot h i n g  to do with  the Tyrc h n ie
w icz Report, the  fact t h at the government  i s  putt i n g  i n  
$61 2 m i l l io n .  A l l  that does i n  t h e  scenar io  i s  br ings  us 
i nto a base-year pos i t ion  which says, okay,  we' l l  g ive 
the  ra i lways compensatory rate for 1 98 1  and  it's go ing  
to cost the  Federal Treasury 6 12  m i l l io n  and  that's 
C row. After that.  we w i l l  have one t i mes C row o r  two 
t i m es C row o r  three t i m es Crow as the costs go u p .  
That poi nt is  n o t  relevant. 

MR. ORCHARD: Mr. Cha i rman ,  I don't rea l ly  accept 
the M i n i ster's arg u m ent that's not relative, because 
the Tyc h n iewicz Report and I don 't h ave i t  in front of 
me, but if my memory serves me correct ly ,  i t  i n d i cated 
it  d i d  an i n come analys is  of farm i n g  operat ions in the 
p rov ince  bases pay i n g  o n l y  the C row rate; bases pay
i n g  3.4 t i mes the Crow rate; bases fou r  t i m es the C row 
rate and i t  estab l i shed a series of net farm income 
l osses to  the  farm com m u n ity based o n  th ree s izes of  
farms i n  te rms  of  1 98 1  do l lars. 

MR. USKIW: 1 978 d o l la rs .  

M R .  ORCHARD: O kay, ' 78  do l lars but  I bel i eve -
okay, we' l l  ta lk  1 978 do l l ars. I s  the M i n ister say ing  that 
a l l  we do to determ i n e  the i m pact of the  Pepi n  p ro
posal in 1 982 i s  s i m p ly · factor 1 978 losses by a n  i n fl a
t ion  rate, l et 's say t h e  C P I ,  to arr ive at a 1 982 f i g u re ,  
and  that w i l l  represent the losses t o  t h e  farm com m u n
ity bases the  Pepi n  p ro posal? 

M R .  USKIW: M r. C h a i rman ,  I 'm not s u re that's a 
worthwh i l e  exerc ise .  I don 't k n ow w h at the  f i n al 
n u m bers wou ld  be i n  terms of the change i n  cost i n g  
and  so o n  over the l ast t w o  o r t h ree years. W h a t  we are 
dea l i n g  wi th  i s  what happens i f  farmers pay more than  
they are now pay i n g  for the transportat ion  of the i r  
g ra i n .  We don ' t  care  what the  n u m be rs are ,  but  are  
they go ing  to pay 1 00 m i l l ion  more or  1 50 m i l l ion  more 
or 300 m i l l i o n  more a n d  a l l  the way down the  road . 
That is the  relevant po i nt .  What the report i n d icates i s  
that i f  y o u  h ave a scenar io o f  3 . 4  t imes C row, t h i s  is  the 
i mpact o n  the  economy bases 1 978 stat i st ics .  So,  you  
can j ust transplant  that i nto 1 981  and  say ,  we l l  t h i s  i s  
the econo m i c  i m pact i n  1 981 of 3.4.  

In terms of where we are, we w i l l  reach 3 .4 by 1 984, 
in terms of add i t iona l  costs. 
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M R .  MAN N ESS: The M i n i ster made q u ite a po int  here 
when he sa id he bel ieves that regard l ess if there's a 
change i n  C row or change  i n  anyth i n g ,  the  g ra in  w i ll 
m ove i n  1 5  years. 

MR. USKIW: In wh ich?  

M R .  MANNESS: 1 0, 15  years is  the way  I posed the  
q u esti o n ,  a l l  the  gra in  on the farm wou ld  m ove. That 
was the  way I posed the  q u est ion .  You sa id yes, you 
thought i t  wou l d .  That's the  way I u nderstood y o u r  
answer. 

MR. USKIW: What's this 10 or 1 5  years? 

MR: MANNESS:  Wel l ,  1 995 i s  1 0  or  15 years. I ' m  
wonder i n g  i f  he's that comm itted t o  that be l i ef that h e  
refuses aga i n ,  even t h o u g h  he says h e ' s  go ing  t o  p ro-



Tuesday, 6 April, 1 982 

v ide  a l l  the i nformat io n ,  to prov ide  to the  farmers of 
Man itoba what ,  i n  fact , i t  cost them through the  years 
1 978 and 1 979 when ,  in fact, al l the gra in  d i d  not m ove 
off the farm.  I cou l d n 't h e l p  but not ice that was n ot 
ment ioned at a l l  i n  h i s  p resentat ion i n  the House when 
h e  debated the resol ut ion  the  other  day .  I s  that not  
v i ta l  i nformat ion  to h e l p  the farmers of th i s  prov i n ce 
attem pt to d eterm ine ,  make u p  the i r  m i nds on t h i s  
w h o l e  i s s u e  or  i s  i t ,  i n  fact, extraneous to h i s  w h o l e  
bel i ef that regard less of what is  g rown w i l l  move i n  a 
decade f low? 

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  as we move i nto the  n ext 
decade and beyond ,  g ra i n  i s  go ing  to become a very 
s m a l l ,  m i n ute component  of the overa l l  tonnages that 
a re go ing  to be movi n g  across the  ra i l s ,  across t h i s  
cou ntry from one  coast to the other,  a m i n ute port ion  
of the  total tonnage,  each year  a more m i n ute port ion .  
I t  w i l l  n ot be that relevant i n  te rms  of total i ncome to  
the  ra i lway system.  That  does n 't mean  that the  ra i l 
ways wou l d n 't l i ke to rel i eve themse lves of that 
respon s i b i l i ty,  and  it doesn't mean that they w o u l d n't 
want to detract from the i m portance of movi n g  g ra i n  
i n  the i r  po l i cy dec is ions .  

But  I be l ieve that the govern ment of th is  country w i l l  
p l a y  a role ,  a n d  that e i ther  the rai lways w i l l ,  o r  there 
w i l l  be other means fou n d  t h roug h  the system of 
governments and  the ra i lways to br i n g  that about .  
That i s  a l ready part of o u r  h i story, M r. Cha i rman .  

T hat i s  a l ready part of o u r  h i story because i t  has to  
d o  with the many b i l l i ons  of d o l lars that have now 
been spent by the  G overn ment  of Canada a n d ,  
i ndeed,  by some p rovi nces o n  s u bs i d ies to the  rai l  
system ,  the branch l i n e  subs id i es ,  t h e  hopper  car p u r
chases, and I can v i rtua l ly  pred i ct that i f  there's a 
f inanc ia l  i m passe, the t i m e  that they m ust put  that l i ne 
through the t u n ne ls  of the  m o u ntai n s  i n  Br i t i sh  
C o l u m bia ,  that  issue w i l l  be add ressed at  that t ime by 
a l l  concerned and  i t  w i l l  happen ,  i t  w i l l  h a p pen 
because the J apanese need the  coa l ;  i t ' l l  happen 
because the Canad ians  want  to se l l  the coal  and  
because they can n ot do it  u n less they have  new 
trackage, double trac k i n g ,  more horsepower o n  the 
ra i ls ,  i f  you l i ke ,  more port fac i l i t i es .  I t  i s  a l l  related to 
the  q uest ion of coa l ,  wh ich  i s  the domi nant factor. 

Now that i s  not a secret. Br i t ish Col u m b ia's o n  the 
other side of th i s  issue because i t  wants to speed u p  
that p rocess o f  deve lop ing  t h e i r  coal i n d ustry and 
they say so, i t ' s  not as i f  i t ' s  a secret. We've had d i scus
s ions  with the fou r  western prov i n ces on th i s  issue 
and  they do take the  pos i t ion ,  "Look ,  we n eed that ra i l  
l i ne .  W e  need t o  d o u ble-track ,  w e  can't hand le  the 
tonnages t h rough  the  m o u ntai ns . "  I t 's got n ot h i n g  to 
d o  with g ra i n ,  Mr. C h a i rman .  But what d o  the ra i lways 
say, "Our gra in  department doesn't make any money. " 
We can go to the bank and say to them that we need so 
many b i l l i o n s  of do l l a rs because we have to d o u ble
track through the mou nta i n s  of B ri t i sh  Col u m bia ,  
because we have to buy more e n g i nes,  a n d  because 
we have to do somet h i n g  e lse .  They w i l l  say, "Show us 
your cashflow on moving g ra i n , "  and  we can't show a 
posit ive return .  That's the ra i lways' arg u ment .  

But  they don 't say that CPR in it 's total ity hasn't 
got a cashf low that w i l l  back u p  a bank  loan ,  they 
don ' t  say t h at at a l l .  They d o n ' t want  to a l l ud e  
to that and th i s  i s  where the relevance of h i story 
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takes p l ace, M r. Cha i rman .  
T h e  o ld  deal  that was made i s  i m portant at th is  very 

poi nt ,  because the ra i lway system was encou raged to 
expand i nto a broader f ie ld  of i nvestment ,  as i t  was 
argued many many years ago in order to prov ide  them 
with  g reater v iab i l i ty so they cou ld  serv ice the  trans
portat ion needs of th i s  cou ntry without  a d i rect 
charge  on the people that are u s i n g  the transportat ion 
system .  That i s  what's been v io l ated a n d  i s  be ing  
v io lated i n  the proposal before us .  So le t ' s  n ot l ose 
s ight  of where the arg u ment is .  

T h e  rai lways see th is  need to p u s h  for  expans ion of  
ra i l  capacity.  They have co-opted everyone t h at they 
can co-opt i n  th is  issue,  and  they are say i n g  to them
selves,  " I f  we don't  u n load the  C row now we probably 
won't  for the  next 20 years ,  or  30 years . H e re's our  
chance to put  the h eat o n  and  let 's  g et r id  of th is  t h i n g  
because it 's cost ing  us  a few do l lars. "  

C P  Ra i l add i t iona l  annua l  net  revenue ,  assu m i n g  
1 980 g ra i n  rates a s  suggested b y  S n avely - and t h i s  i s  
an i nterest ing  f i g u re ,  M r. Cha i rman - out of total 
funds  of $3 b i l l ion  ava i lab le  to C P R ,  they w i l l  h ave 
add i t iona l  revenues of $53 m i l l io n  do l la rs if they got 
the  S navely rates for 1 980 in movi n g  g ra i n .  I t' s  a m i n
ute part of their  total  operat ion ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  and i t' l l  
b e  more m i n ute each year. So t o  arg u e  that we're 
g o i n g  to make i t  or  b reak i t  in the CPR based on 
whether the Crow stays o r  goes i s  a b u n c h  of non
sense ,  and  we are n ot prepared to be co-opt i n  that 
arg u ment ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  MANNESS: Than k you , M r. Cha i rman .  Wel l  let 
me go on record r ight  now as say i n g ,  I d o  n ot d ispute 
your  com m ents regard i n g  C P R .  I don ' t  t h i n k  anybody 
i n  o u r  party does. But  the M i n ister has not answered 
my q u estion .  I asked h i m  q u ite speci f ica l ly  whether he 
was prepared, i n  fact ,  to te l l  the  farmers what it  cost 
them by the Wheat Board's analys is  of a g ra i n  system 
that was not p roper ly in p l ace in the l ate '70s. As 
i rre l avent as g ra i n  may be to the C P R ,  as is the c l a i m  
of the  M i n ister, when M r. Farmer i n  the c onst ituency 
of Pemb ina  or i n d eed in Morr is i s  carry i n g  over some 
8 ,000 or  1 0,000 bushe ls  of w heat the  cost is extremely 
rel avent and there's a t remendous cost  there .  I ask the 
M i n ister agai n ,  i s  th is  part of the i n format ion he' l l  be 
send i n g  out to p rod ucers to tel l them w h at the true 
cost i s  of mai nta i n i n g  u nwanted i n ventory on that 
far m ,  noth ing  more? 

MR. USKIW: Mr.  Cha i rman ,  that i s  n ot a re levant part 
of the  scenar io ,  because the rai lways have an o b l iga
tion to p rov ide a service w h i c h  they h ave been i n  
v io lat ion on for many many decades. A n d  there is  a 
par l i amentary p rovi s i o n  or a statutory p rov is ion that 
cou l d  h ave been used to get arou n d  that i mpasse, M r. 
Cha i rman .  The Governor  of Canada chose not to use 
that .  The rai l ways are us ing  the crisis in transporta
t ion  as a means or a l ever to convi nce everyone that 
we s h o u l d  get r id  of the Crow. We shou ld  d o  p recisely 
the  oppos i te ,  M r. Cha i rman .  We shou ld  not succu m b  
t o  that k i n d  o f  pressu re .  T h at i s  a tact ic ,  a n d  it 's been 
used by many people t h roug hout h i story; it 's n oth ing  
new. Let's squeeze i t  u n t i l  we can squeeze out  the  
j u i ce ,  and  you k now there's noth i n g  new about  that 
scenar io ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

So ,  the  rai lways are e ngaged in  a h igh  w i re act 
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with the peop le  of Canada on t h i s  i ssue .  But i t  i s  
i n c u m bant on t h e  G overn ment o f  Canada t o  take 
them on o n  i t .  To the extent that they h ave been 
unab le  or  u n w i l l i n g  to take them o n  d i rectly,  they 
have gone aro u n d  the  issue, and  they h ave p rov ided 
boxcars, have s u bs i d ized branch l i nes .  I mean, the 
ra i lways h ave scutt led the  C row a long t i m e  ago i n  
that sense, M r. Cha i rman ,  but  the p u b l i c  has come 
i n  with an effort to u p g rade the system.  N ow, I am 
say i n g  t h at w e  are  q u i t e  o p e n  a b o u t  t h at .  I ' m  
say i n g  leave the  C row a lone ;  i t  w i l l  h a p pe n  anyway 
and i t  w i l l  happen e i ther  t h ro u g h  the rai lway system ,  
or  t h r o u g h  a c o m b i n at ion  of p u b l i c  a n d  the  rai lway 
system,  but  i t  w i l l  happen because it 's in the Canadian 
i nterest to make s u re that we max i m ize our  export 
opportu n it ies .  We k now i t ;  you k n ow i t ;  the  Federal 
Government  k n ows i t .  To the extent that they don't 
deal  with i t ,  they are n eg l i gent  in their respo n s i b i l i ty,  
M r. Cha i rman .  And t h i s  i s  not the  route t h roug h  w h i c h  
i t  w i l l  happen.  

MR.  MANNESS: Poss i b ly  t h e  M i n i ster put  h is  f i nger 
on it  when he sa id  to the  extent that they d o  n ot take 
act ion ,  then i t  i s  the i r p rob lem .  But  as the M i n i ster is  
wel l  aware we've had many reasons,  or  many non
act ions taken that have c reated s i tuat ions  whereby 
we're carry ing  from year to year u n wanted i nventories 
on the farm. Whether it 's because the govern ment 
does n 't have e n o u g h  muscle or  e n o u g h  w i l l  to force 
g ra i n  hand lers back to work t h at seem to want to go on 
a str ike at the most crucia l  t i m es ,  o r  whether i t  ra i l 
ways that have s lowed d ow n ,  or  for whatever reason ,  
and th reaten to put  g ra i n  at the  rear  of a l l  the i r  pr ior i 
t ies as far  as fut u re move m ents,  the M i n ister i s  s i tt i ng  
here and tel l i ng u s  that ,  i n  fact, not to  worry; i t ' s  a false 
issue, that fact that the g r a i n  that we had a b i l l ion  
do l l a rs to carry over  t h ro u g h  '78 and  '79 ,  that cou ld  
have been so ld ,  but  i t  d i d n 't because of a h a n d l i n g  
system that w a s  n o t  effic ient .  And  h e ' s  t e l l i n g  us  now 
that it 's a false issue, that in fact don 't worry that the 
gra in  wi l l  m ove. A m  I r ight  in  that com ment? 

MR.  USKIW: Let m e  expla in  to mem bers that s h o u l d  
k n o w  t h i s ,  i n  any event, that the  movement of g ra i n is  
not i m peded by the  fact that they don 't h ave d o u bl e
trac k i n g  i n  Western Canada,  because the  b u l k  of it  
moves to Thunder  Bay. What i s  i m peded i s  the w i l l 
i n g ness to g et the g ra i n m oved by way of s u p p l y i n g  of 
adeq uate boxcars to rol l  i nto T h u nder Bay; it 's n oth ing  
to  do with the  $ 15  b i l l i on  that are needed to deve lop  
the trackage i n  B ri t i sh  Col u m b ia ,  that has to do w i th  
coal . But  it  i s  bei n g  used i n  t h i s  scenar io  i n  order  to  
extract f rom the farm com m u n ity part of the  capita l  
costs of development  in Br i t ish Co lumb ia .  

MR.  ORCHARD:  Thank  you ,  Mr .  Cha i rman .  The M i n
ister was i n d icat i n g ,  before my co l league q u est ioned,  
that there h asn't  been a rework i n g  or  an u pdat i ng of  
the Tyrc h n i ewicz Report w h i c h  wou l d  now reflect, in  
1 982 terms, the Tyrc h n i ewicz Report and  its i m p l i ca
t ions on farm i ncome.  

MR.  USKIW: M r. Cha irman,  I i n d i cated that that was 
tota l ly  i rrelevant to the d iscuss ion ;  that we h ave the 
analys is wh ich  s i m p ly te l ls  us ,  i n  econo m i c  terms, 
what wi l l  happen,  g iven i n c reased costs of transporta-

t ion  of certa i n  goods.  It has n ot relevance to what we 
are deal i n g  with, M r. Cha i rman .  I f  we k n ow our costs 
are go ing  to go up one t i mes o r  two t i mes o r  t h ree 
t imes we can relate back to that and you can s i m p ly  
q uant i fy it  by i nf lat i n g  those f i g u res i f  you want  to ta lk  
i n  1 98 1  do l lars.  The model  i s  the same,  the  do l lar  
f ig u res may vary but  the mode l  i s  the same. 

MR.  ORCHARD: Then I can assume from that answer 
that the M i n ister has n ot had an update of the  Tyrch
n i ew i cz R eport w h i c h  wou l d  ref lect  the Pep i n  
proposal? 

MR.  USKIW: The m e m ber  should ass u m e  that the 
departmental  peop le  see no n eed in d o i n g  that 
because it doesn't furn ish  us with any new i nformat ion .  

M R .  ORCHARD:  So,  then there h as been no u pd ate 
of the Tyrc h n i ew icz Report? 

MR. USKIW: I am f u rther  advised that those k i nd s  of 
f igu res are not even ava i lab le  for another year so that 
if we wanted to d o  it we are u na b l e  to do i t ,  M r. 
Cha i rman .  

MR.  ORCHARD: M r. Cha i rman ,  who i s  hand l ing  the 
d i sposal of ra i l road r ight-of-ways? 

MR. USKIW: Mr. Cha i rman ,  that is a matter that was 
bro u g h t  up by way of q uest ions  in the H o u se w h i c h  i s  
a t  the moment i n  suspens ion ,  wh ich  I i n d icated i n  the 
House,  because of a po l icy review, and  that's a rev iew 
jo int ly with Transportat ion  and Agr icu l ture.  

MR.  ORCHARD: Who is  u n dertak ing  that rev iew on 
behalf  of the  M i n ister of Transportat ion?  

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  that i s  a m i n i sterial review, 
that i s  a po l i cy  rev iew,  i t  has n ot h i n g  to d o  with  staff. 
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MR.  ORCHARD: So,  then ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  we cou l d  
d iscuss that item here? 

MR.  USKIW: You can d i scuss i t  anywhere .  

M R .  ORCHARD: O r  we cou ld  d iscuss it  under  the 
M i n i ster's Salary .  I s  M r. Reg Forbes sti l l  work i n g  on 
the rai lway r ig ht-of-way d i sposals? 

MR. USKIW: No,  I am told that M r. Forbes i s  wait i n g  
f o r  whatever new d i rect ion  i s  forthcom i ng f r o m  the  
m i n i ster ial  rev iew p rocess. 

MR. ORCHARD:  M r. Cha i rman ,  under  the Transpor
tat ion  D iv i s ion ,  Other Expend i tu res,  that has formerly 
been the area in w h i c h  the  WEST AC mem bers h i p  has 
b e e n  m a i n t a i n e d ,  is  t h a t s t i l l  u n d e r  O t h e r  
Expend i tures? 

MR. USKIW: Yes. 

M R ._ O R C H A R D :  Is t h e  M i n i s t e r  s at i sf i e d  w i t h  
t h e  p rov inc ia l  i nvolvement i n  WESTAC a n d  wou l d  
h e  a n t i c i p a t e  c o n t i n u i n g  t h at m e m be rs h i p  i n  
s u pport of WEST AC? 
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M R .  USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  we h ave cont i n ued to be 
a m e m ber of that gro u p  and there is money in t h i s  
B udget for that pu rpose, i n  fact, i t ' s  an i n c reased 
amount  as I reca l l  i t .  I 've had o n l y  one opportun ity to 
i nterface with the g roups that are mem bers of that 
organizat ion .  I s u ppose it does serve some usefu l 
pu rpose i n  exchang ing ideas and viewpoi nts, although 
I wasn't part icu larly  i m p ressed with the meet ing  that 
we j u st had ,  and I d on't m i n d  c i t ing  the reason.  We had 
a p resentat ion  o n  the  part of the  C N  R a n d  C P R  repre
sentatives on the whole transportat ion q uestion ,  hav
i n g  to do with Crow as wel l ,  w i thout  a balance of 
i nterest groups sort of on the pane l .  We on ly  had 
those two vested i n terest g roups t h rowi ng the i r  i deas 
and op in ions  across to the delegate body and it  seems 
to me that was a b i t  of a one-s i d ed approach to an 
issue that i nvolves so many i nterest g ro u ps .  So,  I 'm 
real ly questio n i n g  the format of that meeti n g ,  not  
q u est i o n i n g  the  organ izat ion ,  q uestio n i n g  the format 
of that part icu lar  meet ing that I d i d  attend .  

M R .  ORCHARD:  Thank you,  M r. Cha i rman ,  I take  i t  
then that in  th is  p resentat ion by the  two rai l way com
pan ies that probably they went through the  p resenta
t i o n  of the p rojected tonnage movements of var ious  
commod it ies a n d  the  k i n d s  of i n vestment  that was 
needed in fac i l i ty upgrad i n g .  

M R .  USKIW: Yes, and  a s  I s a i d  a m o m e n t  a g o ,  they 
d i d  get i nto the  need for receiv i n g  new reve n u es 
th rough the abo l i t ion  of the Crow. But  aga i n ,  I don 't 
want to get i nto t h i s  because it i s  a n  i n-camera m eet
i n g ,  as the mem ber k n ows, and i t  wou l d  be u nfa i r  o n  
my part to get i nto the  d iscuss i o n s  that t o o k  p lace i n  a 
def i n i t ive way. I merely po int  out that I wasn't h a p py 
with the format that was emp loyed but I rea l ly  shou ld  
not  be d iscussi n g  that part icu lar  m eeti n g .  

MR.  O R C H A R D :  I real ize and I apprec iate the M i n is
ter's pos i t ion  on that .  Do you know whether the WES
T AC organ izat ion  wi l l  be u ndertak i n g ,  say i n  the n ext 
several months ,  that poss i b ly  m o re ba lanced d i scus
s ion  forum on the  C row issue to try and p resent, as the 
M i n ister is  concerned about the  other s ide  of the c o i n ,  
so t o  speak,  o n  the C row debate, w i l l  they be u n der
tak ing  that? A n d  the  reason I ask i s  that ,  I th i n k ,  may 
be it 's changed in the  l ast few months ,  but  I t h i n k  the 
WESTAC organ izat ion has been a fa i rly  successfu l  
d iscuss ion grou p i n  wh ich  some consensus on some 
fa ir ly sens i t ive issues has emerged.  I t h i n k  i t 's  k ind of 
un ique  in that o rgan izat ion  and it  wou ld  be of i nterest 
to me to k now whether they are i n deed p lan n i n g ,  as 
the M i n ister wou ld  put  it ,  a more balanced foru m to 
d iscuss the Crow issue? 

MR. USKIW: The problem with that structure i s  that i t  
i s i n capable of arr iv ing at  a consensus  i n  an issue 
where there are d i ffer i ng o p i n i on s  w h i c h  i nvolve var
ious economic  sectors and govern ments. We got i nto 
that d iscuss ion a wee bit and the C h a i r  was q u ic k  to 
p o i nt out that rea l l y  there i s  n o  way in w h i c h  we cou ld  
expect a consensus on an issue as controvers ia l  as  
the  C row. A n d  i f  tha t  i s  the case, then  one  has  to ra ise 
the  q u est io n ,  we l l ,  then why are we d iscuss i n g  i t  from 
o ne s ide of the  ledger, other  than I s u ppose a s u bt le  
way of convey i n g  i nformat ion  from that one s ide .  I 

wou ld  h ave thought  it wou l d  have been better bal
an ced i f  it was a panel t h i n g  rathe r  than j u st a n  i n d us
try th rust f ro m  the transportat ion  s i de,  but that's 
ne ither here nor there.  

MR.  ORCHARD: Thank you,  M r. C h a i rman .  A re there 
any new organ izat ions or groups that are be ing s u p
ported i n  the other expend i tu res as l i sted here? 

MR. USKIW: There's a whole ser ies of support p ro
g rams w h i c h  if the m e m ber  wants I can read them to 
h i m .  

M R .  ORCHARD: N o ,  a l l  I ' m  i nterested i n ,  Mr .  C h a i r
man ,  is whether there are any new o rgan izat ions  that 
h ave been brought i nto the support p rogra m .  

M R .  U S K I W :  N o ,  there aren't any that I ' m  aware of. 

MR. ORCHARD: A re there any other areas where 
new organizat ions  m i g ht be supported u nder  th is  
M i n i ster's department? 

MR. USKIW: I h ave n ot i d ent i f ied those, M r. C h a i r
m a n ,  if there are any I h ave not been made aware of 
them.  
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M R .  ORCHARD:  I g u ess if I can ask my specif ic  q u es
t ion  now,  there's no s u pport by t h i s  M i n ister's 
department for e i ther  the Prov inc ia l  or  the N at iona l  
Farmers'  Un ion organizat ion?  

M R .  USKIW:  I d o n 't k n ow how that  i s  even  relevant i n  
the  Department  of Transport ,  M r. Cha i rman .  I 'm  try
ing  to u n derstand  the connect ion ,  perhaps the member 
wou ld  want to e laborate. 

MR. ORCHARD:  I s u p pose the connect ion wou l d  be 
a long the l i nes that t h i s  M i n ister and his d epartment 
are the l ine department that i s  u n de rtak i n g  the C row 
rate d i scuss ion  a n d  the  Nat iona l  Farmers'  U n i o n  of 
the past several months h ave u n d e rtaken a fa i r ly h igh
prof i l e  advert is i n g  p rogram,  etc . ,  e tc .  present ing  the i r  
pos i t ion  on the  C row rate. Those k inds  of p rog rams 
don 't come c h ea p  n owadays. They req u i re some 
fa i rl y  s u bstant ia l  amou nts of money,  and I 'm not 
fam i l i a r  with the c u rrent m e m be rs h i p  base of the 
Nat iona l  Farmers' U n io n ,  but it 's not my reco l lect ion 
that t h ey had t h at k i n d  of a m e m be rs h i p  support and 
f u n d i n g  base from their  m e m bers h i p  organ izatio n .  
H e n ce ,  my q u est io n  to t h i s  M i n ister as to w h ether ,  i n  
the  p rocess of the C row debate, h i s  department  was 
prov i d i n g  any s u pport to undertake the Nat ional  
Farmers'  U n io n  s u p po rt of their  pos it ion o n  the C row 
rate d ebate. 

M R .  USKIW:  F i rst of a l l ,  I don 't th i n k  i t  log ica l ly  fal l s  i n  
th i s  catego ry i f  i t  were there ,  b u t  n o ,  u n l ess the 
mem ber  i s  suggesti ng t h at we d o  so,  I m i g ht be p re
pared to g ive i t  some cons ideratio n ,  Mr. Cha i rman.  

M R .  ORCHARD:  The M i n ister,  I k n ow,  wou l d  be open 
to such suggest ions part i c u lar ly  from this s ide of the 
House,  but  n o  such suggest i o n  i s  o r  wi l l  b e  forthcom
i n g ,  b u t  I wou l d  hope that the  M i n ister i sn 't persuaded 
by m ay be some of h is co l leagu es to u n d e rtake that. 
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M r. Cha i rman ,  there's no s u p port of new organ iza
t ions  under  the Transportat ion  D iv i s ion .  Are they 
u n dertak i n g  any new roles i n  the next f iscal  year, any 
new support of new prog rams? 

MR.  USKIW: No,  not that  I 'm aware of at t h i s  t ime ,  M r. 
Cha i rman . 

MR.  ORCHARD: U n der o u r  ad m i n i strat ion ,  there was 
some co-operat ion between the Department of Agr i 
cu l ture and the Department of H i g hways and  Trans
portat ion ,  spec i f ica l ly  the Transportat ion  D iv i s ion  i n  
co-ord i nat ing  var ious aspects o f  g ra i n  transportat ion 
i n  broad terms ,  not the Crow rate debate but i n  gen
era l ,  ra i l  l i ne abandonment analys is ,  that k ind of 
t h i n g .  Agr icu l ture,  I be l ieve, had one  SMY a n d  I 
be l i eve it was M r .  R eg Forbes.  I s  there a m ove afoot to 
br ing  the total g ra i n  transportation  analys is i nto the 
Department of H i g hways and Transportat ion?  

MR. USKIW:  I n  t h i s  budget, we have d o l lars for g ra in  
h a n d l i n g  and transportat ion ,  ra i lway electr i f icat ion 
stud ies, ra i l  passenger cost stud i es and so on.  

MR.  ORCHARD: Then wou l d  th is represent the total 
government  f u n d i n g  for the ana lys is  of g ra i n  trans
portat ion? Now, as I say before, it was sp l i t  i n  part 
between the  Department of H i g hways i n  the  Trans
portat ion  D iv is ion and  the Department of Agr icu l tu re .  
Wou l d  that be a comb i ned f u n ct ion  now u n der  t h i s  
M i n i ster? 

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  the level of f u n d i n g  has 
not changed to any s ign i f icant  deg ree for those 
com ponents.  

MR. ORCHARD:  The M i n ister may wel l  refer m e  to 
the  n ext comm ittee that's g o i n g  on,  but  I u nderstood 
from an i n d i cat ion he made earl i e r  a few m i n utes ago 
that Reg Forbes, who was h a n d l i n g  not only rai l l i ne 
r ig ht-of-way d is posals but was a lso ,  I t h i n k ,  the major 
contr ibutor i n  the Department of Agr icu l ture to the 
gra in  hand l i n g  and ana lys is  progra m .  With  that posi
t i o n ,  I b e l i e v e ,  u n d e r  M i n i s t e r i a l  r e v i e w  o r  
whatever . . .  

MR.  USKIW: I want to correct the mem ber.  I t 's the 
po l icy of branch  l i nes that are abandoned that's u n der 
rev i ew, not the pos i t ion of M r. Forbes.  At l east I h ave 
no knowledge of i t  and i t  rea l l y  i s  n ot my d epartment .  
I t 's another department .  

MR.  O R C HARD:  I rea l ize  the  M i n i ster may wel l  te l l  
me to go to the Agr icu l ture Est i m ates a n d  pose the 
q u est ion ,  but  a l l  I 'm try ing  to. f i n d  out i s  wi l l  the  H igh
ways and Transportat ion u nder  the Transportat ion 
D iv is ion  be the on ly  area f u n d i n g  for m atters referr ing 
to gra i n  hand l i n g ,  and  transportat ion problems in  
g ra i n  hand l i ng ,  whereas i t  was sp l it  before between 
the two departments? Wil l  i t  rem a i n  sp l i t? 

MR.  USKIW: My g u ess,  but  I don 't k now, M r. C h a i r
man ,  without check i n g ;  my g u ess wou l d  be that Agr i
cu l tu re wi l l  st i l l  p lay a role,  but  I have no k n owledge of 
it i n  terms of do l lars .  

M R .  ORCHARD: That ,  I bel i eve, i s  a l l  the  q u est i o n s  I 
had on the Transportat ion D iv is ion ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  CHAI RMAN:  1 . (d ) ( 1 ) Sa lar ies-pass;  1 . (d ) (2 )  
Other  Expend itures-pass. Management Services a n d  
E n g i neer i n g .  2 . ( a ) ( 1 )  S a l a r i e s  a n d  Wages-pass ;  
2 . (a ) (2)  Other Expend itu res.  

The Member for Pembina .  

M R .  ORCHARD: M r. Cha i rman ,  cou ld  the M i n i ster 
i n d i cate the reason for the fa ir ly s i g n i f icant  in Other  
Expendi tures.  

MR. USKIW: W h i c h  one  are we o n ?  Oh,  I see.  A n d  
what i s  t h e  q u est ion? 

MR. ORCHARD: The nature of the  i n c rease i n  
expend i tures. 

MR. USKIW: There's a n  i n c rease in the  cost of h i g h
way maps of $ 1 5 ,000; the ARTAC G rant Counc i l  o n  
E c o n o m i c  Research wh ich  i s  $ 1 0,000; c rosswal ks ,  
$2,000; n e w  trai n i ng off icer veh i c l e  $2, 500, and the  
rest is  j ust genera l  i n c reases. 

M R .  ORCHARD: Mr. Cha i rman ,  the g rants to the  
Counc i l  on Eco n o m i c  Researc h ,  i s  t h at a new g rant? 

M R .  USKIW: I 'm to ld that the prev ious  Board of 
D i rectors of ART AC approved that program and t h i s  
i s  the  f i rst f u n d i n g  f o r  i t .  

MR. ORCHARD: That shou l d  be f resh i n  my memory .  
I don 't recal l  i t .  What do t h e y  do? That's n o t  the  Traff ic  
I nj u ry Research Foundat ion? 

M R .  USKIW: I 'm adv ised that they promote research 
p rojects with i n  the context of the A RTAC activ i t ies 
and  I don 't p resume to k now what they a l l  a re .  
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M R .  ORCHARD: Yes. How many do l lars? 

MR. USKIW: $ 1 0,000 i s  the amount .  

M R .  ORCHARD: M r. Cha i rman,  what's the i n c rease 
in the ART AC contr i but ion? I bel ieve it  was go ing  to 
go u p  somet h i n g  l i ke a n ickel  a car or  some form u l a  
l i ke that.  

MR. USKIW: I ' m  to ld it 's 1 1  cents.  $1 1 ,600 i s  t h e  
m e m bers h i p .  

M R .  ORCHARD: That i t e m  c a n  pass, Mr .  C h a i r m a n .  

M R .  CHAI RMAN: 2. (a) (2) -pass; 2 . ( b) ( 1 ) Laboratory 
and Materi a ls :  Sa laries and Wages-pass. 

The Member for Pem b ina .  

M R .  ORCHARD: J ust one more q u estio n .  I note the  
staff i sn 't chan g i n g .  Who's tak i n g  the cut i n  pay? 

MR. USKIW: No, there i s  a decrease of one staff man 
year with the i m p lementat ion of  the Computerized 
Mater ia ls Lab Sample Analysis System.  

M R .  ORCHARD:  M r. Cha i rman ,  that's not ref lected 
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on the j ust d i st r ibuted format here. 

M R .  USKIW: The pos i t ion is sti l l  there, but there's no 
m oney for it. They d i d n't de lete the staff man year, but 
they d i d n't prov ide money for it .  

MR. ORCHARD:  This would be no d o u bt very conve
n ient  if the M i n i ster wants to br ing on another specia l  
ass istant, I take i t .  

MR. USKIW:  I t  wou l d  be excel lent ,  M r. Cha i rman .  I ' m  
g l a d  t h e  department's thought  o f  that .  

MR. O R CHARD:  And that's not another recommen
dat ion  that I ' m  mak ing  to the M i n ister e i ther .  

M R .  USKIW: I 'm g lad I 've got some f lex i b i l ity. 

M R .  ORCHARD:  Under  Other Expend i tu res,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  once aga in  there's a fai r ly s izable i n c rease. 
Cou ld  the M i n ister ident i fy the reasons for that? 

MR. USKIW:  Yes , there's new eq u i p ment here ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  four  n u c lear i nsometers, two e lectro n i c  
ba lances, one  rep lacement oven, one hydrom eter 
water bath and one rep lacement m i c rofi l m  reader
pr i nter; $36, 000 is the total of those new eq u i pment .  

MR. CHAIRMAN:  2 . ( b ) (2 ) -pass; 2 . (c )  Su rveys and  
Tit les:  2 . ( c) ( 1 )  Salar ies and Wages. 

The Mem ber for Pem b i na. 

MR. ORCHARD: M r. Cha i rman ,  from t ime to t ime  
survey m o n u ments are obl iterated ,  they're lost a n d  
the  H i g h ways Department probably d oes m a y b e  as 
m u c h  su rvey i n g  in the p rov i nce in ru ral Man itoba as 
probably any d e partment .  Does the department  
replace l ost m o n u ments o r  destroyed m o n u ments 
and  i s  that part of the cost of Other Expend i tu res  i n  
th i s  i tem? 

MR. USKIW: The department  replaces on ly  those 
m o n u ments that are d estroyed and that are o n  the 
road a l lowances, n ot on pr ivate property. 

MR. ORCHARD:  O kay. Let's j u st d eve lop a scenar io  
a n d  the  reason I 'm ask i n g  t h i s  i s  because recent ly  a 
c o u n c i l  b roac h e d  t h i s  s u bject w i t h  me a b o u t  
rep lacement of m o n u ments. I f  the  d epartment were t o  
f i n d  i n  the  cou rse o f  d o i ng a su rvey and des i g n  for 
road p roject, i f  they were to f i n d  a m o n u ment m iss ing  
and it  was  outs ide  the r ight-of-way that they req u i red 
or  whatever, I wou l d  ass u m e  they w o u l d  replace that 
monu ment,  but who would p i c k  u p  the cost then? 
Wou l d  it  be the Attorney-Genera l 's  d epartment? 

MR. USKIW:  I ' m  told that they cou ld  replace i t  in the 
cou rse of a new s u rvey for a new road, it  cou l d  be a 
com b i nat ion of t h i ngs or it c o u l d  be a Land T i t les 
off ice ,  there's no stra ight  ru le  o n  that ,  M r. Cha i rman .  I t  
depends on t h e  c i rcu mstances. 

MR. ORCHARD:  So that part of this expen d i t u re 
cou ld be i n  the rep lacement of that monu ment.  

MR. USKIW: Theoret ical ly .  

MR. CHAI R MAN: 2 . ( c) ( 1 )  Salar ies and Wages-pass; 
2 . (c ) (2)  Other Expend i tures-pass; 2 . ( d )  Br idges:  Sa
lar ies and Wages. 

The Mem ber for Pem bi na.  

MR. ORCHARD:  Thank you ,  M r. Cha i rman .  The M i n 
ister w i l l  probably have been i nformed b y  t h e  Deputy 
that - I d o n 't k n ow how long ago now, p robab ly  a 
year ago or maybe even 1 5  months ago now - we 
u n d e rtook a prel i m i nary study in conj u nct ion with I 
bel i eve it was Water Resou rces and the br idge eng i 
neer i ng staff i n  the  Water Resou rces D iv i s ion  to iden
t i fy major  br idge structu res o n  m u n i c i pa l  roads 
t h roug hout the  p rovi nce.  

I t  was our i ntent ion to f i rst of a l l  q uant i fy the 
n u m ber  of br idges that may be up for rep lacement i n  
t h e  next few years t o  t ry t o  get a hand le  o n  t h e  total 
costs of that br idge rep lacement and with the eye 
str ict ly o n  deve lop ing  a program of fund ing  assis
tance to the m u n i c i pa l i t ies to replace major br idge  
structu res. I th ink  the M i n i ster when he was  i n  O p po
s i t i o n ,  I bel i eve, even posed a coup le  of quest io n s  to 
m e  o n  t h i s  s u bject because I t h i n k  the R . M .  of Lac D u  
B o n net,  i f  my memory serves m e  correct h a d  a study 
done - B ro k e n h ead - which had i d ent i f ied some 
p retty s i g n i f i cant replacement costs of the m u n i c i pal
i ty ,  q u ite f ra n k l y  weren't  i n  a pos i t ion  to bear the costs 
of ,  so that st i m u l ated the  study between - we l l ,  it has 
to b e  more than  two years ago because the M e m ber  
for  T u rt le  M o u nta i n  and  I were the f i rst ones  to i n it i ate 
it, so  i t  m ust be th ree years ago. Cou ld  the M i n i ster 
i n d i cate the c u rrent status of that study? 

MR. U S KIW: Yes, I 'm told that i t  was completed a n d  
h a nded over to the Department of Resou rces w h i c h  
wou l d  be t h e  h o m e  d e pa rtment  as I understand i t .  I t  
h a s  t o  d o  w i th  waterways a n d  so o n .  

M R .  ORCHARD: When was that? 

MR. USKIW: Very recent ly .  

MR. O RCHARD: I rea l ize that th is isn ' t  the  proper 
department  and  in fact we've passed the N at u ra l  
Resou rces Department ,  but m i g ht that study be made 
ava i lab le  to mem bers? I ' m  rea l ly  i nterested i n  that 
study to k n ow whether we can possi b ly deve l o p  a 
p ro g ram of assistance to the m u n i c i pa l i t ies .  

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  I d on't mind u nderta k i n g  
an i n q u i ry .  I don 't s e e  why it  cou l d n 't be m a d e  ava i l a
b le .  I ' m  told ,  M r. C ha i rman ,  if I h ave the f loor ,  that i t 's 
in d raft stage o n l y  at the  present t i m e .  I ' l l  take t h at 
u nder  advisement .  
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MR.  ORCHARD:  I f  the M i n i ster wou ld  take that u nder  
adv isement  to tab le  the report ,  i t ' s  of some cons idera
b l e  i nterest a n d  I h ave no d o u bt that probab ly  I t h i n k  
m u n i c i pa l  cou n c i l lors a n d  t h e  R eeve from t h e  R . M . 's  
of W h itehead and  Daly ,  i f  they haven't a l read y  been in  
to see the  M i n ister no d o u bt w i l l  be because they've 
been pat ient ly  wai t ing for a coup le  years for  a p ro
g ra m  deve lopment  because they've got a fai r l y  major  
br idge to rep l ace, somet h i n g  i n  the  n e i g h bo u rhood of 
a 90 foot br idge .  

T h e  other t h i n g  that I was i nterested i n  p u rs u i n g  on 
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complet ion of that report was the poss i b i l i ty of com
b i n i n g  the br idge d es i g n  and  e n g i neer i n g  staff of the 
two departments and  maybe ach iev ing  some k i n d  of 
man power sav ing  because I t h i n k  the Department of 
H i g hways and Transportat ion  has a p retty expert 
department. 

They're i nto some very eff ic ient  br idge d es i g n  
methods and  f o r  a l l  we know w i t h  the  n u m ber  o f  
br idges that m u n i c i pa l i t ies m ay be rep l ac i n g ,  s o m e  o f  
the n e w  p restressed b r i d g e  d e s i g n s  that were devel
oped i n  Wi n n i peg and that he started to i n stal l with the 
concrete dec k i n g ,  r i d i n g  su rface and s u pport struc
tu re, al l  in one, may be j ust the cats meow for some of 
these mun ic ipal it ies.  We do have that expertise housed 
i n  the Department of H ig h ways and Transportat ion 
and i f  i t  was be ing  s i m p ly d u p l i cated i n  Water Resou r
ces it m i g ht be an area of sav i n g .  I s  the  M i n ister i n  a 
pos i t ion to p u rsue that p ropos i t ion? 

MR.  USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  I certa i n l y  h aven't had 
any opport u n ity to d iscuss t h at idea .  E n g i neers are 
someti mes jea lous of each oth e r  if they're work i n g  for 
two d i fferent departments and I don 't know whether 
that has been looked at. I a m  advised it  h as been 
looked,  apparent ly it 's part of that report .  

MR.  ORCHARD: Wel l ,  that wou ld  be very i n terest i n g  
t o  s e e  h o w  zea lous ly  e a c h  d e partment has guarded 
the i r  own e n g i neer i n g  staff and I ' l l  look forward to 
read i n g  that in the report. 

I k now the M i n i ster can 't g ive a def i n i t ive answer 
because he hasn't  seen the report obv ious ly ,  but  d o  
you t h i n k  i t  wou l d  be a p r o g r a m  that t h i s  M i n i ster 
wou l d  e nterta i n  to help f u n d ,  say, br idges above a 
certa in  s ize? You can't get i nto every br idge with the 
m u n i c i pa l i t ies nor  do I t h i n k  that they expect you to .  
T here are some fa i r ly  major structu re in the  m u n ic i 
pa l i t ies ,  b r idges i n  excess of 80 ,  90 ,  1 00, 1 20 feet long  
that are now - i f  my memory serves me correct -
probably approac h i n g  75-years o l d  and  they're get
t i ng  pretty s hakey. Does the M i n i ster t h i n k  that m i g ht 
be a v iab le  f u n d i n g  program to p u rsue with the m u n i c
i pa l i t ies? I d o n 't k now whether  you can do it on a 
l i m i ted bas is  but ,  neverthe less ,  a prog ram that h e  
wou ld  entertai n  tak i n g  a look at? 

MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  I wou l d  t h i n k ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  that 
can not be l ooked upon  i n  i so lat ion of a n u m ber  of 
other factors; one of w h i c h  is that there are many o ld  
br idges there that serv ice very few peop le  as wel l  and 
that it  may be a des i re and  a prudent  cou rse of act ion 
to fo l low u p  o n ,  that i s  d ec i d i n g  what the road system 
shou ld  look l i ke at the m u n i c i pa l  level ,  and rat iona l iz
ing the br idge system at the m u n c i pal  leve l ,  before 
one wants to assume some respons i b i l ity i n  upgrad
ing or  rep lac ing  ex ist i n g  br idges .  

I f  you r  traff ic  f low on a g iven br idge i s  f ive veh i c les 
per  day and the  br idge  i s  g o i n g  to cost a q uarter of a 
m i l l i on  do l la rs ,  or w hatever, or a m i l l i on ,  I don 't know 
what they cost, depend i n g  on the n ature of the 
stream ,  you ' re n ot go ing to be spend i n g  a l ot of  
money to serv ice two or th ree fam i l ies i f  they have 
another way to d i g ress or access the i r  property. That 
real ly  has to be l ooked at i n  the broadest sense 
because a l ot of these br idges were b u i l t at the  turn  of 
the century ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  where it  was ma in ly  man-
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power and  those br idges are now to the po i nt where 
they have to be e i ther demol ished or rep laced . 

I wou l d  want to take a good look at the pattern of 
t raff ic  before I would want to com m it any department  
to a program of restor ing o l d  m u n ic ipa l  br idges, 
w h ether  they be on h i g hways or  d ra i nage d i tches,  M r. 
Cha i rman .  D ra i nage makes perhaps more sense,  i n  
terms o f  cont i n u ity, b u t  certa in ly  roads cou ld  b e  
rat iona l ized . There i n  also l ies t h e  q uest ion o f  h o w  w e  
con n ect t h e  m u n i c i pa l  with t h e  p rovi nc ia l  road sys
tem, in terms of d i rect ing  some traff ic  or  deve l o p i n g  
t raff i c  f lows or  patterns.  We're go ing  to h ave to l o o k  
very carefu l l y  a t  spen d i n g  do l l a rs relative to the  peo
ple that these d o l lars are g o i n g  to serv ice and the  
ton n ages that h ave to be moved i n  those  areas a n d  so 
o n .  What was t here i s  not necessar i ly  what o u g ht to 
cont i n u e  is  what I ' m  say ing ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  O R CHARD: Certa in ly  any new program l i ke that 
has to be approached very caut ious ly and I s u p pose 
the idea that I had in the back of my m i nd was that you 
don 't prov ide  1 00 percent f u n d i n g ;  you only p rov ide a 
port ion  of it and  that somet i mes makes the m u n ic i pa l  
peop le  l ess des i rous  of rep lac i ng u n needed br idges 
a n d  serves as a b reak on no-str i ngs-attached f u n d i n g .  
N o  d o u bt i f  the  government p rov ide  1 00 percent f u n d
i n g  the  demand  wou ld  be u n l i m ited and  that certa i n ly 
wasn't part of any t h i n k i n g  that I had .  

Wel l ,  that's a l l  the  q uest ions I h ave o n  that sectio n ,  
M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  CHAIRMAN:  The Member for R iver  East. 

MR. PHI L  EYLER (R iver East): Yes, j u st as a m atter of 
general i nterest. These peop le  who are des ig n i ng 
br idges and do ing  eng i neeri ng stu d i es;  do they d o  
that f o r  the City as wel l ,  the C ity of W i n n i peg? 

MR. USKIW: No,  the  C i ty of W i n n i peg have their  own 
br idge department ,  as I understand i t ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  CHAIRMAN: 2 . ( d ) ( 1 )  Salar ies and Wages-pass; 
2. ( d ) (2 )  Other Expe n d i t u res-pass; 2 . (e )  T raff i c ,  
Sa lar ies and Wages. 

The M e m ber  for Pem bina .  

MR.  ORCHARD:  M r. Cha i rman ,  I had,  over the cou rse 
of the C h ristmas season , a very i nterest ing  concept 
broached to m e  by a cou p le  of const ituents and I t h i n k  
it  deserves s o m e  i nvest igat ion w h e n  o n e  takes i nto 
cons iderat ion  fuel costs and what not. What was put  
to m e  i s  that on prov inc ia l  roads ,  where prov inc ia l  
roads are  i n tersected by  m u n i c i pal roads; we have, i n  
a n u m ber  of c ross i n g  poi nts, n o  traff ic  s igns  and we 
tend to go from no t raff ic  s igns on lesser used ones,  as 
a m atter of p u re economics - yo u  can't have stop s igns  
on every one - to stop s igns  o n  some of the poss i b ly  
more used i ntersect ions .  The q u est ion that was put  to  
me i s  that when they're on l evel g rou n d  and there is  n o  
o bstruct ion of s ight  from some d i stance b a c k  from 
the i ntersect ion ,  i f  i t  would not be a cons iderat ion  to 
put up y ie ld  s igns ,  rather than stop s i g ns ,  to avo i d  t h e  
nec�ss ity f o r  a f u l l  stop w i t h  loaded trucks? 

MR. USKIW: I h ave to ass u m e  that the Traff i c  
Department i s  cogn izant of the  reasonableness o f  
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that suggest ion and where that shou ld  take p lace. 
Usua l ly,  I s u ppose, i t  wou l d  depend on the amount of 
local  i n terest o r  p ressu re or  c i rcumstance that proba
bly w o u l d  b r i ng  that resu l t  about. I ' m  not certa i n  that 
as a po l icy  we shou ld  move altogether into the y ie ld  
system o n  i ntersect ions. There are  tradeoffs there 
that may not be terr ib ly  p leasant. 

I a m  advised that The H i g hway Traff ic  Act req u i res 
that one m ust come to a complete stop at all PR 's  a n d  
PTH's.  I t  wou l d  req u i re a c h a n g e  i n  The H i ghway 
Traff i c  Act as wel l .  I 'm not certa i n  that would be the 
most benef ic ia l  e lement ,  po l i cy change.  

MR. ORCHARD: You know, I m ust go back and d r ive 
one of my PR's before the d i str ict eng i neer d oes but  I 
t h i n k  there's the odd y ie ld  s i g n  u p  on it w h i c h  hasn't ,  
to m y  k n owledge,  caused any p rob lem.  There are a lot  
of u n marked i ntersect ions ;  I t h i n k  it 's maybe one of 
these l aws that's there for 5 percent of the c i rcum
stances and  is  be ing avo ided o r  n ot fo l lowed u p  on 95  
percent of them because there are  many,  many 
m u n i c i pal  road i ntersections with provi nc ia l  roads, 
n ot PTH's  but with prov inc ia l  roads, that aren't marked 
at a l l .  One doesn't know they're com i ng u p  on a P R  in 
a lot of cases. 

M R .  USKIW: Yes, it  appears that there i s  n o  req u i re
ment  to h ave a s ign  that one m ust stop, but the law 
says that one m ust stop before one enters o r  crosses a 
PR .  

MR.  O R C H A R D :  M r . C h a i r m a n ,  t h i s  i s  n ot an  
issue . . .  

M R .  USKIW: N ow the y ie ld  s i g n  s h o u l d n 't be there i f  
that i s  w hat t h e  leg is lat io n  says . 

M R .  ORCHARD: Yes. 

MR. USKIW: . . .  because the y ie ld  s i g n  wou ld  be 
contradictory to the leg is lat ion .  

M R .  ORCHARD:  Maybe I m i g ht make a suggest ion  i n  
a d i fferent way .  See i n g  as how t h i s  i s  req u i red by law, 
maybe the  M i n i ster cou ld  deve lop  an i n ventory of 
used stop s igns  and p u l l  them a l l  down because, once 
agai n ,  I g u ess a motor ist cou l d  i n advertent ly ,  where 
there's no control  s i g n  on the i n te rsect ion of a m u n ic
i pa l  road and  a PR go r ight  t h ro u g h  j u st u s i n g  the ,  I 
t h i n k ,  the  ru le  of the road that you y ie ld  to traff i c  on 
you r  r ight  and be t icketed by the  RCMP for do ing  that, 
w h i c h  wou l d  br ing  up the further req u i rement of s igns  
1 00 yards down f rom the i ntersect ion  on a m u n i c i pa l  
road that you ' re approac h i n g  a P R ,  wh ich  I know i s n 't 
part of the  S i g n i n g  department .  M aybe the best sug
gest ion I cou ld  make is  not to have any more stop 
s igns  go u p .  

MR.  USKIW: Wel l ,  we' l l  h ave to rev iew that, M r. 
Cha i rman ,  there seems to be a contrad ict ion as 
between what the law req u i res and what is be ing 
done .  So the best  th ing I can do i s  to have it  i nvest i
gated to determ i ne what we ought  to· be do ing .  

M R .  CHAIR MAN: 2. (e) ( 1 ) Salar ies and Wages-pass; 
2 . (e ) (2 )  Other Expend itu res-pass. 
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2. (f )  D i str ict Offices: ( 1 )  Salaries and Wages. 
The Mem ber for Pem bina .  

M R .  ORCHARD:  I j ust haven't had a chance here to  
look at  D i str ict Off ices. Staff is  roug h l y  the  same ,  
accord i n g  to the  s heet, but  yet  we see a p retty s i g n i f i 
cant i n c rease in  the  sa lary appropr iat ion which i s  
bei n g  asked for  here .  I s  there some explanat ion? 

MR.  USKIW: I t 's  str ict ly  an i n c rease i n  sa lary ,  merit 
i n c reases, M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  O R C HARD:  You 've got a p i le  of mer i t  i n c reases 
then com pared to some of the other  depart ments.  

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  there are 250 staff people 
there - 251 . 

M R .  O RCHARD: A re there any new u nderta k i n g s  i n  
the D i str ict  Off ices that wou l d  b e  caus ing  t h e  Other  
Expend i t u res to i n c rease? 

MR. USKIW: Oh, the Other Expend i tures, the i n c rease 
t here,  I be l ieve, relates largely to a loss of reve n u e  
f r o m  the pr ivate use of govern ment automobi les 
which now f lows d i rect ly ,  I bel i eve, i nto the  Conso l i 
d ated Fund .  I t  used to f low i nto the department ,  i t  n ow 
is recaptu red v ia  the  Department of F i nance so there's 
real l y  a reve n u e  d rop w h i c h  then accou nts for an 
i n c rease in the cost here. 

MR. ORCHARD:  I m u st h ave m i ssed that in p revious  
previews. Then that means  that pr ivate automo b i l e  
m i leage w a s  p a i d  as a n  expense by the  d e partment  
and wou l d  h ave been . . .  

M R .  USKIW: I t  was pa id  to the department  before but  
now is  pa id  to the Department of F i n a n ce ,  i n stead of  
to the Department of H i g hways, hence resu l t i ng  in  a 
loss of reven u e  to the  Department of H i g h ways. 

M R .  ORCHARD: To make i t  eas ie r, probably the  
Other  Expend i tu res l ast year  were  p robab ly  c loser  to  
$925,000, say ,  because of an i n  a n d  a n  out?  

M R .  USKIW: Yes. 

M R .  ORCHARD: O kay. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: 2 . ( f) ( 1 )  Salaries and Wages-pass; 
2 . (f) (2)  Other Expenditu res-pass. 

2. (g )  H i g hway Traff ic  I nspect ion :  ( 1 )  Sa lar ies a n d  
Wages. 

The Mem ber for Pem b i n a. 

M R .  ORCHARD:  M r. C h a i rman ,  what new a n d  won d
e rfu l th ings  does the  M i n i ster p ropose i n  the  H ig h way 
Traff ic I nspect ions  sect ion for the ' motor ists of 
Man itoba? 

MR. USKIW: Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  as far as new pol i cy 
is concerned , I have no i ntent ion ,  at th i s  stage, to 
enunc iate anyth i n g  new. A l l  the pol icy rev iews with i n  
t h e  department h ave yet t o  be u n d e rtake n ,  b y  a n d  
large.  W e  d i d  not atte m pt t o  br i ng  about a n y  po l i cy 
d i rect ion for th is  f i rst set of Esti mates. 
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MR.  ORCHARD:  Yes, the H i g hway Traff ic  I ns pec
t ions sect ion from t ime-to-t i m e  has run i nto cr i t ic ism 
from some sectors about  not  be i n g  adequately p re
pared to deal with some part icu lar ly  i l legal  t ruck ing  
and  that sort of t h i n g .  H as t h e  M i n ister received any  
recent i n d i cat ion that that's a n  i ncreas i n g  prob lem or  
a decreas i n g  p rob lem? 

MR.  USKIW: That i tem i s  t h e  last  i tem i n  o u r  Esti
mates; that comes u nder  the H i g h way T raff ic  Board, 
Mr .  Cha i rman ,  the Motor Transport Board and so on .  

M R .  ORCHARD:  Wel l  then  the  H i g hway Traff i c  
I nspect ion staff a re the ones that man the  scales at 
Head i n g ley, etc . ?  

M R .  USKIW: That's t h e  weig hts,  t h e  d i mens ions ,  
eq u i p ment,  the l i cense and f ranch ise .  

M R .  ORCHARD: I f  I recal l , and maybe my memory's 
not al l  that good,  part i cu la rly  at the  scale east, at 
Falcon Lake,  and  at Emerson ,  and I g uess the Head
i n g ley scale would be the other one, the H ig h way 
Traff ic  I ns pect ion staff do u ndertake, I s u ppose, m i n
i ma l  checks on loads and  w h ether  the  carr ier  is fran
ch ised or  n ot .  That has been ,  I k now, a s u bject of 
concern by some g ro u ps w h i l st I had the respons ib i l 
i ty  and  I ' m  j u st wonder ing  i f  that concern  i s  l esse n i n g  
or  i s  it  o f  i n c reas i n g  concern to the  department? 

MR. USKIW: M r. Cha i rman ,  those checks are su bse
q uent ly  reported to the H i gh way Traff i c  Board for 
act ion  even though  our i n spect ion  staff i s  i nvolved i n  
t h e  i nvest ig at ion  i n ,  a n d  perhaps t h e  issu i n g  o f  
t ickets. B u t  u l t i mately that fa l l s  i nto T h e  H i g hway 
Traff ic  Act o r  the Motor Transport Board . 

MR.  ORCHARD: I s  th i s  the sect ion under  w h i c h  the -
I forget w h at it was cal l ed - the  Cr i t ica l  I tem I ns pec
t ion  on h eavy trucks is done? Is t h i s  the same staff or 
i s  that once aga i n  in the Motor Veh ic le  Branch? 

MR.  USKIW: That's M otor Veh ic les B ra n c h .  

MR.  CHAI R MAN: 2.  (g ) ( 1 )  Sa lar ies and  Wages-pass; 
2 . ( g ) (2)  Other Expend i tures-pass. 

Reso lu t ion  8 1  R ESOLVED that there be g ranted to 
Her Majesty a s u m  not exceed i n g  $ 1 3 , 1 08,700 for 
H i g h ways and Transportat i o n ,  for Management Ser
vices and E n g i neer i n g  for the  f iscal  year e n d i n g  the 
3 1 st day of March ,  1 983.-pass. 

The t ime bei n g  5:30 p . m .  the Comm ittee w i l l  r ise 
and we' l l  res u m e  s i tt i ng  at 8 :00 p . m  

SUPPLY - AGRICULT U R E  

M R .  CHAI R MAN, Jerry T .  Storie (F l in  Flon): Consid
er ing the  A g r i c u l t u ra l  Est i m ates ,  No.  1 .  G e n e ra l  
A d m i n istrat ion ,  speci f ica l ly  No .  1 . (c ) ( 1 )  Salar ies -
The Honourab le  M e m ber for A rt h u r. 

M R .  DOWNEY: M r. Cha i rman ,  poss ib ly  the M i n i ster 
cou l d  j ust g i ve a br ief out l i n e  of the n u m bers of peop le  
and what the  ma i n work  objective and the  workload of  
th is  part icu lar  g ro u p  d o  for the  department? 

MR. U R USKI :  Yes, M r. Chairman,  the Management 
Services b ranch  has a staff component of 39 broken 
down i nto Acco u nt ing Services, F inanc ia l  A d m i n is
trat ion ,  Perso n n e l  Services, Com puter Services a n d  
P rog ram Analys is .  There i s  no c h a n g e  i n  staff com
plement here,  the i n c rease i n  fund ing  that i s  req u ested 
i s  due to i n c reased costs related to computer servi
ces, job i nterv iews, job adverti s i ng ,  and as well the  
deve lopment  of a word  p rocess i n g  act iv i ty for  var io u s  
app l i cat ions t h ro u g h out  the department .  Those a re 
the  bas i c  i n c reases that are req u ested i n  th is  area. I f  
the  m e m ber  wants further  breakdowns,  I ' l l  be p leased 
to t ry and break i t  down as genera l ly  as I can in terms 
of the i n c reases. 

MR. DOWNEY: M r. Cha i rman ,  has the department 
m oved towards word p rocess i n g  and that type of 
mechan ism or  p rocess to use w i th in  the department 
and i f  h e  has w h at i s  the  approx i m ate cost and  t h e  
n u m bers of add i t iona l  people that a r e  e m p loyed;  o r ,  
w i l l  i t  m e a n  a reduct ion i n  the n u m ber of people that 
are emp loyed to operate that equ ipment? 

M R .  URUSKI:  M r. Cha i rman ,  we are look i n g  at two 
a p p l i cat ions  for two areas where word p rocess i n g  
eq u i pment  w o u l d  go i nto i n  t h e  department i n it i a l l y .  
There wou l d  be no change i n  the  staff component .  
There wou ld  certa i n ly be an i n c rease i n  the workload 
that staff could hand le .  I be l ieve the mem ber i s  fam i l
i a r  w i th  the  word p rocess e q u i pement ;  whereby it i s  
w o r k  sav i n g  i n  terms of the correct ions  a n d  the  work 
that can be put  o n  the  eq u i pment  a n d  i f  correct ions  
have  to be made i t  i s  a very s i m p l if ied method in  
deal i n g  w i th  correct ions and a l l  the work  p reced i n g  
that wo.u ld  n o t  have t o  b e  redone .  S o ,  i t  i s  bas ica l ly  
work sav i n g  a n d  i n c reas i n g  the eff ic iency of the  staff 
w i th i n  the b ranch .  There are two areas and I t h i n k  the  
approx i m ate cost i s  $20,000.00. Those  areas that 
we' re ta l k i n g  about  wou l d  be i n  o u r  off i ces,  t h e  
Deputy-M i n i ster's off ice and i n  the  Com m u n icat ions  
Branch .  

M R .  DOWNEY: M r .  Cha i rman ,  the add i t iona l  eff i
c iency that h e  expects to get out of his department, he 
has i n d i cated w i l l  not real ly  e l i m i nate any staff but  
may i n  fact, g ive them the opport u n ity to more effec
t i ve ly do the i r j o b  more effec ient ly .  M r. Cha i rman ,  w i l l  
t h i s  part icu la r  part o f  t h e  management part o f  t h e  
department b e  look i n g  after t h e  payouts f o r  crop 
i ns u rance o r  would it  be eas ier  to answer that u n d e r  
c ro p  i n s u rance? There were s o m e  problems with  the  
turn  aro u n d  o r  the t i m e  payouts of the Crop  I ns u rance 
Corporat i o n ,  would the M i n ister l i ke to touch  on i t  
now or  wou l d  h e  l i ke to do i t  under  crop  i n s u rance? 
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M R .  U RUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  t h i s  is specif ica l ly  the  
who le  area of  payouts u nder c rop i n s u rance are  
hand led by - as I u n derstand i t  - by c ro p  i n s u rance 
to the Department of F i nance who do the d raw i n g  of 
the cheq ues and the payouts. I don 't bel i eve that we're 
i nvolved - the department itself i s  i nvolved in any of 
the mechan ics .  I t 's  str ict ly a th ro ug h put from M C I C  to 
f i nance and the payouts are made that way. 

M R .  C H A I R M A N :  T h e  H o n o u r a b l e  M .e m b e r  
for E merson .  
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MR.  ALBERT DRIEDGER (Emerson): Thank you,  M r. 
C h a i rman .  To the M i n ister, is th is ,  the Management 
Serv ices ,  the  one that puts out the Man itoba Food 
Market Review and the catt le  pr ices that are ma i led 
out  to the farmers, does th is  come u nder th is  area? 

MR. URUSKI :  No,  Mr .  Cha i rman .  That area wou l d  be 
in the Economics Branch.  That's where al l  the p u b l i 
cat ions  are  put out dea l i n g  with market trends .  

MR.  DRIEDGER:  J ust for f u rther c lar i f icat ion ;  the 
M i n ister i n  h i s  statements before made reference 
under th is  sect ion here about the Econo m i cs B ranch ,  
cou ld  the M i n ister then j ust maybe specify where th i s  
k ind  of release and  the pr ice  releases wou l d  be com
i ng u n der? 

MR. URUSKI :  I spoke about the  f inanc ia l  ad m i n i stra
t ion  in th i s  sect ion i n  the management serv ices; the 
Econom ics Branch i s  No .  6 ,  Mr .  Cha i rman in the  Agr i
cu l tu ra l  Market ing  and  Development ,  that's where 
those q uest ions wou ld  be appropr iate. 

M R .  C H A I R M A N :  1 . ( c ) ( 1  ) -pass ;  1 . (c ) ( 2 )  O t h e r  
Expend i tures, 1 . (c) (2 )-pass; (c ) -pass. 

The Honourab le  Mem ber for Emerso n .  

MR.  DRIEDGER:  I h ave one q u est ion o n  (c ) ; there i s  a 
su bstant ia l  i nc rease rea l ly  from $ 1 25,000 to $ 1 73 ,000; 
cou ld  the M i n ister poss ib ly  c lar i fy that i ncrease there? 

MR. U R USKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  I gave that to the  hon
ourable mem ber but  I ' l l  be g lad to. This i n c rease dealt  
with Computer Services,  i nf lat ionary i n c reases and 
the Word P rocess i n g .  These are the add i t iona l  costs 
that I gave to the honourab le  member .  When I said the  
i ncreased costs of the department, I was referr i n g  to  
Other Expend i tures; the add i t iona l  i n  sa lar ies i s  se l f  
exp lanatory; there i s  n o  change i n  staff, i t ' s  the  normal  
i ncrements and the l i ke but  the add i t iona l  $48,000 was 
as I had exp la ined .  

MR.  CHAIRMAN: (c ) -pass; 1 . (d )  R esearc h ,  1 . (d ) ( 1 ) 
Pol i cy Stud ies.  

The Honourab le  M e m be r  for Emerso n .  

MR.  D R I E D G E R :  Okay, M r. Cha i rman ,  now I wou ld  
l i ke to  estab l i sh  i f  poss i b l y  we cou ld  u n der the  Pol i cy 
Stu d i es ;  can the M i n ister i n d i cate is th i s  where the 
B eef I ncome Assurance Program that has been 
i n it i ated by th i s  M i n ister ;  i s  th i s  where the  po l icy  stu
d ies wou l d  have taken p l ace? 

MR. URUSKI :  Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman,  th is i s  the  th rust 
for the  new year i n  terms of what po l icy stu d ies w i l l  be 
p roposed and undertaken.  The whole beef p ro g ram 
one can deal  w i th  i n  the I ncome Assu rance Fund ,  in  
terms of the  stu d ies and  the l i ke .  M r. Cha i rman ,  I 
m i g ht i n d i cate that it i s  o u r  i ntent ion to pay the  costs 
of the com m ittee that w i l l  be d iscuss i n g  the beef p ro
g ram amongst prod u cers from th is  area, as well as 
deal i n g  other po l icy thrusts that we m i g ht review i n  
terms o f  lend ing  po l icy a n d  those k i n d s  of areas. 

MR. MANNESS: T h a n k  y o u ,  M r. C h a i r m a n .  I ' m  
wonder i n g  i f  t h e  M i n i ster wou l d  be s o  k i n d  a s  t o  g ive 

u s  some spec i f ic  deta i l  in this who le  area and tel l us 
exactly what stud i es are env isaged and  the  n u m ber  of 
peop le  i n volved in th is  part icu lar  study area? 

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  there are no people 
i nvolved in  the  study area. As the  m e m ber  wel l k n ows, 
I t h i n k ,  we've had many d i scuss ions wi th  his col
leag ue when he was M i n ister, i n  terms of research and 
pol i cy stu d i es ,  there are n o  peop le  i nvolved,  the 
department i s  i nvolved i f  we wish  to h i re outs ide  con
s u ltants,  but  there i s  not d i rect staff com ponent in 
terms of people wi th i n  the  department, M r. Cha i rman .  
The department i s  i nvolved i n  a l l  those  areas. 

MR. MANNESS: Obvious ly ,  t h i s  money then is  to be 
d i rect ly ,  l i k e  you say, to research outs i d e  of the 
department ,  i n  one way o r  another, a n d  m y  q uest ion 
i s ,  d o  you have any spec i f ic  proposals  to let out 
research work? 

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  there are some i deas 
that I do have. The p l a n s  are not f i na l ized as to 
whether or  n ot we w i l l  go  outs ide  of the department ,  
whether we' l l  go part ly .  M ost stu d ies that are under
taken ,  as I h ave seen them ,  I wou ld  env isage wou l d  be 
i f  we br ing  someone e lse  w i th  some expert ise i n  to do 
a certa i n  p rojects, we wou ld  also ut i l ize staff with i n  
t h e  d e partment that wou ld  h ave some b as i c  i nforma
t ion i n  those areas. 

Some of my thoug hts in that area were, as I have 
i n d icated to the Mem ber for E merson ,  that the Beef 
Sta b i l izat ion and M a rket i n g  Committee funds  wou ld  
be p rovided for the i r  work out of th i s  area in  terms of  
the f i n e  tu n i ng of the  p l a n .  Obv ious ly  t here i s  n eed for  
pol i cy review and we h ave i n d i cated that for the lend
ing program for farmers to exa m i n e  other alterna
t ives,  whether they ' re ava i l ab le  to u s ,  i n  terms of a 
c o m p re h e n s ive l e n d i n g  program to t h e  farm i n g  
com m u n ity th ro u g h  MACC.  
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As wel l ,  I h ave some thoug hts i n  terms of work to be 
done ;  in what areas s h o u l d  we look at p u b l i c  pol i cy i n  
terms o f  opt ions o f  assist i n g  young farmers i nto agr i
cu l tu re? Some of those a reas are cons ide rat ions ,  at 
th is  po int  i n  t i m e  they are not f i rmed u p .  Those a re 
some of my i deas, but  certa i n l y  we want to d i scuss 
th is  w i t h i n  the  depart ment .  There is n o  preconceived 
i d ea ,  I don 't t h i n k  h istor ica l ly  there has been any spe
c i f i c  i d ea i n  terms of researc h ,  but  those are some of 
the a reas that req u i re f u rther study.  

A n other  area that's come to me ,  there's been some 
work done with i n  the department,  and that i s  the 
who le  econom ics of the  f i n i s h i n g  of beef  o n  g ra i n  and 
whether we shou ld  be look ing  at alternat ives,  and we 
h ave been do ing  some work ,  but  the extent of wh ich 
shou l d  be exam ined .  That's a poss i b i l i ty ,  I 'm not  say
i n g  that  I ' m  tied to that but those are the  k i n d s  of areas 
that wou ld  be taken out of a budget such  as th is .  

MR. MANNESS: I j u st wou ld  l i ke to rev iew then what 
the M i n ister has sa id .  These i d eas, as you 've stated ,  
you 've  g iven us fou r  exa m p les a n d  r ight  now,  I take  i t ,  
they ' re j ust conceptua l ,  a l tho u g h  part i cu la rly  i n  the 
beef  p l a n  you ' re go ing to h ave to work towards some
th i n g .  A re these the  spec i f ic  reasons for  a d o u b l i ng
p l u s  of  �he  q u a n t i ty of  m o n ey d i rected towards 
th is  end? 
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MR. URUSKI :  That is correct. 

MR. DOWNEY: The M i n ister has i n d i cated that he 
p lans  to pay a beef com m ittee, i n d iv idua ls  who are 
going to be i nvolved in esta b l i s h m ent of the  f ine tun
i n g ,  he says, of h i s  beef p rogram that h e  has j ust 
i ntroduced and this i s  where h e  p lans  to extract the  
funds i n  wh ich  to h i re these  i n d iv iduals .  

I have,  M r. Chairman,  some very ser ious reserva
t ions about the way in w h i c h  t h i s  money w i l l  be spent 
and t h e  way in  which the  M i n i ster  i s  p roceed i n g  to 
m ove to this po int with his l i vestock program or  the 
beef i ncome p rogra m ,  the Beef Sta b i l izat ion  P ro
gram, and I w i l l  have some speci f ic  q u est ions .  I w i l l  
start off, M r. Cha i rman ,  by ask i n g  h i m ,  spec i f ica l ly ,  i f  
t h i s  i s  where the  $5,000 p e r  month  i n  expenses w i l l  
c o m e  f r o m  f o r  the des i g n e r  of the  p rog ra m ,  M r. B i l l  
Jansse n ,  i s  t h i s  where those fu n d s  w i l l  c o m e  f ro m ?  

MR.  U R U S K I :  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  obv ious ly  the honour
ab le  mem ber wasn't i n  the  other  C o m m ittee, but  the  
contract that there i s  w i th i n  g overn ment  i s  with the  
Department of Transportat i o n  a n d  that d e partment i s  
pay ing  the costs of  the contract wi th  M r. Janssen .  I 
have i n d i cated to the h o n o u ra b l e  mem bers I h ave 
used h i m ,  on a consu ltat ive bas is ,  to look at the beef 
program a long with othe r  peop l e  with i n  the depart
ment and outs ide the department .  

M R .  DOWNEY: Wel l ,  I wou l d  then,  Mr .  Cha i rman ,  l i ke 
to say that . . .  

MR.  URUSKI :  - ( I nterject i o n ) - M r. C h a i rman ,  j u st 
to make s u re the  h o n o u ra b l e  m e m be r  u nderstan d s  
me,  there are n o  funds  i n  t h i s  budget ,  a t  the  present 
t ime, to pay specif ica l ly  any further costs of the beef 
study. 

MR.  DOWNEY: M r. Cha i rman ,  then the  M i n ister i s  
say i n g  that he has the  serv ices of one M r. B i l l  Janssen 
to work with i n  the  Department  of Agr icu l tu re i f  h e  
dec ides t o  h i re ,  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  o v e r  a n d  above w h at 
he is a l ready bei ng pa id  for now by the G overn ment of 
Man itoba t h ro ug h  the Department  of H i g h ways and  
Transportat ion ,  i s  that what he's i n d i cat i n g ,  M r. 
Cha i rman?  I s  he now g o i n g  to,  o n  a contract bas is  
that he's been h i red ,  i s  h e  now going to add i t iona l ly  
pay h im out of the  Department  of Agr icu l ture? 

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rm a n ,  the honourab le  member 
shou ld  ask the M i n ister of Transportat ion  the length 
of the contract that he has with that department .  I f  
there i s  some f u rther  w o r k  beyon d  the  terms of that 
contract, that I wou l d  have some need,  certa i n l y  we 
would cons ider  i t  at that t i m e  and m on eys cou ld  come 
out. B ut ,  spec i f ical ly  to h i s  q u est i o n ,  at the p resent 
t ime there are n o  funds  b e i n g  paid from this area on 
the  p resent contract, and the amount  of money that 
w i l l  be used from t h i s  area o n  the  beef program w i l l  be 
the payment of the com m i ttee w h i c h ,  M r. Cha i rman , 
happens to co inc ide  with what has been done i n  the 
past .  The Hog C o m m i ttee's expenses a n d  the com
m i ttee that was esta b l i s h ed to deal  w i th  the  Hog 
I ncome Assurance P lan  h ave come out  of t h i s  budget 
i n  the past and  cont i n u e  to do so as we l l  as the m eet
i n g  deal i n g  w i th  the  Port of C h u rc h i l l  that were done 

in  the past, those  k i n d s  of pub l ic  meet ings  were  done .  
So ,  the budget bas ica l ly  i s  be i n g  used not far d i ffer
ent ly  in terms of how your  ad m i n istrat ion used it, and 
we are us ing i t  l i kewise.  

MR. DOWNEY: M r. Cha i rman ,  I then would l i ke to 
p roceed because he has i n d icated the m oney w i l l  be 
spent  for the  estab l i sh ment of a committee and I h ave 
n o  d ifficu lty with the use of that money for po l icy 
stud ies,  o r  work that  i s  bei n g  done to better the  overa l l  
agr icu l tura l  i n dustry. However, I have, M r. Cha i rman ,  
some deep concerns when we are spen d i n g  m o n ey to 
n ot better the agr icu l tural  i n d ustry, and that's what's 
tak i n g  p l ace with t h i s  Beef Prog ram that he's i n tro
d u ced,  M r. Cha i rman .  

M r. Cha i rman ,  he won ' t  even tel l the House and 
mem bers of the Assembly ,  or  the farm com m u n ity, 
who he's had recom m e n d i n g  to h i m  the k i nds  of pro
g rams that a re in the i r  best i nterest. I n  fact, as was 
po i nted out today, M r. Cha i rman ,  he i s  n ot even l i sten
ing to the major ity of the peop le  of Man itoba as far as 
the beef i n d u stry in concerned .  How many t i m es ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  does he and  h i s  co l leagues have to be 
g iven the  message that i t ' s  not contro l  that the  peop le  
of Man itoba want ,  i t ' s  freedom that the  peop le  o f  
Man itoba want ,  part icu lar ly those peop le  i n  the  agr i
cu l tu ral sector .  A n d  here agai n ,  h e  has e m p l oyed a n  
i n d iv idua l  who f l ies d i rectly i n  the face of the  w a y  i n  
w h i c h  the m ajor i ty of the f a r m  people w a n t  to go t o  
br ing  i n  an i l l -conceived i d e a ,  or  an i l l -conceived p lan ,  
who I wou l d  say  i s  n ot go ing  to  he lp  anyone  other 
than  the  peop l e  that are e m p l oyed by h i m  to be h i red ,  
o r  to be h is  com m i ss ion ,  o r  to be set  u p  as a beef 
m arketi n g  agency or  comm ittee. 

M r. Cha i rman ,  I ' l l  h ave to g o  over j ust a few m i n utes 
to lay out for h i m  the k i nds of po l ic ies that I th i n k  that 
h e  has been to ld  i n  e ight  years i n  the  prev ious  ad m i n
is t rat ion  that he's been a part of. He's seen the  co
operative efforts that were put forward t h roug h  the 
Man itoba L ivestock P roducers Associat ion in the fou r  
years, the estab l i shment o f  a workable organ iza ion ,  a 
com m ittee estab l i shed with that organ izat ion to make 
recommendat ions to a government wh ich  h e  d i d  not 
see f i t  to carry on w i th .  That's h i s  p rerogative. B ut ,  M r. 
C h a i rman ,  he's g ot a report on h i s  desk .  He got a 
report that po i nts out  the advantages and  d isadvan
tages - the media as wel l  h ave a copy of it  that was 
tabled in q u estio n  per iod today - what they feel are i n  
t h e i r  best i nterests. The b i g  q u est ion or  t h e  b i g  
answer, M r. Cha i rman ,  i s  they w a n t  t o  reta in  t h e i r  
freedo m ,  and to i m p lement o r  t o  i m pose a program 
that is ,  i n  fact ,  putt i ng i n  p l ace a market i n g  board -
and I ca l l  it a market ing  board because that's what it i s ,  
that's what the i n d iv idua l  who was a part of the des ign
ing of the p rogra m  tr ied to i m p lement for e ight  years 
i n  t h i s  p rov i nce when he was the Deputy M i n i ster of 
Agr icu l tu re - an d  now, M r. Cha i rman ,  we've seen the 
p resent M i n i ster of Agri c u l t u re reh i re or  emp loy h i m  
t o  br ing  a market i n g  board i n  t h e  back door f o r  the 
beef  producers.  With a carrot out in  f ront  say i n g  to 
them that i f  you take o u r  $50 and you s i g n  u p  your  
catt le  to g ive us ,  g ive us not the 2 percent that the 
M i n i�ter referred to i n  q u est ion per iod today, but  4 
percent,  M r. Cha i rman ,  of the  g ross sales of the l i ves
tock that they're sel l i ng .  

A n d  what pr iv i l eges d o  t h ey get f rom that? Wel l ,  
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they get the privi lege at the fall of the year when they 
could normally take a cash sale for their calves at a 
profit if it's there, and sell it to someone else who 
wants to feed it,  and that person can take that animal 

and put it in  a feedlot and generate revenue and gam
ble on whether or not he's going to make or lose 
money. 

But no, Mr. Chairman,  he now has to take, if he 
wants to stay al ive in the fall of the year a cash 
advance, a low i nterest rate cash advance. Mr. Chair
man, that's what we're trying to get away from, are the 
i nterest rates and the loans that farmers are taking to 
stay al ive. We want them to be paid, M r. Chairman, for 
what they're doing,  not borrow more money and get 
them further in  debt for what they're doing.  We want 
them to receive a fair and equitable return like the 
wage earner, l ike everyone else, M r. Chairman, get 
paid for their services. 

But that, Mr. Chairman, im mediately as the Mem ber 
for Robl in-R ussell poi nted out last n ight, they i m me
d iately start dragg ing  out a red herring that I 'm 
opposed to orderly market ing.  No,  Mr .  Chairman, I 'm 

-not opposed to orderly market ing .  I ca l l  orderly mar
keting the freedom of an i nd ividual to produce and to 
grow and market his commodity through a mecha
n ism that he or the majority of those people have 
decided are in their best interests. And that, Mr .  
Chairman,  is  a system that was i n  the report by 1 5,000 
cattle producers, the majority of cattle producers in  
the  province who recommended after meet ing with 
the Ontario Cattlemen's Association, the Canadian 
Cattlemen's Association, the Meat Packers Council  of 
Canada, M r. Chairman.  The recommendations they 
said -(I nterjection ) -

M R .  CHAIRMAN: O rder please. Could the mem ber 
be al lowed to finish his com ments? 

MR. DOWNEY: M r. Chairman,  what this M i nister is 
taking away is  not g iv ing them an  orderly, volu ntary 
system, as they had . No, Mr. Chairman,  once you put 
your s ignatu re on the dotted line you are hooked on a 
9Teat steel hook for six years: for six years, Mr .  
Chairman,  and that  is probably at  least 25 to 50 per
cent, 25 percent of the normal production period of a 
farm ind ividual .  Twenty-five years, if he starts at 25; 
you know, that's a pretty good period of t ime of which 
he doesn't have the decision-maki n g  freedom that 
he's now got. The prod ucers did n't ask for that,  M r. 
Chairman.  They d id n't say they ant to s ign up to a 
state market ing agency that's establ ished by the M i n
ister of Agriculture, who by the way, M r. Chairman, 
won't  tel l  the people of the Province of Manitoba who 
he got his recommendations from.  He refuses to 
answer, he says "Read Hansard,  read H ansard ."  I've 
read it ,  M r. C hairman, I haven't seen one name. What 
farm organizat ion did he l isten to? Who has he talked 
to in  the farm comm u n ity? I know who he tal ked to, he 
tal ked to Bi l l  J anssen, who he employed, who was 
eight years a Deputy M i n ister who tried to bring in a 
state marketing board for the beef producers, and 
now he's try ing to do it  through the back door with a 
carrot hung out in front. It won't wash, Mr .  Chairman, 
it  won't wash. 

He says he tal ked to the Cattle Producers Associa
t ion.  I f  you read the week-end press, M r. Chairman, 

and I 've tal ked to the President of the M an itoba Beef 
Cattle Organization. The Member for Emerson pointed 
out in Committee last night, Mr. Chairman, that he has 
several good organizations in his area: The Sou
theast Beef Producers Association, the SPADA g roup,  
or  a good organization developing that  area to pro
duce l ivestock. He never tal ked to them, Mr. Chair
man, and now he's saying ,  "I talked to them twice," he 
told the House today, " I 've talked to them twice, three 
times." He maybe tal ked to them, M r. Chairman, but 
he sure didn't hear anything. 
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I th ink ,  Mr .  Chairman, that it's very, very obvious 
what we're going to be fac ing i n  this province. We're 
going to be facing a Min ister of Agricu lture who has 
the nerve and the audacity to stand up and let on, and I 
say this let on that everything is nice and cozy in the 
farm com m u nity and that he's working  on  that open
door policy, working on that open-door pol icy where 
he's l istening to al l  the farm people. He believes in  a 
fam i ly  farm. What k ind of a family farm is he trying to 
develop with the state buying feedlots in  this pro
vi nce, M r. Chairman? M r. Chairman, that isn't Mani
toba as we have tradit ional ly known it, and our  food
producing sector. Mr. Chairman, how many t i mes do 
they have to watch the TV when they see these state 
farms in  Poland where the people are starv ing to 
death. I s  that what he's trying to put us into? Consu
mers over there, you've got consumers around you. 
Pay attention to what's going on .  That's where we're 
headed. 

I tel l  you, Mr. Chairman, we're on a s l ippery slope 
and if he doesn't in his policy-study money which 
we're vot ing on . . .  Mr.  Chairman, the money that 
we're vot ing,  some $250,000 was put to some pretty 
useful  use in the last few years, and he mentioned one 
of them. I tal ked here the other day in  com ments that I 
made, Mr.  Chairman, that we put together a series of 
meet ings which we paid for as government, the peo
ple of M anitoba, to encou rage the use of the Port of 
C h u rchi l l .  That came o ut of this appropriation ,  Mr. 
C hai rman. We spent the people's m oney of the Prov
i nce of M an itoba to do something that the agriculture 
com munity wanted. It was our policy to encourage 
and develop the Port of Churchi l l  and we spent some 
of this money, M r. Chairman , to expose the Port of 
Churchi l l  to more people: press, media, farm com
mun ities, union and mun icipal ities, and point out to 
them the opportunities that were there. When did we 
do it? We didn't do it when it  was frozen in the middle 
of wi nter; we did it  the fi rst of J u ne when we could 
show the people of Man itoba that the shipping season 
at Churchi l l  could be open. 

Now, M r. Chairman, we're voting $250,000 to i mpose 
on the people of Man itoba. In 1 976, they told us they 
d id n't want a Beef Marketi ng Board. 76 percent of 
them told us as Manitobans. Wel l ,  he says, " I  am 
elected to the Legislature and I am appoi nted as the 
M inister of Agriculture and I believe that I know best 
for the people of Manitoba," and this policy-study 
money doesn't mean anythi n g  other than it's an impo
sit ion of a program, not a study or  a policy develop
ment working paper to, in  fact, find out if the people 
want it .  If  he would only mention a farm organ ization; 
if he would only name some names, Mr. Chairman,  
then he could be in  a l ittle more defensible position ,  
but  he can't. How can we pass $250,000 that's go ing  to 
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i m pose on a com m u n ity or a sector of the ag r i c u l t u ra l  
co m m u n ity that doesn't want i t .  Certa i n l y  they need a 
form of f inanc ia l  support i n  the  downturn .  

M r. Cha i rman ,  the most obv ious and the best way in  
wh ich  to get  the retu rns for the  farm com m u n ity,  for  
the beef product ion or  the beef i n d ustry is ,  i n  fact, 
through the normal  market p rocess. A market-stri k i ng 
mechan ism has to take p lace at an auct ion sa le ,  or it  
has done trad i t iona l ly .  In a l m ost al l  areas, there has to 
be an area in wh ich  the market i s  struc k .  That's the  
p rocess that  has been trad i t iona l  for m ost everyt h i n g .  
I t ' s  no secret. T h e  H o g  C o m m iss ion used a market
stri k i n g  mechan ism as wel l ;  the sel l i ng of t u rkeys 
there has to be a market-str i k i n g  m echan ism to 
determ i n e  w h i c h  the buyer and the sel ler  can ag ree 
on. That's j ust so basic that I can't understan d  the  
soc ia l i sts for not u n dersta n d i n g  i t .  They don 't need 
any money to f igure that out.  

What i s  ideal ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  i s  to have an economy 
where the consu mers of m eat, beef, a l l  agr icu l tura l  
commod it ies  can go to the store and  pay the proper  
pr ice .  Yes ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  that's the k ind of system 
that I t h i n k  we al l  wou l d  b e  des i rous of havi n g .  M r. 
C h a i rman ,  we haven't happened to h ave that k i n d  of 
system operat i n g  as wel l as i t  shou ld .  We have, M r. 
Cha i rman ,  a system where, part icu lar ly wi th  the  beef 
i n d u stry, they a re one of the m ost i neff ic ient  conver
ters of gra in ,  of food to meat that there is .  That's one  of 
the bas i c  d i ff i cu lt ies with the beef i n dustry, but  you 
k n ow it so happens that i t  e m p l oys a tremendous  
n u m ber of people .  There h ave been a tremendous  
n u m ber of people eat i n g  i t ;  i n  fact, i t ' s  been o u r  ma in  
food that's been consu med i n  the meat commod ity i n  
the  l ast several years. I n  fact, i t  went  to some i n c rease 
of a h u n d red-and-some pou n d s  per-capita consu m p
t ion i n  N o rth A merica,  and has now reverted to u nder  
a h u n d red pounds  because of the  whole  eco n o m i c  
p ressu res that people a r e  faced w i t h .  S o ,  w hat i s  t h e  
alternative to try and  keep that i n d u stry a l i ve u nt i l  a 
whole econo m i c  turnaro u n d  takes p lace? 

M r. Cha i rman ,  we have n o  d i sagreement with w h at 
the  M i n ister has  been say i n g  a bout a n at iona l  stab i l i 
zat ion  program for nat iona l ly  produced commod it ies .  
There's n o  d i sagreement o n  that .  I f  you h ave to have 
one,  it  shou ld  be at the nat iona l  level .  Mr .  Cha i rman ,  
we found out i n  the  hog i n d u stry; they have  fou n d  out  
in  the beef i n d u stry that t h e  Federal Government  
aren ' t  as des i rous of h av i n g  one as we wou ld  l i ke to 
have hoped. M r. Cha i rman ,  that's the u nfort u n ate 
t h i n g .  

The other u n fortu nate t h i n g ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  i s  that 
when they came i nto off ice - yes, that was very u n fo r
tunate, Mr .  C h a i rman - they d i s m issed the peop le  
that they  were  go ing  to t ry  a n d  assist ,  a g ro u p of  
peop l e  that were  ded icated to putt i n g  i n  p lace  
recom m e ndat ions  that were go ing to h e l p  t h i s  i n d us
try. Mr. Cha i rman ,  they ask for  a one-t i m e  g rant  to the 
i n d u stry, a one-shot support p rog ram to help them 
through the  per iod of t ime .  M r .  Cha i rman,  i f  they were 
leg i t i mate i n  the i r  concerns for the beef i n d u st ry they 
wou l d  have m oved on that a n d  put  i n  that k i n d  of a 
p rog ram .  

M r. Cha i rman ,  t h e  M e m ber  f o r  S t .  James who's say
i n g ,  why d i d n 't we do that .  By the  M i n ister 's own 
com ments,  by h i s  own press release he'i; i n d icated 
the per iod of t i m e  the beef i n du st ry was in trou b le .  I n  

fact, I ' l l  g o  back a n d  read i nto the record for  the 
H o n o u rab le  Membe r  for St. J ames, see i n g  that h e  
recom mended i t  to m e  or  suggested I s h o u l d  ta l k  
about i t ,  that t h e  o ld  Beef I ncome Assurance Prog ram 
that h e  was a part of, was i n i t ia l ly  put in p l ace to h e l p  
the beef p rod u cers, but  the nature of the prog ra m ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  when the t i mes got better for the beef 
i n d u stry, the p rogram demanded that the peop l e  pay 
m o n ey back to the prov ince.  Oh, and h e  says that's a 
good i d ea.  That's not the way you h e l p  peop le ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  that's the way you control  peop le  a n d  take 
their  freedo m  away and that's what the o bj ect ive is .  

M r. Cha i rman ,  that 's what their  objective is .  Mr .  
Cha i rman ,  let us  carry on with that type of d ebate, 
because i f  that p rogram had worked the way i t  s h o u l d  
h ave, the  prod u cers w o u l d  have been better o f f  than 
they are today.  They'd have been ru n n i ng off  o n  the i r  
own a n d  they wou l d n 't have  had to worry so m uc h  
about the he lp  that they cou l d  g e t  from govern ment .  

M r. Cha i rman,  aga i n  go ing  back to the M i n ister 's 
com m ents .  H e  says in the open i n g  l i ne,  "The beef 
i n dustry in Canada has been pass i n g  th roug h  d i ff i c u lt 
t i m es for the past year-and-a-ha l f . "  M r .  Cha i rman ,  I 
cou l dn 't  have i m plemented a p rogram that was h u rt
i n g  the  beef i n d u stry or to g et i nvolved as l o n g  as 
there was a p ro g ra m  in p lace that had a contractua l  
agreement .  How many more programs d i d  we need to  
be put  i n  p lace? T hey've been  i n  off ice for a l m ost the 
l ast ha l f-year. We had a com m ittee i n  p l ace, M r. 
Cha i rm a n ,  that was recommend ing  to us w hat was i n  
t h e i r  best i nterests. We d i d n 't  have t ime ,  M r. C h a i r
m a n ,  to put  i n  p l ace a p rog ram and he's say i n g ,  w h at 
d i d  we do? M r. Cha i rman ,  we were g i v i ng  the  p rod u c
ers an o p po rt u n ity to make recom mendat ions so we 
cou l d  put  in p lace a mean ingfu l  program.  
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M r. Cha i rman ,  by h i s  own comments, but  let 's go 
down a l i tt l e  f u rther  a n d  here he's got o n e  of h i s  
objectives, and  h e ' s  g o t  it  h i g h l i g hted i n  h i s  p ress 
release. Here's what he's do ing  and this i s n 't rea l ly  
h i m .  I nstead of ca l l i n g  h im - I th ink  we' l l  h ave to 
name i t  " B i l l i e  the Kid Program" or somet h i n g  l i ke 
that,  or maybe we s h o u l d  cal l it " B i l l y  J anssen P ro
g ra m , "  I t h i n k  wou l d  be more in l i n e  because that 's 
where the  designer . . .  

Wel l  anyway, M r. Cha i rman ,  the objective of the  
p ro g ra m  and t h i s  i s  w h at the  po l icy money i s  go ing  to 
do;  it 's not g o i n g  to rev iew the effects that i t 's g o i n g  to 
have; it 's not go ing  to review anyth i n g ,  but  i t 's g o i n g  to 
do this :  it 's g o i n g  to be p rovid i n g  p rod u cers an 
opport u n ity to i ns u re themse lves aga inst downward 
f l u ctuat ions i n  the pr ice of s laug hter beef ;  doesn't  say 
anyt h i n g  about what l evel of price s u p po rt there 's  
going to be; doesn't  say anyth i n g  about the s u p p o rt 
leve l .  But  what it d oes say, Mr .  Cha i rman ,  is that the  
govern ment i s  go ing  to put i n  2 percent of the  g ross 
returns or  the g ross val u e  of the s laug hter a n i m a l ;  a n d  
t h e  p rodu cers a r e  g o i n g  t o  p u t  i n  4 percent to 8 per
cent - 4 percent to 8 percent of a s laug hter steer is $40 
to $80, M r. Cha i rman - $40 to $80 on every a n i ma l  that 
a producer is sel l i n g .  Now there's no other g u a rantees 
that go  with i t  other  than that there's g o i n g  to be a 
state market i n g  agency that is go ing  to h a n d l e  it a n d  
that he's g o t  to be i n  f o r  s ix  years. 

· 

Let's go to the  second obj ect ive,  M r. C h a i r m a n .  To 
encourage the  transformat ion of the cow-ca l f  sector .  
Now the M i n i ster,  t h ro u g h  h is u n named advisors ,  a n d  
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the farm organ izat ions  h ave to ld  h i m  - a n d  I wonder  i f  
the Cow-Calf Assoc iat ion t o l d  h i m  th i s  - th i s  i s  t h e  
g o o d  q u est ion .  T o  encourage the transformat ion -
that 's rea l l y  m a k i n g  a maj o r  change - of the  cow-calf 
sector i nto s laug hter catt le  p rod uc ing  i n d u stry, ther
eby i ncreas i n g  retu rns to the p rod ucers. 

Wel l ,  here's my co l l eague from T u rt le  Mou nta i n  s i t
t i n g  here who has certai n ly  been i n  the feed lot bus i 
ness  and  a fam i l y  of k n own feed lot peop le .  I k n o w  of 
q u i te a few feed lots, i f  we go out  north  of town h e re 
there's a feed lot been sold recent ly ,  or had to se l l  out  
because of tough economic  t i mes at  Warre n ,  o n e  of  
the R idde l ls .  You k n ow, there are some ser ious prob
lems  developed in  the feed lot bus i ness. But ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  what we're do ing ,  what the M i n ister i s  
d o i n g  i s  transfo rm i n g  a cow-calf  producer i nto a feed
l ot o perator so that he can get i nto the gold that's i n  
the feed i n g  bus i ness.  Wel l ,  I ' m  s u re the Membe r  for 
T u rt le  M o u nta i n  and the Mem ber for Rob l i n- R ussel l ,  
a l l  the  i n d iv idua ls  w h o  are o n  t h i s  s i d e  o f  t h e  H o u se ,  
c a n  get u p  a n d  te l l  h i m  that there's n o body k n ows 
better than the  i n d iv idua ls  who are i n  the  b u s i n ess 
what they s h o u l d  be do ing  and  what they s h o u l d  be 
p roduc ing  as the market relates to that part i cu la r  
commod i ty ,  o r  tel l s  them th roug h  market s i g na ls ;  a n d  
i f  h e  cou l d  make money a s  a cow-calf producer more 
power to h i m ,  M r. Cha i rman .  Don't  t ry to transform u s  
h i s  operati on i nto somet h i n g  e l s e  because that 's a 
f reedom that he's had .  - ( I nterject ion ) - That's a 
freedom that h e  wants, that's r ight .  And  you ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  - ( I nterject ion ) - Yea h ,  he has the free
dom,  all r ig ht ,  to put his name on the b lack l i ne .  

Wel l ,  that's the  p r o b l e m  w i t h  the M i n i ster. I f  h e  had 
done a p roper rev i ew with the catt le  p roducers a n d  
done some p roper  ground w o r k  there wou l d  h ave 
been oth e r  a l ternat ives that h e  cou l d  h ave presented 
to the catt le  i n d ustry, the beef p rod u cers.  But  he 
d i d n 't do that ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  h e  had a n  i l l -conceived 
idea of chang i n g  and transform i n g  the whole beef 
i n d ustry. M r. Cha i rman ,  it  won't was h ;  i t  won't was h ,  
people w i l l  n o t  go  f o r  that k i n d  of a program. Saskat
chewan , i f  the n u m bers are correct, M r. Cha i rman ,  1 O 
percent of the  beef producers have moved i nto that 
p rog ram .  

M r. C h a i r m a n ,  we l o o k  a t  the t h i rd o bjective, and  it 's 
an ad m i rab le  one. S u re,  i t 's certa in ly  good that he's 
i nterested in a m o re stab le  and i n c reas i n g  supp ly  of 
s laughter catt le  for Man itoba p lants;  certa i n l y  an 
ad m i rab le  object ive,  we all want to see that ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  but  o n l y  if it 's prof i tab le for the  peop le  t h at 
a re i n  the  b u s i ness.  You k n ow,  we h ave seen t h e  
mem bers opposi te ,  when they were on th i s  s ide  of the  
House  - you k n ow,  Swift Canad ian ,  I ' l l  rem i n d  them 
aga i n ,  i t ' s  i m p o rtant to be put  o n  the record - gave us 
the what-for when the Swift Canadian p lant c losed .  
B ut j ust to make s u re the record's c lear,  one of the 
reasons that p lant  c losed i s  because the i r  ideo logy,  
when they were govern ment for e ight  years, i m p l e
mented the  reg u lat ion that stopped the f low of hogs 
f rom Saskatchewan to  Manitoba to be s laughtered . 
There were some 250,000 hogs came i n  a n n u a l l y ,  
wh ich  Swift's g o t  the  majority of t h e m ,  wh ich  by g ov
ern ment reg u l at i o n ,  supported by the govern ment ,  
stopped that f low of hogs, M r. Cha i rman.  That's w h at 
hel ped put  Swift Canadian out of bus i n ess; noth i n g  to 
do with o u r  po l i c ies ,  M r. C h a i rman ,  noth ing  to d o  
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with govern ment .  
M r. Cha i rman ,  read the records,  it 's there .  As I say,  

i t 's a n  ad m i rab le  move,  but M r. Cha i rman ,  what i s  i t  
do i n g  for the pack ing  house  i n d u stry? What hap
pened when Saskatchewan i ntrod uced the i r program 
of a support l evel? You know what happened? T h e  
p r i c e  of beef went d o w n ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  not tota l ly  
because of that, but  it  went down because the pac k i n g  
h o u s e  i n d ustry sat back and they s a i d ,  wel l ,  the  beef 
i nd u stry i s  go ing  to be su pported to such  a level by the 
govern ment so we' l l  j u st back off a l itt le .  

Wel l ,  M r. C h a i rman ,  there are so many down s ides 
to t h i s  p rogram that I t h i n k  once the  messages start 
com i n g  i nto the M i n i ster of Agricu l tu re - he a l ready 
has one that i s  f loati n g  aro u n d  the com m u n ity that 
has a l ot of d i sc red i t  to h i m .  a n d  that's i n  the I nterest 
R e l i ef Program He is now f loat i n g  another one ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  and I wou l d  have to say it wou ld  appear as 
if i t 's  the  second concrete boot that the  M i n ister has 
i ntro d uced because that's w h at they w i l l  be for h i m .  
H e's  let h i s  i d eo logy get ahead o f  h i s  better j u d g ment ,  
and M r. Cha i rman,  h e  hasn't  l istened ,  and that's the 
po in t  that has to be made. He  kept tel l i ng the p rod uc
e rs of  Man itoba,  we're tal k i n g  to the  farm g ro u ps ,  the 
organizat ions  and the farm people ,  before we i nt ro
d uce o u r  progra m ,  that's why it 's tak i n g  so long .  Mr .  
C h a i rm a n ,  i f  he 'd  spent  some m o re of the  po l i cy 
money and  had a f u rther  review and looked a l i tt le 
c loser  I ' m  s u re the  prod u cers had waited so long n ow 
that they cou l d  h ave waited longer  if they'd b ro u g h t  
someth i n g  i n  that wou ld  have g iven t h e m  some h e l p  
l i ke the  p rod u cers asked for, s o m e  i m med i ate h e l p ,  
and t h e n  l eft t h e m  work o u t  w i t h  the  p rodu cers a n d  
t h e  Federal G overn ment a longer-term program .  

B u t ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  I real l y  h ave to say, part i c u lar ly  
when the  M i n ister wi l l  not te l l  us  who he's h i ri n g  with 
th is  m o n ey;  h e  hasn 't to ld  us ,  h e  hasn't  to ld u s  w h o  h e  
has worked w i th ,  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  i n  work i n g  u p  to t h i s  
program;  he hasn't  t o l d  us ,  M r. C h a i rman ,  who t h e  
f a r m  organ izat ions  are. And  that's o p e n  govern ment ,  
M r. Cha i rman ;  that's what h is  P re m i e r  cal l s  open 
g overnment? And ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  we ' re  bei n g  asked 
about  $250,000 to g ive more.  M r. Cha i rman ,  I w o u l d  
h o p e ,  a n d  I ' l l  a s k  the M i n ister spec i f ica l ly ,  because I 
wou l d  certai n ly t h i n k  that there are go ing  to be people 
who are go ing to want to and need to accept some of  
t h i s  $50 per  cow to enter the p rog ram ,  how does h e  
ant ic i pate an i n d iv idua l  who enters the program and 
f i n d s  that they h ave bought  a program or  entered a 
program cost ing  them 48 percent of the i r  g ross 
i n come ,  how do they get out of i t ,  M r. Cha i rman? H ow 
do they get out of it? I s  the M i n i ster go ing  to, down the 
road th ree months when the Federa l  G overn m e nt 
f i n a l l y  g ets off the i r  r u m p  and says we're g o i n g  to do 
someth i n g  i n  the l i ne of beef  p rod uct ion ,  a re the  p ro
d ucers who get i n  and  take the  $50 a head g o i n g  to be 
a l lowed to opt to the federal program? Te l l  u s  now,  
M r. Cha i rman ,  because he d i d n't treat the p rod ucers 
several years ago very fai r ly when he sa id ,  everybody 
take the  p rog ram;  a n d  then they a l lowed peop l e  who 
took the  p rogram and g ot the  money to opt for the  
federal  program and le t  them out .  

P lease, M r. Cha i rman .  through you to the M i n i ster ,  
come clean wi th  the catt le  p rod u cers.  Is h e  s i n cerely 
t ry i n g  to help them or  i s  he s i n cerely try i n g  to take 
the i r freedom away from them, to add govern m ent 
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control  to a segment of o u r  society who,  through 
desperat ion ,  had to come a n d  ask for support? They 
don't want to,  M r. Cha i rman ,  come to any government 
cap-i n-hand .  They're com m itted to feed i n g  the peo
p le ,  but M r. Cha i rman ,  i f  t h e  peop le  w i l l  not pay at the 
marketp lace w hat i t  cost  to produce i t  then there has 
to be a form of s u p po rt th ro u g h  the tax do l l a rs that are 
taken from the people .  

M r. Chairman,  I wou l d  o n l y  ask that, before the 
M i n i ster spends h i s  $250,000, that he's go ing to te l l  us  
what  h e  i s  go ing to d o  with i t ,  w h o  he's go ing  to h i re to  
put  i n  p lace t h i s  state market i n g  system ,  t h i s  state
owned feed lot operat ion ,  t h i s  convers ion  of cow-calf 
operators to the feed lot bus i ness, M r. Cha i rman ,  
because I th ink  they're ser ious q u estions  and shou ld  
be answered by the M i n ister.  

MR. URUSKI :  Thank  you ,  M r. Cha i rman .  I t  seems 
that in this C h a m ber  you may as wel l ,  to make your  
po i nt ,  stretch the facts a l i tt l e  b i t  and  then you w i l l  
have  made your  mark ,  M r. Cha i rman.  

M r. Cha i rman ,  I w i l l  repeat to the honourab le  
m e m be r  as I d id .  The M e m be r  for T u rt le  Mounta in  
s i tt i n g  here,  h e  was here t h e  n i g ht under  q u estio n i ng 
where I i n d i cated w i th  whom I consu lted.  I i n d i cated I 
consu l ted w i th  the  M C PA,  w i th  the  Farm B u reau,  with 
the Nat ional  Farmers'  U n i o n ,  with i ndependent g roups, 
and with many farmers who h ave written me, who 
have spoken to m e  o n  the phone .  I he ld  a p u b l i c  
meet ing  i n  S w a n  R iver where approxi mate ly ,  I bel i eve, 
50 to 60 farmers,  p roducers ,  attended and we met 
there as wel l .  Those were the g ro u ps that I consu lted 
w i th ,  M r. Cha i rman .  But  you see, the Honourab le  
M e m be r  for Art h u r  w ishes to now i n d i cate that some
how we are g o i n g  ahead and ram m i ng somet h i n g  
d o w n  producer's th roats; that we d i d n't  consu l t  with 
them; that we're d o i n g  somet h i n g  that i s  out  of the 
ord i nary and  that the  h e l p  i s  coming too l ate. That's 
rea l ly the  essence of his remarks - ( l nterjectio n ) -

M r. Cha i rman ,  I d i dn't  i nterru pt the  honourab le  
m e m be r  when h e  was spea k i n g ;  I hope that he wou ld  
g i ve me the same cou rtesy i n  response to h i s  remarks.  
The  h o n o u rab le  member s h o u l d  reca l l  that when h e  
estab l i shed the Hog Prog ram,  i t  t o o k  h i m  over two 
years u nt i l  approx i m ately 40 percent of the sma l l  p ro
d ucers i n  the  P rovi nce of M a n itoba sa id ,  to heck with 
th is  i n d u stry; we can't s u rv ive; we' re q u itt i n g  p roduc
t ion of hogs i n  the Provi nce of Man itoba, and then 
they made an a n n o u ncement in  th is  Leg is lat u re in  
Apr i l  of l ast year .  I venture to say, M r. Chairman,  the 
only reason they made an a n n o u n cement i s  that there 
was a poss i b i l i ty of hav ing  an e lect ion i n  J u n e  of 1 98 1 . 
That was a poss i b i l i ty a n d ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  the other 
aspect of i t ;  they d i d n't  a n n o unce al l  the  d eta i l s  
i n i t ia l ly .  I t  took  a coup le  of  months before a l l  the  
deta i l s  were  developed in  the  prog ra m ,  so noth i n g  
u ntoward a n d  u n usua l  i s  h a p pe n i n g  i n  t h i s  program 
either ,  M r. Cha i rman .  

But  the  M i n ister i nd i cates that h e  set  u p  a comm it
tee and we d i s banded i t ,  M r. Cha i rman .  The comm it
tee was set up i n  the l ast week o r  the last two weeks of 
the e lect ion campa ign  when  t h e  Conservatives real
ized that they were in po l i t i cal  t roub le ;  that they k n ew 
they cou ldn 't fool the  peop le  of Man itoba any longer. 
They fooled them in 1 977 and t h ey fooled them o n  the 
bas i s  that they really were the  f r iends of the farmers of 

Man itoba. You know,  we lost 40 percent of o u r  sma l l  
p rod u cers i n  hog p rod uct ion i n  the Provi nce of Man i 
toba  unt i l  they came u p  w i th  a p rogram and even that 
p rog ram, M r. Cha i rman ,  was i l l -conceived because 
they d i d n't  even h ave the  i ntest ina l  fort i tude to put  the 
money i nto - ( I nterject ion )-

MR.  CHAIRMAN:  Order p lease. The Mem ber for 
Art h u r. 

M R .  DOWNEY:  M r. Cha i rman ,  on a po int  of o rder .  I 
wou ld  ask the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture if he cou ld  c lar
ify h i s  statement  on the  loss of 40 percent of the  hog 
prod ucers i n  the p rov i n ce and lay before th is  Com m it
tee the n u m bers of hog producers that we h ave today. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourab le  M i n ister of Health 
on a poi nt of order .  

M R .  D ESJARD I NS: O n  the po int  of order ,  I wou l d  
say, M r. Cha i rman ,  that there was n o  po int  o f  o rder 
here at a l l .  When you ask somebody to c la ri fy ,  t h i s  
cou l d  be done d u r i n g  the  debate and I d o n ' t  t h i n k  that 
s h o u l d  be accepted. I k n ow the M i n ister doesn't  m i n d  
d o i n g  that ,  b u t  we're stretch i n g  th ings  q u ite a b i t  
when we ca l l  th is  a po int  of order. 

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  the mem ber shou ld  we l l  
remem ber a n d  I w i l l  c lar i fy that .  H e  shou ld  we l l  
reme m be r  that the M a n itoba Hog Prod ucers M a rket
i n g  Board,  d u ri n g  the f i rst quarter of 1 981 , i n d i cated 
when they ran a computer p rogram that the i r  n u m bers 
of producers that had ceased product ion of hogs had 
d ro p ped by,  I be l i eve the  f i gu re i s  arou nd 1 ,500 p ro
d u ce rs or maybe even more than that ,  M r. Cha i rman .  
He  shou ld  wel l remember ,  because that was part of  
t h e i r  s u b m iss ion  and  the i r  d iscuss ions with h im to 
u rg e  h i m  to deve l o p  some k i n d  of p rogram for hog 
producers in Man itoba. 

So ,  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  h e  shou ld  be the l ast one that i s  
i n d icat i n g  that somet h i n g  u ntoward and there has  
been  a g reat t i m e  lag to assist the producers of Man i 
toba .  H is  M i n i ster of F i nance stood u p  i n  t h i s  H ouse 
and i n d i cated a l though they announced a $ 1 0- m i l l ion  
p rog ram,  h e  i n d i cated that we d i d n't need the $5 m i l 
l i o n  that was i n  the p rog ram , and by Septem ber  of l ast 
year,  they were caug ht .  There was no money.  The 
m arket had d ropped ;  the  5 m i l l io n  that they had put  
i nto the  program ran out  and they were scram b l i n g ,  
and  t h e y  d i d n 't  u nscram b le  i t ,  M r. Cha i rman .  They 
d i d n 't provide the  funds  because the mechan ism 
wasn't there ,  M r. Cha i rman .  They d i dn't to it .  And  then 
to h ave the ga l l  to a n n o u n ce a $ 1 0- m i l l ion  prog ram 
when, in effect, they had on ly  p lan ned to put  i n  5 
m i l l i o n ,  M r. C h a i rman ,  is rea l ly  stretc h i n g  it .  

M r. Cha i rman ,  the mem bers o pposite i n d i cate that 
o u r  beef p ro g ram somehow is a g reat var iance from 
the recom me ndat ions  and the d iscuss ions that we 
have made and from those of the i r  group that they set 
u p .  I want to deal w i th  that .  The i r  g ro u p  that they set 
u p ,  the M C PA,  and o u r  p rogra m  is  somehow at var
iance to what they h ave been recommend i n g .  

Le,t's f i rst l o o k  a t  the  h i story o f  t h i s ,  M r. Cha i rman .  
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I n  J u ly of 1 98 1  the M C PA,  h i s  g roup ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  
the g ro u p  that h e  set  u p  by leg i s lat ion came to t h i s  
M i n i ster i n  J u l y  of '81 , i n d icat i n g  that t h e y  needed 
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support for the beef industry even though they already 
ruined the Beef I ncome Assurance Plan, these same 
com padres that he set u p  have now come in  and said,  
"Look we're in  trouble. You've got to help us out." And 
I want to quote from their October, '81 news release, 
"M CPA has made representation to the Man itoba 
Government req uesting a $40-per-head subsidy for 
cattle fed and prepared for slaughter" - for slaughter 
cattle, M r. Chairman - "in Manitoba dur ing 1 980. 
Agriculture M i nister J i m  Downey's in itial reaction has 
been negative for such reasons as lack of funds in the 
provi ncial treasury and lack of producer support for 
backing."  

Mr.  Chairman,  lack of  producer support and back
ing,  he was one of the first that was getting up after the 
election demanding that there be some assistance for 
the beef producers in  this provi nce. Mr. Chai rman, we 
said that we would sit down and develop meaningful 
programs, and we did that.  M r. Chairman, the gal l  of 
the Member for Arthur  to come to this Legislature and 
say that he was going to do something and they were 
prepared to assists the industry. Balderdash! Abso
lute nonsense! R ubbish! Because they had no inten
tion of help ing the beef ind ustry, Mr. Chairman,  by his 
very remarks in  their own comm unique of the g roup 
that he set  up,  this so-called vol untary g roup that  the 
former administration set up.  

Wel l ,  Mr.  Chairman, we consu lted with them and,  in  
fact, they came u p  with a p lan ,  with some proposals, 
the objectives of which - and I'm going to quote for 
the honourable mem bers - aren't far from where 
we're at. The objectives of their program, and this is a 
submission made by the cattle producers to myself in  
January of '82. They made a proposal to us .  What 
were the objectives of the program? "To maintain a 
viable l ivestock industry, support should be i m me
diate, i .e .  monthly or quarterly; cost-shared between 
producers and governments; it should be voluntary; 
reflect regional costs and market conditions; a l low for 
income averaging;  reflect competitiveness or regions 
and should reflect cu rrent market conditions. Those 
are the n u m ber of objectives that the plan has. O kay. 
Their ass u m ption, and I will quote from it that they 
wanted a variable, premium approach program based 
u pon the assumption that the price stabil ity within the 
l i vestock sector is an  insurable risk. I 'm  not sure that 
anyone can predetermine the market signals that the 
Honourable Member for Arthur  has been speaking 
about.  I ' m  not sure that i t  is predictable but they said 
they wanted an insurance scheme. 

Let's talk about the g reatest criticism that the 
Member for Arthur  has posed; that we're going to tie 
u p  the producers for six years. Mr.  Chairman, I want to 
quote from that document that I just spoke about. I t  
says, "Al l  producers wou ld b e  el igi ble, but once a 
producer joins he must remain enrol led for the entire 
contract length, for instance six years," was their 
recom mendation, Mr.  Chairman. 

The M CPA's recommendation was that the period 
of time frame of a p rogram, a volu ntary program -
and this is a volu ntary program - wel l ,  M r. Chairman,  
ha, the Honou rable Member for Turtle Mou ntain says 
the program is volu ntary and it's for the very same 
period of time as has been sug gested. We have 
consu lted and we have used some of their points, 
and we have. 

Wel l ,  it recommended that the solvency of the fund 
would be g uaranteed by the government at al l  t i mes. 
We have proposed that, that the fund we are sett ing u p  
t o  deal with t h e  premiums that w i l l  b e  collected 
between the govern ment and producers would be 
guaranteed. Where we differ, Mr. Chairman,  and they 
ind icated that they wanted to cover al l  segments of 
the industry; i .e . ,  cow, calf, stocker, to f in ish,  abso
lutely, M r. Chairman. B ut the mem ber should well 
realize and some of h is  members who criticized the 
previous program saying that we were dou ble paying 
- you better remember what your mem bers said - in 
that program there were inefficiencies and people 
were able to get around that program and we were 
collect ing funds and paying out funds more then once 
for the same cattle. We've done away with that 
because we agreed with those criticisms that you 
made when you were in  government after you defeated 
us, that there was monkeying around with the pro
gram. We have said that we wi l l  only pay on the basis 
of one support, on the basis of slaughter an imals. 
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How best to col lect the funds, M r. C h airman, to 
mon itor th is  program and admin ister it ,  but through a 
central agency. What better way of deal ing with the 
payments and the support, not un l ike - they want to 
forget the day in  the Sixties set u p  a Hog Commission ,  
an appoi nted Hog Commission basically, but the only 
difference was,  that Hog Commission made i t  com
pulsory for al l  hogs in  the Province of Man itoba to be 
marketed through that Com mission. This Program is 
at least volu ntary to the people who wish to join the 
program. O nly those who join the program wi l l  market 
their cattle through this Commission. 

We of course would want to encourage the market
ings of slaughter beef through th is  Commission even 
though people may not wish to jo in  or may wish to 
market cattle in excess of their amounts. We would 
certain ly encourage those people who don't jo in the 
plan that  to bring about an  orderly marketing system 
i t  will be to our advantage, to the advantage of a l l  
producers in the Province of Man itoba to have a sin
gle desk marketing agency so that the cattle could  be 
marketed i n  an  orderly manner and to bring about as 
much com petit ion from the marketplace as is possi
ble and bring about better retu rns for the producers. 

We recogn ize, M r. Chairman, that a provincial mar
ket ing agency can't do  very much,  but at least i t  is the 
first step that we are prepared to say, we want a 
national marketi ng system in beef. That is the f i rst 
step and at least the Federal Govern ment cannot say 
now that provinces are not interested. This is the first 
step and at least the Member for Arthur  says, "Yes, 
this is the first step and we are movin g  along that l i ne." 
We are very serious about the plight of our producers; 
about the producers receiving adequate returns from 
the marketplace to be able to bring about as much of 
their income from the marketplace as is possible. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to go into the plan a bit further 
that was proposed, the Variable I n come Plan to 
ensure all seg ments of the industry. Now the member 
criticized the govern ment of saying,  look, there may 
be premiums from 4 to 8 percent that producers wi l l  
have to pay.  M r. Chairman,  we wi l l  develop separate 
levels and I'm hoping that the committee that is estab
lished that there will be several levels of su pport on 
slaug hter animals; that we wi l l  su pport a basic level ;  
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that if producers want to i nsure to a h i g her  level of 
return  they w i l l  have that opt ion .  they w i l l  be ab le  to 
choose and of c o u rse t h e re w i l l  be a p re m i u m  att
ached to that. 

But. M r. C h a i rman .  let 's look at what his comm ittee, 
his g ro u p  p roposed to u s .  Let's l ook at the i n s u rance 
scheme.  Let's see how m uc h  d i fferent it  i s  to what we 
have proposed.  Okay, s l a u g hter steers. a s ix-year 
prog ram .  i f  the s laughter for a period of six years was 
reco m mended to us  that on s l a u g hter steers to s u p
port an 80 cents a pou n d  s l a u g hter beef the  prem i u m  
wou ld  h ave t o  b e  4. 243 percent .  T h e  mem ber  i s  cr i t ic
iz ing  the progra m .  T h i s  was recom m ended.  M r. 
Cha i rman .  by M C PA o n  s l a u g hter beef;  that for  a 
s ix-year program the p re m i u m  w o u l d  have to be 4 .24 
percent of the market pr ice .  I 've suggested a prem i u m  
o f  somewhere between fou r  a n d  e i g ht a t  d i fferent 
leve ls .  M r. Cha i rman ,  i f  the p roducer  wou l d  want to 
i n s u re a l evel  of 90 cents a p o u n d  or $90 per  h u n d red ,  
what wo u l d  h i s  prem i u m  be .  $ 1 1 ;  1 1  percent of the  
market pr ice .  There's your  variab le  p re m i u m .  M r. 
Cha i rman .  

These mem bers oppos i te  a re now somehow cr i t ic
i z i ng  a prog ram that we've developed to g ive farmers 
an opt ion of i n s u rance coverage when  i t 's  the i r  own 
g ro u p ;  the ir  own g ro u p  has  recom m ended that to 
government ,  M r. Cha i rman .  To somehow come h ere 
and  say that we haven't consu lted and  we haven't 
used the i r  i d ea .  fal l acy, absol ute rubb ish  because we 
have devi ated in deg ree o n l y  but  the bas i c  concepts 
we have estab l ished and we h ave ag reed u po n .  

Let's go  a l i t t l e  f u rther .  M r. Cha i rman .  l et 's look at 
the  Cow-Cal f  Program as to what i t  wou l d  cost the  
cow-calf  prod u cer.  the bas i c  herd .  the bas i c  i n dustry 
i n  o u r  p rovi nce.  that supports the ca lves a n d  the  bas i c  
l i vestock i n d u stry here,  a s ix-year program f o r  s ix  
years. ca lves  at  $ 1 . 1 0  a pou n d ;  not  a h igh  pr ice  by any 
means i n  terms of what i t  costs. Do you know what the  
p rem i u m  is ,  M r. Cha i rman?  1 5. 8  percent ,  1 5. 8  percent 
for that sector of the i n d u stry. 

Now to say that somehow our variab le  p re m i u m s  or 
the cho ices that prod u cers can make on the i r  a n i ma ls  
are  somehow u ntoward ly  h igh ,  M r. Cha i rman .  can 
you i ma g i n e  the  M e m ber  for A rth ur ,  the  former M i n is
ter of Agr icu l ture accept i n g  a program of say i n g .  
"Here p rod u cers. here i s  a prem i u m  of 1 6  percent .  
take it  o r  l eave i t . "  H e  wou l d  be laughed r igh t  out  of 
the c h a i r  and the  p rod ucers wou l d  be.__r.ig11t and  I 
wou ld  laugh  h i m  out of the  cha i r  absolute ly for that 
k i n d  of an approac h .  He  k n ows better than that .  M r. 
Cha i rman .  absol utely he k n ows better because h e  
wou l d n 't have accepted t h i s  e i ther ;  and I ' m  n ot 
accept ing  it i n  terms of the  specif ics of i n s u ri n g  the  
th ree areas of the beef  i n d u stry. We h ave accepted the 
one area that  i s  the m ost eff ic ient  way of han d l i n g ,  M r. 
Cha i rman .  

So.  for mem bers opposite to say that there has been 
no consu ltat ion and no use of the p roducer g roup .  
that  the Leader  of the  O ppos i t ion today sa id has the 
s u pport of 85 percent of the  beef  p roducers i n  th is  
provi nce.  is  nonsense.  total n onsense,  because.  M r. 
Cha i rman .  w h i l e  the Leader of the Opposit ion received 
the i r  report o n  alternate m arket i n g .  one has to look at 
that report and ana lyze i t  before one makes com
ments on it .  But  M r. Cha i rman .  there i s  one comment  
that shou ld  be c lear to the m e m bers opposite.  that 

they d idn 't read that report very wel l :  "The Comm it
tee has not had suff ic ient  t ime or  opportun i ty to exam
ine the aspects of S u p p l y  Management but  a few con
cerns are expressed . "  M r. C h a i rman ,  they ad mi t  that 
they rea l ly  haven 't done an i n-depth study o n  a lter
nate market i n g  schemes .  They raise some concerns 
with S u pp ly  Management .  M r. Cha i rman .  but  th is  
prog ram doesn't deal  w i th  S u pp ly  Management .  M r. 
Chairman,  the p rogram is tota l ly  vol u ntary. The MCPA 
sa id ,  it shou ld  be vo lu ntary. M r. Cha i rman .  the o bjec
t ive was to mai nta i n  a v iab le l i vestock i n d u stry. We are 
attem pt ing to mainta in  a v iab le  l i vestock i n d ustry. 

M r. Cha i rman .  l et's ta lk  about va l ue added. The 
M i n ister of Agr icu l t u re i n  h is  fou r  years tal ked very 
m u c h  about havi n g  more val u e-added product ion  
w i th in  Man i toba so that the  raw p roduct i s  not  
exported.  We are f i n i s h i n g  - what are we f i n i s h i n g  -
about 40 percent of o u r  an ima ls  i n  th i s  p rovi n ce? I f  we 
f i n ish  50-60 percent.  Mr .  Cha i rman ,  add that val ue
added to our farmers and to our l i vestock in the p ro
cess i n g  i nd u st ry in th i s  p rovi nce.  I s n 't that what the 
M e m ber  for A rt h u r  a n d  the  mem bers of the Conserva
t ive Party w h i c h  they have preached over the  l ast four  
years to  i n c rease val u e-ad d ed i n  t h i s  prov i nce? 
Obviously they wou l d  want to agree wi th  that .  But  
now. i t  k ind of st icks  i n  the i r  c raw. because, M r. 
Cha i rman , there is another govern ment that is p re
pared to come out bo ld ly  and  say we are prepared to 
h e l p  where other govern ments have n ot been p re
pared to he lp ,  where they sat on the i r hands for sev
eral  years; they,  in fact. tu rned down req uests as l ate 
as J u ly of l ast year from the beef i n d ustry and now 
they have the audac i ty to come here and say. he lp  and 
s u pport us .  

M r. Chairman.  the other one ,  s u p port should be 
i m med i ate. M r. Cha i rman .  there is  i m med iate s u p
port. There is support when the  contract w i l l  be de
veloped with i n  four to six weeks ,  that's what we've 
sa id .  There i s  an i n it ia l  payment ,  M r. Cha i rman .  to 
p roducers. That w i l l  be about as i m med iate - cer
tai n ly no less than the Hog Program w h i c h  was 
a n n o u n ced in A p r i l  and the payments were made i n  
Septem ber.  How many months after the annou n ce
ment? Apr i l ,  M ay, J u ne .  J u ly,  A u g ust .  Septem ber  -
s i x  months after the announcement .  M r. Cha i rman .  
That's when the payouts were made.  Tal k about  red 
herr i ngs .  M r. C h a i rman .  Talk about real red herr i ngs 
by the mem bers of the Conservat ive Party. 
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Now. I ad m i red some of those mem bers for the i r  
forthr ig htness and the com ments that they have 
made,  but  certa i n l y  to br ing  up the  nonsense that they 
have done with respect to the beef p rog ram ,  and  the 
Leader of the O p posit ion  today to try and s ide-s k i rt 
that there was no consu ltat ion with that g ro u p ;  h e  
d i d n't  l i sten and  h e  d i d n 't read ;  h e  d i d n 't d o  h i s  home
work very wel l .  M r. Cha i rman .  The Leader of the 
Opposit ion ,  because h e  got th is  scheme a n d  h e  sa id ,  
"You d i d n't consu l t  with respect to market ing , "  but 
the fact of the m atter i s .  M r. Cha i rman ,  we received a 
s u b m iss ion i n  January from M C PA wh ich  we fo l l owed 
in the m a i n .  There are some d i fferences in terms of the 
approac h .  but  the  concept of the program i s  bas ica l l y  
t h e  s;:i.me.  

The farmers and  the peop le  of Man itoba read them 
wel l .  That's why  you're on that s ide .  You can o n l y  foo l  
the  people of Man itoba for so long .  M r. Cha i rman .  
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That's why you are on that side and we are here. You 
lasted four years, Mr.  Chairman,  you d id  wel l ,  and 
certainly you'l l  have your opportun ity to show them 
again -( I nterject ion)- absolutely you wi l l  have that 
opportu n ity ,  Mr.  Chairman.  But at least we wi l l  know 
whose programs and whose pol icies in terms of pro
viding long-term stabil ity to an i ndustry will have 
some impact. M r. Chairman, thank you. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honourable Mem ber for La 
Verendrye. 

MR. ROBERT (Bob) BAN MAN (La Verendrye): Thank 
you, Mr.  Chairman,  I cou ld n't help but recogn ize 
some of the sort of catch phrases that the M i n ister was 
using when he was speaking before, and I guess one 
wou ld real ly  have to say if you repeat an u ntruth often 
enough you sort of start to bel ieve it  yourself. One of 
the f ig ures that the M i n ister was tal k ing about is that 
40 percent of the hog producers in the province of 
Manitoba went out of production and to read their  
election material ,  of course they say,  "Whi le the Con
servatives sat on their  hands," and we heard h im use 
that a couple of t imes here th is  afternoon, "al most 40 
percent of the Manitoba hog producers left  produc
t ion." This is in  their campaign l i terature, Mr. Chair
man. He says it's true. 

Mr. Chairman,  this is one of the g reatest uses of 
selective statistics, because what happens, the M i nis
ter is sworn in as a M i n i ster of the Crown and a month 
later he says that the breed ing stock ,  i n  a news servi
ces press release, and of cou rse, may be after what we 
heard today, may be we shouldn't real ly treat those as 
the gospel because we saw a couple of glar ing errors 
today and I g uess we're going to have to watch them 
really close to make sure that they are i ndeed factual, 
but in  this part icu lar release he said, "The breeding 
stock decreased by 1 percent last year," and he says, 
"40 percent  of M a n i toba Hog prod u cers l eft 
production."  

Now, what is a producer? To the person in  the City 
of Winnipeg they envision somebody sitt ing there 
with a b ig farm, a big hog barn, runn ing  a fairly large 
operat ion,  but what is a producer? Well, I was going to 
tel l  the M i nister what a prod ucer is and I will tel l  the 
House what a producer is: a producer is a person who 
happens to ship may be one pet hog at the Manitoba 
Hog M arket ing Commission, that is a prod ucer. And I 
know of what I speak, because my father who runs a 
smal l  farm as a hobby, raises a few hogs. The hog 
prices happen to be low and what did he do, M r. 
Speaker? He went to the Gru nthal Auction Mart and 
he bought, I think, four sows. He fed them for two or 
three months, decided to sell them. Wel l ,  where d id  
you se l l  them? He took them to  the Man itoba Hog 
Marketing Commission and sold them there. He d idn't 
sell any hogs last year, th is  was the year before, so he 
is one of the producers that has now become a statis
tic. So, what we have here is you have taken a statistic, 
and by i mply ing that 40 percent of the hog producers 
are out of business, you come back a month after you 
are sworn in as M i n ister of the Crown and real ly  tell  
the people of Man itoba that, well ,  it 's not that bad, 
we're only down 1 percent, Mr.  Chairman. 

MR. U R USKI:  Can the member indicate whether 
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anyone said that the production of hogs, and in  fact in 
this House when I made speeches, that although the 
numbers of hogs produced in  Man itoba d idn't change, 
but the n u mbers of producers d id  change, and the 
member is confirm ing that.  Is  that not correct? 

MR. BANMAN: So, what the M i n ister is saying now, 
and I haven't had a chance to check those f igures, but 
what he is confirming is that 40 percent of the produc
ers amou nted to 1 percent of the prod uction. Well ,  M r. 
Chairman , I want it clearly on the record that in the 
Min ister's own press release, and I 'm referring to their  
campaign material that they put out is that real ly 40 
percent of the producers, they would have us believe 
now, prod uce 1 percent of the total hog production 
for this province because that is what you see. O n  the 
one hand, he says 40 percent of Manitoba hog pro
ducers left production ,  and one month after he gets 
sworn in as Min ister of Agriculture ,  he says there was 
only a decline in  the stock of 1 percent. 

So, Mr. Chairman, before we get i n volved any 
further i n  th is I want to tell the M i n ister that I think it's 
pretty cheap politics when you use th is  type of scare 
tactics on the people of Manitoba; when you claim 
that 40 percent of the producers are going out of 
busi ness, making i t  sound l ike a lmost half the i nd us
try has failed and then coming out with your own 
f igures and I'm using your own f igures here, saying 
that the breeding stock decreased by 1 percent. Mr. 
Chairman, I j u st want to put i t  on the record that i f  you 
have one pet hog that you've raised i n  your back yard 
and you take it down to the M anitoba Hog Marketi ng 
Commission and market that ,  you are ranked i n  the 
statistics that  th is M i n ister keeps as being a produc
ers. Let's j ust keep that in  mind when we're deal ing 
with these f igu res. The fig u re we real ly have to look at  
if  we want  to be at  a l l  honest with what's happening in  
the industry, M r. Chairman , if we want  to be at  a l l  
honest wi th  the people of Manitoba i n  reflecting accu
rate, and providing a proper picture of what's really 
happening;  I agree with the M i n ister when he puts out 
a press release l i ke this showing that the f igures are 
relatively stable, but let's not go ahead and say that 
we're los ing almost half of our producers and yet the 
production is the same. You can't have it both ways. 

MR. U R USKI:  Mr. Chairman,  j ust so the honourable 
member well understands, we have never made the 
charge that the numbers of hogs produced in  Mani
toba decl ined .  We said th is ;  I said th is  in  the House, 
M r. Chairman; we said,  and i n  fact,  h is own M i n ister 
said, "Yeah, but hog production hadn't declined." We 
adm itted that, M r. C hairman, but the fact of the matter 
is those are the statistics and he doesn't deny them. 
He doesn't deny them and we didn't  deny them. The 
facts are correct, M r. Chairman, in  terms of saying 
that the prod uction d i dn't  change because other peo
ple picked up the production. T hat's also bei ng very 
selective what the honourable member's trying to say 
that, M r. Chairman, the breeding  stock changed 1 
percent. 

Over the years, someone else had to pick up the 
slack of the change in production Adm ittedly, M r. 
Chairman, many of those producers were small  pro
ducers, no one said otherwise. But the fact of the 
matter is ,  we never made the charge that the n u m bers 
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of hogs in Man itoba had gone down.  We said that the 
n u m bers of producers l eft the i n d u stry and the 
n u m bers of h ogs that were p rod uced,  and in  th is  
House,  M r. Cha i rman ,  before the Sessi o n  was e n d i n g  
w e  debated th is  issue,  so there's not h i n g  n e w  to con
f i rm or  not conf i rm.  

MR. ORI E D G E R :  Thank you ,  M r. Cha i rman .  After l is
ten i ng to the past M i n i ster of Agri c u l t u re speak for 
awh i l e  and then l i ste n i n g  to the p resent M i n ister come 
up ,  I was rem i nded of l ast n i g ht when the  M e m ber  for 
R o b l i n - R usse l l  i n d i cated that the  M i n ister has a ten
dency to br i ng  out a red herr i ng .  The Mem ber for 
A rth u r  was speak i n g  o n  the  Beef Sta b i l i zat ion Pro
g ra m  and g i v i n g  some cr i t i c i sm o n  i t  a n d  some adv ice 
on i t ,  a n d  the  M i n i ster g ot up and  expo u n ded the  Hog 
Stab i l izat ion  Program for about 15  m i n utes.  So ,  we 
talk of red herr ings ;  we had a p r i m e  exam pl e  of t h at 
aga i n  there with the M i n ister and he's very capab le  of 
that. 

The u nfortu nate t h i n g  when I look at the Esti m ates, 
there's $250,000 in this category for po l icy  research ,  
a n d  I w ish  I cou ld  h ave encou raged t h e  M i n ister t o  use 
some of that money before h e  came up wi th  what I 
cons ider  a very i l l -conceived stab i l izat i o n  program.  
I 've had occas ion  a l ready now to tal k to the peop le  i n  
my area, so meth i n g  w h i c h  h e  d i d  not  take the  t i m e  to  
d o  poss i b l y  because we h ave n o  Nat iona l  Farmers 
U n i o n  organ izat ion  there ,  because t h i s  seems to be 
one of the  organ izations that had the key i n put i nto 
the  p rog ra m ,  a n d  some other  people that were basi
ca l l y  in the  p ro g ra m  that was i n it ia l ly  i n i t i ated by th i s  
ad m i n istrat i o n  a t  that t ime  years ago,  a n d  i t  took  u s  
years to get that program washed out of the system .  
H e re we h ave the  same people ,  the  same k i n d  o f  
t h i n k i n g  a g a i n  p reva i l ,  where we're com i n g  u p  w i t h  a 
t i e- i n  program for a s ix-year per io d ,  a lack of 
consu ltatio n .  

As i n d icated b y  the M e m ber for  A rt h u r, we h ave 
many organ izations  in the southeast corner and these 
guys are rea l l y  h u rt i n g .  These fel lows are in d i re p rob
lems. so what does this M i n ister do? F i rst they take 
and  ratt le  a l i tt le  b i t  of this I nterest Re l ief  P rogra m  for 
the  farmers and I have yet to see one of the  farmers i n  
m y  area that qua l ify for t h e  I nterest Re l ief  Program.  
These  g uys are rea l ly  h u rt i n g  and  have  h u rt for q u ite 
some t i m e .  Then the M i n ister comes up wi th  a p ro
g ram a n d  I wou ld  ca l l  i t  sucker  bait ,  I d o n 't know what 
you'd ca l l  i t ,  b lack mai l tact ics  to some deg ree. These 
g uys are h u rt i ng ;  they' l l  g ra b  anyth i n g  and here's th i s  
$50  per cow u p  front,  and you're locked  i n  for s ix  years 
and th i s  i s  exactly a long the same p ri n c i p l e  as we d i d  
last t ime .  

We asked whether he had  used some of the m ate
r ia l ,  whether he had met wi th  the Man itoba Catt le 
Prod u cers Associat ion and  he  says,  we l l  he 's  spoken 
to them a few t i m es,  but then h e  takes selective m ate
r ia l  and  he says, these are the t h i ngs they recom
mended.  If he 'd looked at the last docu ment ,  as of 
March 24 i t  was forwarded to h i m .  h e  w o u l d  f i n d  out  
that there's many concerns that they've expressed 
because we've bas ica l ly  adopted - and maybe the 
M e m ber for A rt h u r  can correct m e  - the Saskatch e
wan program to some deg ree. I f  the M i n i ster had 
spent a l i tt le b i t  of money a n d  checked out that on ly  1 0  
percent o f  the beef farmers i n  Saskatc hewan a re 

enter i n g  i nto th is  volu nteer program,  I wou l d  daresay 
that it i s  a fal l acy what has been d o n e  here w i th  the  
Beef Stab i l izat ion Program,  the announcements. 

We're tal k i n g  of $40 m i l l ion .  In fact, one of the 
mem bers o pposite i n d icated to m e  and sa id ,  we're 
g iv i ng  $40 m i l l ion  to the beef i n d ustry. Wel l ,  I ' l l  tel l  you 
somet h i n g .  I 'd l i ke to see the f i g u res exact ly  a year 
from now to see how many peop l e  w i l l  have e n ro l led  
i n  th i s  p rogram where they t ie  themselves u p  for s ix  
years, because i n d icat ions r ight  now from my cow
calf producers in my area are they won't  touch i t  with a 
ten-foot po le  whether there's 50 bucks  u p  front to try 
to sucker  them in or  not. 

The M i n i ster took g reat pa ins  to read certa i n  exam
p l es or  notes that h e  has from the Man itoba Catt le  
P rod ucers Associat ion .  I wou ld  suggest that he read 
the new document  that they h ave d ated March 24, 
where they i n d i cate when he's p romot ing a central 
m arketin g  agency,  they i n d i cate and  I won't read al l  of 
i t  but ,  "There's n o  market ing  a l ternat ive for the  
e n ro l l ed  producer  as he m ust se l l  h i s  fat  cattle 
t h ro u g h  the Board .  The b u l k  of catt le  are sold ra i l  
g rade. Th is  res u l ts i n  a loss o f  marketi ng freedo m . "  
O n ce you ' re l o c k e d  i n ,  y o u  can't  se l l  anywhere e lse ;  
yo u  sel l to the  centra l  market ing  agency. I thought i t  
was a vo lu nteer p rog ram .  Th is  i s  why peop le  are 
going to be back i n g  off  from th i s  p rogram.  The M i n is
ter w i l l  be s i tt i n g  here s ix  months from now or when 
we start the  next Sess ion  and  h e' l l  be red i n  h i s  face 
because of the lack of part i c i pation  in this and the 
beef farmers are st i l l  g o i n g  to be g o i n g  down the  
t u bes, because the programs that you h ave i n it i ated, 
the I nterest R e l i ef Program for the farmers, i s  not 
h e l p i n g  anybody in my a rea and t h i s  i s  an area that's 
in d i re t roub le ,  l i ke the I nterlake. 

M r. Cha i rman ,  I wou ld  have h oped under th is  
appropr iat i o n ,  the  $250,000, the M i n i ster le t  d rop a 
l i tt le message before that he's go ing  to be u s i n g  part 
of that m o n ey to t ry and  get young farmers back i nto 
the farm i n g  b u s i n ess and that concerns m e  r ight  away 
because we went through that same approach .  Actu
a l l y ,  n ot h i n g  has changed from when they were in 
ad m i n i strat ion  before. We're back to t ry i n g  to he lp  
young farmers get back  o n  the  farm . I s u p pose we' l l  
be back to the Land Lease P rog ram because u nder  
the MACC Program a l ready you are not borrowing 
m oney for  buy ing of l and ,  so we can o n l y  ass u m e  that 
you w i l l  be back to buy ing land .  You w i l l  be gett i ng  
i nto the catt le  i n d ustry or  try i n g  aga i n .  You 've tr ied 
these p rojects before,  you tr ied Crocus Foods. You 
know,  you 've been t ry i n g  to get i nto every i nd u st ry 
there is a n d  you 've made a mess of them every t i m e  
yet so far. 

I wou l d  j u st l i ke to say to the M i n ister that we w i l l  be 
watc h i n g  these expend i tures when you take po l icy  
d i rect ions .  We wi l l  a lso want to k now, after days of 
q u estio n i n g ,  you f i na l ly  i n d i cated some of the peop le  
that h ave been  i n st rumental i n  he lp ing  form th is  Beef 
Sta b i l izat ion  Program. I t  was asked many t i mes,  a n d  
you never wou l d  adm it .  Today i t  f i na l l y  came o u t ,  a n d  
we' l l  get m o re spec i f ics  o n  t h i s  yet a s  we get d o w n  to 
some of the deta i l s  as to who actua l ly  p rovides t h i s  
p rowam.  - ( I nterject ion ) - Consu ltat ion  he says, 
he's consu lted with  the Man i toba Catt l e  P rod ucers 
Associ at i o n .  I t  m ust h ave been in a hal l  where they 
were try i n g  to run after you to try and  catch you ,  
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because there has not been consu ltat ion  with the  
representatives in  my area. 

I wou l d  j ust l i ke to i n d i cate that we have also made 
reference,  and i t  was q u est ioned by the M e m ber  for 
Lakes ide ,  whether th is  M i n ister wants to get i nto the 
feed lot bus i ness. And  i t 's  sort of you know a w ishy
washy type of answer. No defi n i te comm itment but  it 's 
there. We know that they w i l l  probably be i nten d i n g  to 
get i nto the feed lot bus i ness. They w i l l  have the 
farmers t ied u p ;  they' l l  be hav i n g  the  feed lots where 
you ' l l  h ave to feed you r  a n i ma ls ,  and you ' l l  have to se l l  
them t h rough  the  central  agency .  What a beaut i fu l  
s i tuat ion .  And  I dare say, Mr .  M i n i ster, I m i g ht even 
g ive you some encouragement yet because you m i g ht 
n ot even have to buy the feed lots. 

U nder  MACC many of these g u ys are go ing  broke 
anyway and you can m aybe j u st take them over 
th ro u g h  that d epartment you k now; make i t  a lot eas
ier for  you yet. You t h i n k  it 's f u n n y  the concerns that 
some of these peop le  ra ise out  i n  the country .  They're 
h u rt i n g ,  and they're h u rt i n g  bad,  and they don 't l i ke 
these k i n d  of programs.  You d i d  not consu lt w i th  
them,  and  that  i s  the i r  b i g  cr i t ic izm.  A program was 
needed but  you h ave not consu lted with the peop le ;  
you certa i n l y  h ave not consu lted wi th  the beef  peop l e  
i n  my area a t  a l l  a n d  they a r e  concerned,  and t h e y  w i l l  
be com i n g  to see you , a n d  you w i l l  f i n d ,  by the  l a c k  o f  
part i c i pat i o n  i n  your  p rog ram ,  that w a s  an i l l 
conceived p rog ram as far as I ' m  concerned,  that you 
wou l d  have been wel l-advised to spend some of that 
money a n d  come u p  w i th  someth i n g  that w o u l d  be 
acceptable .  

MR. CHAI RMAN: The Member for A rt h u r. 

M R .  DOWNEY: M r. Cha i rman ,  i t 's i nterest i n g  to n ote 
the M i n ister of Agr icu l tu re referred to the docu ment  
of J a n uary 1 982 at wh ich the s u b m iss ion was made by 
the beef  prod u cers orga n i at i o n ,  and  h e  refers to 
another  document  wh ich I wou ld  hope h e  w o u l d  
t a b l e .  I t 's f r o m  the  comm ittee, I t h i n k ,  that h e  f i red that 
was put  i n  p l ace - ( I nterject i o n ) - Yes, a n d  that's 
J a n ua ry ,  he was the M i n i ster of  Agr icu lt u re for some 
several months by that part icu lar  t i me.  I wasn't the 
M i n ister of Agr icu l ture ;  I wasn ' t  accepti n g  recom
mendat ions;  I d i d n't  have any a b i l ity to do anyth i n g  as 
a govern ment M i n i ster. A n d  now,  i n  h is  20 m i n utes, 
M r. C h a i rman ,  h e  says that I set up. M r. Cha i rman ,  d i d  
I set u p  t h e  g ro u p ?  I took recom m endat ions from an 
organ izat ion that was establ i shed i n  the prov i nce,  
k nown as the M a n i toba Beef Catt le Producers Asso
c i at io n .  M r. Cha i rman,  he's a member of a Tu rkey 
M a rket i n g  Board that was estab l ished by govern
ment. You know.  i s  he so m u c h  agai nst that k i n d  of a 
concept. The g overn ment estab l i shed tu rkey market
i n g  boards a n d  agen c i es and  resp resentatives of 
those comm ittees; the da i ry producers have them.  
A n d  a l l  at once there's somet h i n g  wrong with  i t ,  Mr .  
Cha i rman .  He 's  say ing  that there's someth i n g  part icu
lar ly  wrong with  an organizat ion  that is  work i n g  for 
other part icu lar  producers,  and that the beef i n d u stry 
s h o u l d n 't have that; he says that there's somet h i n g  
wrong w i t h  i t .  

Wel l  that was in J a n uary of 1 982,  M r. Cha i rman ,  that 
t h e  recom m e ndat ions were made.  He was the M i n is
ter; I wasn't the M i n ister. They h ave to come to l i fe ,  M r. 

Cha i rman ,  and  know that they're now the g overn
ment .  They h ave to face some facts, M r. Cha i rman .  
That's r ight ,  and  one of the i r  n u m ber one recommen
dat ions ,  i f  he 'd read i t ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  it  says, o n  Page 
1 ,  that they want a one-t ime cash payment for 1 98 1  
market ings  t h at covers a l l  segments o f  the  i n d ustry. 
Yes , M r. C h a i rman ,  that's what the recommendat i o n  
says, No.  1 ;  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  that's what they want.  They 
d i d n 't say we want a whole b u n c h  of m ed i c i n e  w i th  a 
l i tt l e  b i t  of sugar  on i t ,  and  that's what he's g i v i n g  u s .  
H ow's that song go " j u s t  a l i tt le b i t  of sugar  to h e l p  the  
med i c i n e  go dow n . "  That's what he 's  tryi n g ,  M r. 
C h a i rman ,  to do wi th  the beef i n du st ry and  come 
c lean .  H e  waivers, M r. Cha i rman ,  and I have n o  prob
lem with some of the  other  pr inc i p les that h ave been 
recom mended .  I 'm not say ing  whether  I ' d  accept 
them o r  wou l d n't have, but  he's the  M i n i ster.  I ask h i m  
t o  make recom mendat ions.  - ( I nterject ion ) - Mr .  
Cha i rman ,  the  F i rst M i n ister says that I ' m  back
ped d l i n g .  M r. Cha i rman ,  he' l l  go down i n  h i story as 
the. on ly  P re m ier  of th i s  prov ince that can p l ow back
wards. You k n ow for peop le  i n  the farm com m u n ity 
they wou l d  u n derstan d  what that means. A h o rse 
normal ly  p lows this way but he ' l l p low this way, 
because he's back i n g  up so fast o n  his e lect ion prom
i ses that h e  hasn 't  l ived u p  to .  

M r. Cha i rman ,  the M i n ister has referred aga in  to the 
Hog Producers Prog ram. Wel l ,  M r. Chairman,  I t h i n k  
the  Hog Prod u cers Program i s  work i n g  very wel l .  T h e  
n u m bers of producers that are part ic i pat i n g  i n  i t  h ave 
po i nted out that they' re sat isf ied wi th  the p rogram 
a n d  we appo i nted a commi ttee to work on the  estab
l i s h ment  of i t .  We d i d n 't t ry and be c losed-shop g ov
ern ment l i k e  the M i n ister today. 

M r. Cha i rman ,  l et's j u st look at those f ig u res. The 
Mem ber for La Ve ren d  rye po i nts out that the b reed i n g  
stock i n  hog p rod u ct ion ,  wh ich  i s  from the M i n i sters 
own p ress release, the breed i ng stock o n l y  decreased 
by 1 percent;  1 percent decrease in the breed i n g  
stock ,  a n d  that's where the h o g s  come from,  t h e  
breed i n g  stock.  So he's say i ng that i f  40 percent of t h e  
hog p rod ucers a r e  removed that o n l y  m e a n s  1 percent 
of the  hog p rodu ct i o n ,  b reed i n g  stock .  I t 's  tota l ly  
fa l se ,  M r. Cha i rman ;  that's the k ind  of t r ipe  that was 
bei n g  dr i b b l ed t h roughout  Man i toba d u ri n g  the e lec
t ion  campaig n .  
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M r. Cha i rman ,  the f i g u res that they were u s i n g ,  as 
far as the hog producers were concerned , they were 
u s i n g  3/.i , o r  'h to % of a year market i n g ,  are the  
n u m bers of prod u cers that had marketed i n  3/• to % of 
the  year, as opposed to the fu l l  year p r io r  to it. M r. 
Cha i rman ,  there were some 3,300 hog produce rs to 
last J u l y  or August at market. there were 3 ,300 hog 
producers. That was down,  for that per iod of t i me ,  
about 25 percent f rom the total year  p rev ious .  The  
heav ier  m arketi ng of hogs comes i n  the  fa l l of the 
year.  So co m par ing  a port ion of a year ,  as o pposed to 
a who le  year ,  the market i ngs were down,  by n u m bers 
of producers, by 25 percent. not 40 percent .  So it 's a 
d i rect fa lsehood,  m is lead ing  statements that were 
dr ive l led by the F i rst M i n ister and the now M i n ister of 
Agr icu l tu re throughout  Man itoba. And  if t h ey'd com
pared the fu l l  year of 1 98 1  to 1 980, M r. C h a i r m a n ,  I 
w o u l d  h ave thought  that there were very few hog 
producers that were,  i n  fact ,  out of b u s i ness .  or  had 
refra ined  from market ing  i n  that part icu lar  year .  The 
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proof, M r. Cha i rman ,  is in the n u m bers the M i n i ster 
h i mself  has p resented to this House and to the p u b l i c  
o f  Man itoba; the  b reedi n g  stock on ly  red uced by 1 
percent. 

M r. Cha i rman ,  you know, we' re vot ing  $250,000 to 
do pol i cy stud i es,  to the M i n ister of Agr icu l tu re ,  and 
we d o n 't g et the  facts from the M i n i ster who was 
s u pposed to be h o l d i n g  the f inanc ia l  betterment of 
th i s  p rovi nce and the p u b l i c  money in trust for the 
peop le  of Man itoba. M r. Cha i rman ,  the F i rst M i n ister 
says, how am I vot ing  on the beef p rog ram ? Wel l ,  Mr .  
Cha i rman ,  f i rst of a l l ,  we h ave to see  what the  total 
beef program is go ing  to be .  Mr. Cha i rman ,  I a m  n ot 
vot i n g  for a state market i n g  agency w h i c h  they're 
i ntrod u c i n g  wi th  the i r  carrot to h e l p  the  beef i n d u stry. 

M r. Cha i rman ,  I w i l l  again go back ,  see i n g  that we 
have such an i nterested a u d ience and refer to some of 
the other work that cou l d  h ave been carr ied out. He 
doesn't  apparent ly care about the Port of C h u rc h i l l ;  
h e  hasn't  m a d e  o n e  comment  about  i t  i n  h i s  t ranspor
tat ion po l ic ies or i n  the C row rate comments. The 
F i rst M i n ister a l m ost wou l d  t h i n k  the  C h u rc h i l l  i s  
somewhere e lse ,  that i t ' s  not a part of Man itoba.  

M r. Cha i rman ,  the p o l i cy stu d i es that were put  and 
used l ast year were used to benef it  and  to s u p po rt and 
i n c rease the  use of the Port of C h u rc h i l l .  We haven't 
heard anyth i n g  from the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture that 
he's g o i n g  to f u rther  pro m ote the use of C h u rc h i l l ,  
f u rther  devel o p  po l i c ies ,  a n d  there's another area that 
I ' l l  h opefu l l y  get some spec i f ic  answers from the M i n
i ster .  The  area of s u pport i n g  f u rther  p rocess i n g  and  
the  deve lopment  of f u rther  p rocess ing  through the 
meat i n d u stry was one o bject ive that I th ink  is  worth 
p u rs u i n g .  M r. Cha i rman,  has the M i n ister and the F i rst 
M i n i ster with the  po l i cy-study money, h ave they put i n  
p lace a study o r  a review o f  how benef ic ia l  i t  wou ld  
h ave been  to put  a s u pport program i n  the  subs id i z ing  
o r  the  movement  of m eat p rodu cts or  l i vestock out  o f  
t h i s  prov ince a t  a s u bs i d ized transportat ion  rate, the 
same as they are s u pport i n g  for the  g ra i n i n d u stry i n  
t h i s  provi nce w i th  the retent ion o f  the C row rate? 
H ave they l ooked at that ,  M r. Cha i rman?  Because i t 's  
a pr i n c i p le  that they're s u bscr i b i n g  to, that the  pay i n g  
o f  a subs id ized or a red uced f re ight  rate f o r  t h e  
m ovement of r a w  gra in  o u t  of th is  cou ntry, that what i s  
g o o d  f o r  the  g ra in  i n d ustry i s  n o t  good f o r  the l i ves
tock and the p rocess i n d u st ry, M r. Cha i rman .  That's 
what he 's say i n g ,  M r. C h a i r m a n .  Why wou l d n ' t  he 
apply a f re ight  s u bs idy in the movement of l i vestock 
out of this cou ntry or  f i n ished m eat p rod u cts at the 
same t ime ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  as he's espou s i n g  the same 
k ind of pol i c ies for the movement  of g ra i n  u nder  the 
C row rate which we wi l l  get i nto I 'm s u re at a fu ture 
t i me.  

I wou l d  l ike to, M r. Cha i rman ,  k n ow i f  he i s  prepared 
to carry on w i th  f u rther  stud i es of the northern agr i
c u l t u ra l  potent ia l .  We, Mr .  Cha i rman ,  had a fa i r ly  
maj o r  report done  and there has certa i n l y  been 
p roven ,  n ot tota l l y  p roven ,  but  potent ia l  areas I shou ld  
say ,  of future agr icu l tural areas i n  N o rthern Man itoba. 
I w i l l  make a rou g h  est i m ate, but  there are some areas 
w here there are several m i l l i ons  of acres that cou l d  be 
developed for agr icu l tural  prod uct ion in northern 
Man itoba.  The study has been carr ied out by the 
Department of Agr icu l tu re.  I t  was a po l icy to f u rther  
deve lop  that area ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  and  I wou l d  hope 

that some of the mon i es that he i s  look i n g  at  to spend 
w i l l  fu rther  e n h a nce the agr icu l tural  opportu n i t i es o r  
that potent ia l ,  n o t  j u st t o  i ntrod uce t o  t h e  peop le  o f  
Man itoba a state market ing  agency f o r  t h e  beef 
i n dustry. 

M r. Cha i rman ,  the M i n ister I t h i n k ,  has to come 
c lean wi th  the people of Man itoba and when  he's 
u s i n g  th is pol icy money, there i s  money there to 
f u rther look at and to rev iew opportu n i t ies for the 
agr icu l tura l  c o m m u n ity and a l l  the peop le  of Man i 
toba ,  n ot f u n ds there to i m plement ,  as I 've i n d icated 
t i m e  and t i m e  aga i n ,  n ot i m p lement  a state beef mar
ket ing  board or beef control system that does noth i n g  
more t h a n  t a k e  away dec is ion-maki n g  opport u n it ies 
and i ncome potent ia l  from the farmers of Man itoba. 

MR. U R USKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  j ust a few specif ics,  the 
honourab le  m e m ber  ta lked about the  Port of C h u r
c h i l l  a n d  the  transportat ion subs id ies to beef, i n d i cat
i n g  that w h at is good for the g ra i n  i n d u stry i sn 't 
a lways good for the beef i ndustry. O bviously it appears 
the honourab le  m e m ber  hasn't  read h i s  m ater ia l  deal
ing with the  i m pact of the changes in the  C row rate on 
o u r  l i vestoc k  i n d u stry and  other  sectors. Obv ious ly  he 
hasn't  read the  ana lys is  that was done ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  
not on ly  by  the same peop le  i n  the same department ,  
but  the peop le  who h e  h i red u nder  the  Agr icu l tu ra l  
Research G rant to the U n i versity of Man itoba, who 
i n d i cated that even i f  the C row rate goes and  i s  
i n c reased f ive t i m es,  l i vestock i n d ustry i n c reases in  
the  prov i nce.  M r. Cha i rman ,  it  wou ld  be marg i na l  at 
best. O bv ious ly  he doesn't  rea l ize that.  It a ppears to 
myself that the honourab le  member doesn't rea l ize 
the i m pact of the changes of the C row rate. 

With respect to the work on C h u rc h i l l ,  M r. C h a i r
man ,  o u r  government  pos i t ion has been c lear. It i s  
c lear  now a n d  was  i n  the past u n l i ke,  M r. Cha i rman ,  
when they were i n  govern ment they real l y  got  caught  
in  a d i l e m m a  because i t  was one of the i r  mem bers of  
Parl iament that recom mended that the Port of C h u r
c h i l l  be c losed - ( I nterject ion ) - M r. Cha i rman ,  the 
Member  for M i n nedosa says what k ind of recommen
dat i on .  M r. Cha i rman ,  he i s  e lected by the same peo
ple. He  represents f ive of your r id i ngs .  Usua l ly  that 
- ( l nterjectio n ) -
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A bsol utely ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  I support Ed B roadbent .  
The  m e m be r  wants to k n ow,  I s u p po rt our nat io n a l  
leader .  M r. Cha i rman ,  o u r  n at iona l  leader wou ld  not 
make those k i nds of statements that were made by a 
Mem ber of Par l iament  who is e lected by people from 
his own area, M r. Cha i rman.  No ,  no ,  the  M e m be r  for 
L isgar ,  M r. C h a i rman ,  that made the comm itment .  M r. 
M u rta, M r. Cha i rman ,  made that statement and  made 
those recom m e ndat ions  to the Tor ies to scrap C h u r
c h i l l .  I t  took some pol i t ica l  legwork on behalf  of the 
Tor ies to set up meeti ngs  i n  Dau p h i n  and  go to C h u r
c h i l l  to at l east cover u p  the i n ept i tude and  the  posi
t ion  of a m e m be r  of the Federal  Tory party that 
recom mended that C h u rc h i l l  shou ld  go .  

M r. Cha i rman,  we haven ' t  changed our  pos i t ion  i n  
C h u rc h i l l .  W e  w i l l  cont i n u e  t o  push for a g reater per
centage of g ra i n  to be marketed through C h u rc h i l l  as 
m uph as we can ,  even though  Man i tobans ,  i n  terms of 
the  p roducers of Man itoba, s h i p  very l i tt le g ra i n 
through the  Port of C h u rc h i l l  because the n at u ral 
advantages for the Prov i nce of Saskatchewan and the 
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eastern part of the Prov i nce of A l berta to do so, M r. 
Cha i rman .  

M R .  CHAI R MAN: I t  i s  now 4 :30 p . m .  and t i m e  for  
Pr ivate Mem bers' H o u r. Therefore, I am i nterru pt i n g  
t h e  p roceed i n g s  and w i l l  ret u rn a t  t h e  cal l o f  t h e  
House .  Wou l d  y o u  c a l l  i n  t h e  Speaker,  p lease? 

IN SESSION 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  O r d e r  p l ease .  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  
Member for Spr ingf iel d .  

M R .  A N D Y  ANSTETT (Springfield):  M r. Speaker,  i n  
v iew o f  t h e  fact that there i s  no pr ivate mem bers'  
bus i n ess I am wonder i f  we can have leave to d ispense 
w i th  Pr ivate Mem bers' Hour and  then go back i nto 
Comm ittee, both for the n ext h o u r  and also t h i s  even
i n g ,  of cou rse, at 8 o'c lock.  And i f  we do have l eave to 
do that ,  M r. S peaker,  I wou l d  then m ove, as wel l ,  that 
the House wou ld  adjourn ,  if there is leave. 

MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourab le  Member  for T u rt le  
Mou ntai n .  

M R .  RANSOM: M r. Speaker,  t h e  Oppos i t ion  i s  anx
ious  to d ebate the government programs before u s  
and  a r e  prepared to forego Pr ivate Mem bers' H o u r. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
Spr ingf ie ld .  

M R .  ANSTETT: M r. S peaker, I wou l d  then move, 
seconded by the  Mem ber for T u rt le  Mou ntai n that the 
House d o  now adjourn .  

MOTION presented and carried and the  House  
adjo u rned and  stands adj o u rned unt i l  tomorrow 
afternoon at 2 :00 p . m .  (Wed nesday) and with the  
agreement that the mem bers w i l l  cont i n u e  i n  Com m it
tee unt i l  5 :30 and reconvene this even i n g  at 8 :00 .  

SUPPLY - AGR ICULTURE (Cont'd) 

M R .  CHAIRMAN: J erry T. Stor ie ( F l i n  F lon ) :  The  
Commi ttee w i l l  come to order. We are conti n u i n g  w i th  
I tem No .  1 ,  G enera l  A d m i n istrat ion ,  1 . ( d ) ( 1 )  Po l icy 
Stud i es.  

The Honourable Member for Robl i n-Russel l .  

M R .  McKENZIE:  M r. Cha i rman ,  u n der t h e  i tem that 
we are d ebati n g ,  Research ,  I wonder ,  can the M i n i ster 
adv ise the  Commi ttee i f  he has earmarked any  of 
these funds to study the prob lems of i nf lat ion in t h i s  
p rovi nce,  and  h o w  i t  affects the agr icu l tural i n d u st ry ,  
a n d  what can be done or what can n ot be done to b r i n g  
t h i s ,  as I sa id  l ast n i g ht, terr ib le  econo m i c  d isease 
u n der contro l  and hopefu l l y  get i t  down to a level  
where we can at least l ive and that would be at l east 4 
percent? And  I wonder if some of the funds that he has 
earkmarked,  the $250, 000, has been earmarked for  
that type of research in  agricu l tu re? 

The other point I wou ld  l i k e  to raise and I w o u l d  
w o n d e r  i f  the Honourable M i n ister i s  go ing t o  earmark 
some of these funds  to come u p  w i th  ways and  means 
or  a study at how the agricu l tu ra l  i n d u stry can cut  
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down some of the excessive overhead costs that t hey 
are fac i n g  today, the  costs of energy,  the  costs of 
everyt h i n g  arou nd the farm p lace today, a n d  h ope
f u l l y  h e l p  h i m  red uce the cost of his operat ion  so that 
he at l east has a chance of s u rv iv i ng .  Maybe the M i n is
ter can advise the Comm ittee i f  some of the d o l lars are 
earmarked because u n l ess that k i n d  of research and 
study i s  done  in th i s  prov i nce,  we may as wel l  forget 
about ag r i c u l t u re as I ment ioned in my remarks last 
n i g ht ,  M r. Cha i rman . 

A n d  spea k i n g  of the catt le  i n d u st ry, it 's a c lass ic 
exam p le .  I daresay the  pr ices of catt l e  today at 70 
cents a pound,  i f  we weren't  fac i n g  double d i g i t  i n fla
t i o n ,  and we weren't fac i n g  these enormous overhead 
costs that the catt le  producers are fac ing  today, that 
farmer cou ld  l ive p retty comfortab ly ,  or at l east he 
wou l d n 't g o  broke at  70 cents  a pou n d  for h is  f i n i s hed 
pro d u ct. But, M r. Cha i rman ,  he's n ot gett i n g  70 cents 
a p o u n d  when you take the effects of i nf lat ion  and 
these h uge overhead cost that's being i mposed u pon 
h i m ,  a n d  I s i n cerely hope that t h i s  govern ment ,  o r  th i s  
M i n i ster a t  l east, w i l l  take  some of these d o l lars that 
we're d ea l i n g  with here u n der  Research a n d  take 
ser ious ly  what I ' m  say i n g  and come up with some 
stud i es to try and he lp  th i s  i n d u stry s u rvive.  

I a m  a lso somewhat concerned about some of the 
remarks that are made by the  M i n i ster today in d is
cuss i n g  t h i s  beef program that i s  before the C o m m it
tee. H e  ment ioned the meet ing  was cal led at Swan 
R i ve r, I wonder  who ca l led that meet i n g ?  Was that the 
beef produce rs that ca l led the m eeti n g ?  O h ,  you 
cal l ed i t  you rself. Anyway regard less,  the  concerns 
that I ' m  gett i n g  on the telephone from my p roducers 
i n  R o b l i n-R usse l l  Const i tuency today a n d  I 've had 
about a dozen,  i s  the fact of this one s el l i n g  desk 
concept that the M i n ister has in this p rogram.  

I th i n k  that i f  the M i n ister had dealt fai r ly and 
squarely w i th  the  catt le  prod u cers,  the M C PA g roup ,  
a t  l east, w h o  represent some 1 5, 000 producers ,  he 
wou l d  h ave l i stened to the  l ast part of the i r statement 
where they sa id ,  "Another concern expressed by the 
Com m ittee i s  that the Prov i nc ia l  G overn ment  not 
i m p lement  a market ing  o r  sta b i l izat ion p lan  wh ich  
wou l d  restr ict p roducer's freedoms i n  the m arket
p lace.  U po n  study of the  Saskatchewan Beef Stabi l i
zat i o n  Board's central sel l i ng concept, the  l oss of 
freedom i n  the  marketplace i s  ev ident . "  I wonder  if the 
M i n ister would care to comment what freedo m s  the 
p ro d ucers are going to lose in the marketp lace with 
h is  concept,  because that i s  the  b ig  hang u p .  I d aresay 
there's beef producers a l l  across Canada that h ave 
c o n s i sten t ly ,  year  after year  after year ,  stood 
shou lder-to-shou lder  and o pposed any s i n g l e  set 
desk sel l i ng marketi ng board concept that has come 
up .  Only recent ly O ntar io spel led i t  out ,  they don 't 
want i t ;  A l berta doesn't want i t ,  and the p rod u cers i n  
th i s  provi nce don't care for that type o f  a concept .  

There are many reasons,  i f  the M i n ister wou l d  take 
the t i m e  to study some of the  p rob lems of that s i n g l e  
d e s k  s e l l i n g  concept where i t ' s  compu lsory .  T h e  f i rst 
pro b l e m  that comes u p ,  Mr .  Cha i rman ,  is there is not 
as m u c h  chance that these catt le cou ld  be so ld  in a 
two-way sort of back-and-forth concept as they do i n  
auct ion marts a t  a s i n g l e  d e s k  sel l i n g  c o n cept .  The 
othe r  th ing that they tel l me ,  and  I 've ta lked to a lot of  
pro d ucers across the border from Saskatchewan ,  that 
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there is a ser ious t ime  lag in th i s  sel l i n g  desk concept 
that they ' re u s i n g  in Saskatchewan in sett lement to 
the producers: that it  takes weeks somet i mes for them 
to get  payment for thei r catt le .  

The other concern that 's  been ra ised to me by p ro
d u cers that have d i scussed t h i s  at some length with 
o u r  fr iends i n  Saskatchewan ,  that there i s  n o  market
i ng alternat ive for the enro l led  producer  as he's got to 
se l l  h i s  fat catt le  to th i s  board and  o n l y  to that board . 
The  b u l k  of the  catt le  a re so ld  ra i l  g rade a n d  -
( I nterject i o n ) - wel l ,  th is  i s  what they te l l  me ,  that th i s  
res u lts i n  the l oss of  market i n g  freedom for  that 
producer.  

The other t h i n g  that concerns h ave been raised to 
me and i t  has been ra ised several t i mes today on 
telephone cal ls  that were brought to my attent ion ,  
that u nder  a s i ng le  desk se l l i ng concept the producer 
puts a l l  h i s  market ing  power in  the hands  of a n  agency 
that doesn't  have a vested i nterest i n  catt le  at a l l ,  and  
are not  concerned.  Wel l ,  t h i s  i s  what they are  tel l i ng u s  
a n d  the  produ cers a r e  very concerned that w h o  i s  
go ing  to o perate your  feed l ots, a b u n c h  of b u reau
c rats. What vested i nterest h ave they got in the catt le  
i n d ustry, M r. Cha i rman? 

The other  one  of cou rse, M r. Chairman,  i s  the  
farmers are  scared of t h i s  government .  They don 't 
trust t h i s  P re m i er; they d on't  trust t h i s  M i n i ster; they 
certa i n l y  h ave n o  trust in M r. Janssen i f  he's the  one  
that d reamed u p  t h i s  concept,  because we went 
through that before and t h i s  M i n ister k n ows and the 
F i rst M i n ister k n ows the react ion  from the farm peo
ple. When the farm people learn aro u n d  th i s  prov ince  
that he 's  got h i s  f i nger  i n  the  p ie ,  o r  at least h e  an 
author  to i t ,  there's go ing  to be a l ot of back lash .  And  
I ' m  gett i n g  i t  a l ready because two of  the  p rod u ce rs 
today phoned me and that's the f i rst quest ion they 
asked,  " H as J a n ssen got anyt h i n g  to do with  t h i s  
program?" The agr icu l ture i n d u st ry i s  afra id  of h i m .  

S o ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  t h e  s m a l l  producers i n  m y  const i
tuency,  they're not b ig ,  but  they are very,  very con
cerned.  As the one  cow-calf operator to ld  m e  at noon 
today,  the  f i rst th ing it  looks l i ke he's going to h ave to 
get h i mse l f  in the feed b u s iness,  or  i f  h e  doesn't  get 
i nto the  feed bus i ness with his cow-calf operat ion  t h i s  
M i n ister i s  g o i n g  to f i n d  a feed l ot someplace to feed 
h i s  catt le .  I ' m  s u re that h e  doesn't trust anybody else 
feed i n g  h is catt l e  as best as he could feed them h i m
self ,  a n d  t here is a g reat concern there of t h i s  s i n g l e  
sel l i n g  d e s k  concept and the  fact that th is  i s  the way 
the program is go ing .  

So,  i t ' s  def i n i te ly  not  a v o l u ntary prog ram .  H e  can  
say ,  certa i n l y  i t ' s  vo lu ntary for  those that wish to co l 
l ect the  $50  and  s i g n  u p  for  s ix  years but  that's vol u n
tary, but once the catt le  are i n  the m a i n stream of the  
program,  the vol u ntary concept of i t ,  i t  d isappears. 

So I h o pe the M i n ister w i l l  g ive m e  some answers to 
those q u est ions .  F i rst of a l l ,  are there some m o n i es i n  
here t o  study t h e  ser ious problems o f  i nf lat ion?  Are 
there some mon ies in research here to try and  come 
up with ways and means o r  forms of new energ i es or 
ways that farmers can cut  down the i r  overhead i n  
these d i ff i cu l t  t i mes today? 

The other q u est ion  I wanted to ask the M i n i ster  i f  I 
cou l d  h ave some cop ies of the  spec ia l  stud i es that 
were done i n  N o rthern ag r icu l tu re - th os� com m u n i
t ies i n  the  N o rt h  that were done I t h i n k  l ast year - and 

I be l ieve reports are f ina l ized and i n  p lace. I wou l d  
very m u c h  l i ke t o  see a copy of that i f  I cou l d ,  M r. 
Cha i rman .  

MR.  URUSKI :  Wel l ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  the member  raised 
again today the area of i nf lat ion and we debated that 
issue at length  last n i g ht i n  terms of some of the  
causes of i nf lat ion .  

I wou l d  say t h i s  to the h o n o u rab le  mem ber ,  any 
stu d i es that governments u ndertake and specif ica l ly  
in  the  Department of Agr icu l tu re i n  terms of attem pt
i n g  to br ing  about a g reater i ncome stab i l ity for p ro
d u cers,  a g reater n et return on the cost of producti o n ,  
obviously has to take i nto account  factors of i n f lat ion 
a n d  i n put costs  wh ich wou l d  i nc l u d e  i nterest rates, 
e nergy and al l  factors mak ing  up the cost of produc
t ion  wi th  t h e  p roducer .  In  that sense,  M r. Cha i rman ,  
i nf lat ion  i s  a lways taken  i nto account  i n  any m atter 
that i s  bei n g  stud ied  and there i s  g reat concern .  I 
ra ised some of the  areas that I had my own i deas i n  
terms o f  w h at I thought  stud i es cou l d  b e  done  o n .  
They, of cou rse, do not prec l u d e  department a n d  o u r
selves l oo k i n g  at f u rther  areas of study a n d  po l icy 
research that obv ious ly may come out d u r i n g  the  year 
and that's what these funds wou l d  be used for .  

S pecif ica l ly ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  the  member  aga i n  l i ke 
the  Member  for  A rt h u r, raised the  q u est ions reg a rd
i ng the Beef I ncome Assurance Prog ram .  O bv ious ly  
h e  d i d n't  hear  my remarks concern i n g  the presenta
t i o n  that was made by M C PA w h o  v i rtua l ly  were the  
peop le  that your  former  M i n ister appoi nted at the  
com m ittee two weeks before the elect ion ,  v i rtua l l y  the  
same g rou p a n d  we weren't very far  out I h ave to say. 
The mem ber  s h o u l d  read the com ments that I made i n  
terms o f  t h e  proposals that they made t o  us .  

There i s  a d i fference i n  degree i n  terms of the  way 
the program wou ld  work but bas ica l ly  the maj or ity of 
o bjectives that were raised in that proposal are n ot far 
d i fferent, in fact, they're ident ica l  in many respects to 
those that we h ave put  out in o u r  program.  

D i fference d oes come in ,  i n  terms of how far  and  
w h i c h  seg m ents of the  i n d u stry are  i n s u rab le  a n d  we 
h ave i n d icated that the o n l y  s u re way to deal  w i th  
doub le  payments,  a l l  k i n d s  of prob lems t hat arose in  
o u r  prev ious  p l a n  wou l d  be to pay s u pport o n  on ly  
one  seg ment  of the i n d ustry and that i s  the seg ment 
t h at i s  there for s laug hter and that producers wou l d  
b e  encou raged t o  retai n  owners h i p  o f  those a n i mals .  
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What better way to mark et them,  M r. Cha i rman ,  not 
to a Commiss ion .  The Comm iss ion i s  n ot go ing  to be 
the buyer of catt le .  They w i l l  only be the fu n n e l l i ng 
agency to put  those cattle on the  market. The catt le  
w i l l  be m arketed t h rou g h  the Comm iss ion but  the 
Commiss ion  i s  n ot buy ing  the  prod ucers catt le .  I t  w i l l  
be i n  t h e  i nterests o f  Man itoba producers t o  produce 
the  best  q u a l ity catt le to be marketed because the i r 
s u pport - I wou ld  hope that the  Comm ittee that i s  
work i n g  o n  i t  - th e i r  s u p po rt w i l l  be based on the  best 
qua l ity of f i n i s h ed catt le  that they can prod uce ;  that 
we shou ld  not s u p po rt as most market i n g  boards do 
not support lower g rade,  lower q ual ity catt le  a n d  our  
i ntent i s  to make s u re that the qua l ity of catt le  are of  
t h e  h i g hest ca l i ber,  so the  producers receive the  
h i gh est retu rns when they are  m arketed th ro ug h  the 
Comm iss ion .  That i s  the i ntent.  The Commiss ion w i l l  
n ot be b u y i n g  the  catt l e  as t h e  Honourab le  M e m ber 
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for R o b l i n  speaks; they w i l l  be the funnel l i n g  agency 
where the  catt le  w i l l  be put  but they wi l l  a lso hand le  
t h e  s u p p o rt payments so that we k n ow who m arketed 
the catt le  and what type of catt le were marketed . 

S o ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  - you k n ow the mem bers been 
i n  the  Leg is lat u re many years ,  I bel ieve 1 962 or  66-
( l nterject i o n ) -66 okay - j ust several years after h is 
government who were i n  government .  I h ave to admi t  
to t h e  Honourable Mem ber for M i n nedosa that I h ave 
not been here that long .  I am younger than the H o n
ourab le  Member  for Rob l i n  and  I do take some of h i s  
concerns that h e  p uts forward , and  I s a i d  last n i g ht ,  
very ser ious ly  because I bel i eve that he has as an M LA 
some feel i n g .  H e  wou l d n't  have been an M LA for t h i s  
l o n g  had he n ot had a feel i n g  f o r  h i s  const i tuents and 
the p rob lems that they h ave. I have n o  d iffi cu l ty there 
a n d  I 've known the  h o n o u rable member s i n ce I 've 
been in off ice and I t h i n k  we've s hared w h i l e  we've 
d isagreed on many areas, we've s hared some fa i r ly  I 
wou l d  say, fond memor ies and good relat ion s h i ps 
over the years that we've been i n  t h i s  House .  

B u t  spec i f ica l ly  deal i n g  with the  q u est ion of the 
Northern garden i n g ,  we cou ld  deal  with th i s  i n  another  
sect ion ,  but I u n derstan d  from staff here that the 
cop ies of the stu d i es o n  Northern ag r icu l tu re ,  there's 
been an i nter im report o n l y  to the depa rtment  and the 
staff a re st i l l  add i n g  to,  there's st i l l  work g o i n g  o n  a n d  
w o r k  i s  conti n u i n g  i n  that area. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The M e m ber  for R h i ne land .  

MR.  ARNOLD BROWN (Rhineland): I n  the  A n n ual  
Report which deals with th is part ic u l a r  sect i o n ,  we 
d o n 't g et too m u c h  d etai l  and I wou l d  j u st l i ke to see if 
the M i n i ster cou l d  g i ve u s  a l i tt le bit m o re i n format ion .  
I wou ld  j u st l i ke to read to h im the  l ast ha l f  of the  l ast 
parag raph  over there i n c l u d i n g  agr icu l tura l  econom
i cs, farm management ,  agr icu l tu ra l  e n g i neer i n g ,  
an i ma l  sc ience,  entomology, food sc ience ,  p lant 
science and soi l  sc ience.  

I wonder whether the  M i n ister would be ab le  to g i ve 
us m ore i n format ion  as to j ust exactly what k i n d  of 
research is done i nto entomology,  i nto fru i t  sc ience,  
p lant  sc ience and  s o i l  sc ience .  Could h e  e labo rate o n  
these  fou r  programs? 

MR. U R USKI:  M r. Cha i rman ,  the fou r  areas - there is 
a report from the U n iversity that comes out  a n n u a l l y  
that c a n  be m a d e  ava i lab le  t o  a l l  honourab le  mem bers 
dea l i n g  with the ag r icu l tu ral  research at the  U n iver
s i ty of Man itoba - speci f ica l l y  those areas. I k n ow 
I ' ve q u oted from prev ious  reports deal i n g  with g ra in  
transportat ion  and o ther  areas. There i s  a report a n d  
we' l l  try and  g e t  cop ies i f  w e  can ,  w i th i n  the  next d ay 
or so - the 28th A n n ua l  P rog ress Report ,  J a n uary '82 
of the agr icu l tura l  research teac h i n g  and extens ion  of 
the U n iversity of Man itoba - we' l l  try and  get s o m e  
cop i es and m a k e  t h e m  ava i lab le  to the  m e m bers o n  
t h e  o t h e r  s ide .  I ass u m e  that's the  a rea t h at h e  h a s  
been speak ing  of i n  h i s  quest ions.  

MR. BROWN: That's r ight ,  M r. Cha i rman .  I wonder i f  
the M i n ister cou l d  g ive us  some i nformat i o n  espe
cial ly in the p lant sc ience.  Are we g o i n g  to be com i n g  
u p  w i t h  a n y  n e w  var iet ies of g r a i n s  i n  t h e  near futu re 
that are more rust res istant or  i s  all that covered in that 
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part i c u l a r  pamph l et? If i t  is, then I wou l d  a p p rec iate 
receiv ing it .  

MR. URUSKI :  M r. C h a i rman ,  I 'm advised that we j ust 
received th is  report from the U n iversity and i f  there 
are copies ava i lab le i n  our  offices I ' l l  even make them 
ava i lab le ton ight to the honourable mem bers. I f  there's 
not ,  we' l l  t ry and get them as soon as we can because I 
haven't  even seen the report myself ,  M r. C h a i r m a n .  
Staff have j u st shown i t  t o  m e  and I ' l l  t ry and  make i t  
ava i lab le  to honourable mem bers for the i r ed i f icat ion  
so they can look at  i t .  I wou ld  th ink  that i f  there wou ld  
be any fu rther  questions l ater o n  deal i n g  wi th  some of  
the  a reas of that report ,  I a m  s u re we' l l  f i n d  m e m bers 
wou l d  be ab le  to f i n d  an area to d iscuss  it fu rther  
down i n  the Est imates i n  any event. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Member  for R h i ne land .  

MR.  BROWN:  There's another q u est ion that I wou ld  
l i ke to ask and  I don ' t  know i f  i t  comes under  th i s  
part icu la r  area but i t  probably d oes because i t  rea l l y  i s  
part o f  R esearch ,  and  that i s  the  Teledon P rog ram .  We 
are i nvest ing  money, putt i n g  Teledon i nto var ious  
com m u n i t ies .  Cou ld  we recei ve a report o n  how s u c
cessfu l th i s  program is? 

M R .  URUSKI :  M r. Cha irman,  I w i l l  deal  w i th  that 
q uestio n  for the  honourable m e m be r  when we reach 
the C o m m u n i cat ions sect ion because that i s  the area 
w h i c h  the Teledon Program i s  l isted . 

M R .  C H A I R M A N :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  for  
M i n n edosa. 

MR. BLAKE: Yes, M r. S peaker .  I d o n 't k n ow whether 
th is  i s  the part icu lar  sect ion of the Estim ates that I 
want to speak u n der,  Research .  O n e  of the  i tems that I 
was concerned with i s  the p lant  i n  M i n nedosa oper
ated by Mohawk O i l  produ c i n g  ethano l ,  and  I k n ow 
some of the ongo ing  d iscuss ions that were con
d u cted in meet ings  with the d e partment pr ior to them 
acq u i r i ng  the assets of  that defunct  d is t i l lery and  tu rn
ing i t  i nto a v iable operat ion .  

Of cou rse, the  act ions  of the  former ad m i n i strat ion  
in  p rovi d i n g  some tax  rel i ef i n  the  form of i n cent ive 
wh ich  made the  p roduct ion of ethano l  or ethyl  a lco
ho l  p rof i table for them to acq u i re that p lant  a n d  t u r n  it  
i nto an operation that now employs 25 to 30 emp loyees 
- and there's some m i l l i o n  bushe ls  of bar ley u nder  
contract now with local  farme rs - the d e partment  
was p rov i d i n g  some i nformat ion  to them o n  var ious 
c ro p  stu d i es and  various other products that might  be 
used in the mak ing  of alcohol for the i r  p u r poses. 

M r. Cha i rman ,  I ' m  j u st cur ious  as to what port i o n  of 
this Research a l locat ion  has been used in any stud ies 
that m i g ht be usefu l to that plant or  i f  there i s  another  
sect ion  u nder the  Est imates where we m i g ht d iscuss 
it .  

MR.  URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  in the  past t he re have 
been no funds from this area p rev ious  o r  present t h at 
have been used i n  terms of add i t iona l  s u p p o rt i n  terms 
of research .  There has been tec h n ica l  adv ice g iven by 
staff i n  terms of some of the a reas that the  m e mber  
spoke about ,  I 'm adv ised ,  but  any spec ia l  fu n d i n g  
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from the Department  of Agr icu l t u re spec i f ica l ly  i n  
terms o f  research has not been used i n  t h e  past a n d  i s  
not present ly contemplated . 

I ' m  g iven to u n derstand  that the spec i f ics i n  terms 
of d o l l a rs and  tax i n cent ives,  of c o u rse,  would be 
hand led by the  Department of F i nance a n d  the M i n i s
ter of Energy's department wou ld  be work i n g  with  
that group in  terms of  ongo i n g  work if  there wou ld  be 
any work .  Our staff may be prov i d i n g  some i n forma
t i o n  a n d  adv ice but  no spec i f ic  m o n ey has been or i s  
be ing earmarked specif ical ly  to d o  fu rther  researc h .  

M R .  BLAKE: M r. Cha i rman ,  I wou l d  j u st take t h i s  
opportu n i ty t h e n  j u st t o  maybe put  a f e w  remarks o n  
the  record regard i n g  that part icu la r  p lant  because the  
p rod u ct t h ey're u s i n g  now,  of cou rse, i s  g ra i n  and  
there are  so many other  agr icu l tural  p roducts that 
cou l d  be used such  as j u i c e  from a rt ichokes,  sugar  
beets, potatoes. There are so many others that I ' m  
s u re h i s  d epartment w i l l  want t o  take a l o n g  look at 
a n d  becom e  i nvolved in because those are products 
that are be i n g  g rown more and m ore p rofusely in o u r  
areas, where s o m e  years a g o  t h e y  were - ( I nter
ject ion )- No,  I ' m  a barley producer ,  for  the  Mem ber 
for St .  J ames ,  Mr.  C h a i r m a n .  I may g row f lax this year 
because they tel l  m e  there's go ing  to be a shortage 
and I ' m  out  natura l l y  to recover the costs of o perat ion  
because I 'm wel l aware of w hat i t  costs  to operate a 
farm these d ays. 

I k n ow one t h i n g  for s u re ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  that after 
l iste n i n g  to the p rog ram t h at was a n n o u n ced a few 
d ays ago,  I ' m  s u re n ot g o i n g  to be g o i n g  i nto catt le .  
But  that part icu lar  p lant  is ,  as I say ,  a v iab le  operat ion .  
They're p rod uc ing  an excel lent  p roduct that has  
received tremendous s u pport i n  the  marketplace.  
They're open i n g ,  I t h i n k ,  another  14 out lets th is year 
in Man itoba to supply the  m otor ing  p u bl i c ,  to make 
gasoh o l  ava i lab le  to them because it 's been extremely 
we l l  rece ived a n d  the  output  of t h at p l a n  i s  bare ly 
meet i n g  the  req u i rements of the  company.  So, i t 's  
been very very encourag i n g  to them .  

Over  and  above that,  M r. Cha i rman ,  and  the i r  d ry
i n g  fac i l i t i es are complete ly in p l ace now,  they're p ro
v i d i ng a d ry mea l .  They haven't gone i nto pe l let i ng  
yet. They' re ab le  to market the  d ry meal  i n  b u l k  satis
factor i ly  and eventua l ly  I t h i n k  they' l l  g o  o n  to pel l et
i n g  wh ich  j u st makes i t  a l i tt l e  t i d ie r  operat ion .  

There i s  some concern w i th  some res idents of town 
when the wind happens to g et the wrong way that they 
feel there's a b i t  of an odor but  the C lean E n v i ron ment 
peop le  have been chec k i n g  a n d  there's n o  rea l  prob
lem .  To those 25 or 30 fam i l ies that are work i n g  there 
it j u st s m e l l s  l i ke money when  they do h a p pe n  to get a 
wh i ff of i t .  

So,  M r. Chairman,  the  most exc i t i ng  I t h i n k  and  
encourag i n g  part of that part icu la r  operat ion  i n  M in
nedosa i s  the  fact that i t ' s  the  f i rst i n  Canada .  I t h i n k  
w e  a l l  have t o  be proud of that;  that i t  was the  i n cen
t i ves of the  former ad m i n i st rat ion  that he l ped make 
t h i s  poss ib le .  There's a poss i b i l i ty of establ i s h i n g  a 
research fac i l ity there,  to the  M i n ister,  the  cost is I 
understan d  somet h i n g  l i ke  $ 1 4  m i l l io n  and  there are I 
u nderstand negot iat ions  g o i n g  o n  w i th  the  Federal 
G overn ment ,  I be l i eve the P rov i n c e  of A l berta and the 
Prov ince  of Man itoba in f u n d i n g  that part i c u lar  
research fac i l ity that w i l l  see the  use of cel l u lose -

p robably i n  a large deg ree pop lar  c h i ps - but  beyond 
that the use of corn sta l k  straw and various  other  
waste mater ia l  that w i l l  go  i nto the  p roduct ion of ethy
lene  or methyl  a lcohol  or whatever that can be used i n  
t h e  same way. That wou ld  b e  a research fac i l ity that 
wou ld  be a beacon I t h i n k  for the rest of the  cou ntry 
and wou ld  probably more p roper ly be d i scussed 
u n.der  the M i n i ster of M i nes and Energy when we get 
to h i s  Est i m ates. That's the department  it 's i n .  I won't  
belabou r that ,  Mr .  Cha i rman ,  because I ' l l  be m a k i n g  
the s a m e  remarks aga i n .  

But  to t h i s  M i n ister f o r  the other p rod u cts i t  wou ld  
be usefu l  - I ' m  speak i n g  of Jerusa lem art ichokes and  
sugar  beets a n d  that,  that fal l w i th i n  the  Department 
of Agr icu l tu re's p reserve. I f  they would j u st keep that 
i n  m i n d  when they're a l locati ng research m oney 
because I t h i n k  there's a whole new f ield - not that i t 's 
g o i n g  to solve the energy problems - but there's a 
who le  new f ie ld  and there's a market for that product 
even though they don ' t  mix i t  w i th  gasol i n e .  So ,  I j u st 
wanted to make those remarks ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  and  
put  that on the record that i t ' s  a t remendous fac i l i ty as 
far as we're concerned in Western Man itoba and the 
fact that i t 's the  f i rst i n  Canada,  I t h i n k  we shou ld  al l  be 
proud and b u i l d  o n  i t ,  en large i t  as q u ick ly  and effi 
c ient ly  as we can .  

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Honou rable Member for Morr is .  

MR.  MANN ESS: Than k you,  M r. Cha i rman .  I 'd  l i ke to 
ask a quest ion regard i n g  some of the research that is 
contemp lat i ng at least be ing done on peat lands out i n  
Eastern Man itoba.  I m ay be ru led o u t  o f  order but I 
wou ld  beg the i n d u lgence of t h e  M i n ister to be so k i n d  
t o  l e t  u s  d i scuss th i s  one Agro Man  p roject a t  th i s  t i me,  
for one reason only .  

I 've had representat ion  from a g ro u p  of people that 
s i t  o n  that g ro u p  today and  w h o  are desperate to get 
some reactio n  from this government  as to what the i r  
i ntent ions are .  A n d ,  i f  I may,  they a re want i n g  to h i re 
peop le  to manage th i s  part i cu la r  effort and  t h ey h ave 
set up days for when they cou l d  i nterview the people 
i n  q uestio n .  They've had n o  g uarantee whatsoever 
from the government that there w i l l  be funds  ava i lab le  
when that person that is  selected can  come forward . 

So ,  I want to ask t h e  M i n ister  if he wou l d  cons ider ,  
at th is t i m e ,  g i v i n g  some c o m m itment  to the  House as 
to what h i s  govern ment i s  prepared to d o  as far as 
fund th is  g ro u p  u nder  the AgroMan p roject? 

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  certa in ly  t h i s  ag ree
ment is u nder  active cons iderat ion  at the p resent 
t i m e .  I ' m  h o p i n g  that we can be able to i n d icate 
whether we want some f u rther  changes to the ag ree
ment  or s i g n  the agreement w i t h i n  a very s hort per iod 
of t ime.  I 'm hoping that w it h i n  a week or  so that wi l l  a l l  
be c leared u p  i n  terms of the  agreement .  T h i s  i s  an 
ongo ing  agreement ,  th is i s  I be l ieve the second year.  
There were some problems i n it i a l l y  with this ag ree
ment a n d  we're in the process of rev iew i n g  i t  a n d  I ' m  
h o p i n g  that c a n  b e  conc luded wi th i n  a week or  so a n d  
w e  c a n  g et o n  w i t h  the  j o b .  They're l oo k i n g  at, r ight  
now, whether  there shou ld  be any changes i n  terms of 
the  contract a n d  the  l i ke .  O n ce that has been d eter
m i ned we' l l  be ab le  to advise the people concerned.  

I should ment ion ,  we h ave also had cal l s  from t h i s  

1 208 



Tuesday, 6 april, 1 982 

g ro u p  a n d  we wi l l  be try i n g  to deal  w i th  it as soon as 
we can.  

MR. MANNESS: Because t ime i s  of the essence,  i n  
t h i s  part icu lar  p rob lem,  and because they are a l l  
f a r m e r  m e m bers that are ru n n i n g  th i s  board a n d  o n ce 
May comes a long they' l l  a l l  be actively farm i n g ,  w i l l  
the  M i n ister,  or h i s  off ice ,  undertake t o  com m u n i cate 
to t h i s  part icu la r  g ro u p  on a two or  th ree t i m es a week 
bas is  to l et them k now what the  status i s  because I 
t h i n k  that's the i r probl e m ,  they constantly want to 
k now w here the dec is ion  is at, as far as Treasu ry 
Bench ,  so that they can make the i r  dec is ions accord
i n g l y  and n ot have to make them in the month of M ay 
when none of them are ava i lab le  to make them.  

M R .  U R USKI :  M r. C h a i rman ,  i t  wou l d  be hope that 
w it h i n  the  next week to ten days we shou ld  be ab le  to 
g ive a f i rm i n d icat ion  to th i s  g ro u p .  Cons ider ing  the  
t i m e  frame here we w i l l  t ry to dea l  with it  as soon we 
can,  but  certa i n l y  th is p roject has been b ro u g ht to my 
attent ion ;  there are some q uest ions  that we're look i n g  
a t  i n  terms o f  t h e  contract a n d  s o m e  other  po i nts. We 
w i l l  be mak ing  that dec is ion  and advis i n g  them 
accord i ng ly .  

MR.  MANNESS: I j u st want  to than k the M i n ister for  
that comm itment and  for a lso cons ider i ng the  i tem at 
th is  t ime .  

MR.  CHAIRMAN:  The Honourab le  M e m be r  for Turt le  
Mou nta i n .  

MR.  RANSOM: M r. C h a i r m a n ,  I h ave a c o u p l e  of 
quest ions ,  go ing  back to the beef progra m .  I wonder  if 
the M i n ister cou ld  conceive of a s i tuat ion  where a 
person ,  a farmer wi th  a herd of cows hav ing  p rod uced 
h is  calves,  arr ives at the fal l where he normal ly wou l d  
be sel l i n g  them t o  feed l ot operators or  whatever, can  
the M i n ister conceive that there wou l d  be a c i rcum
stance where that o perator wou l d  be better of f  to se l l  
t hose  calves a t  that po int  than to keep  them a n d  feed 
them throug h ?  

MR. URUSKI :  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  those k i n d s  of d eta i l s ,  i n  
t e r m s  o f  form u lat i n g  between the  k i nd s  of s i tuat i o n  
that the  m e m ber  i s  try i n g  to th row o u t ,  I wou l d  say 
those k i n d s  of d iscuss ions  w i l l  be held between the 
com m i ttee and  the prod u cers of Man itoba and be 
worked on over the  next n u m be r  of months in t h e  
deve lopment o f  the p lan .  One can m a k e  a l l  k i nds  o f  
conjectu res of what m i g ht or  m i g ht n o t  b e .  Th i s  com
mi ttee wi l l  be work i n g  o n  them and there wi l l  be  
reco m mendat ions b rought  back to govern ment;  at 
that t i m e  dec is ions w i l l  be made.  

MR.  RANSOM: M r. Cha i rman ,  i f  the M i n ister regards 
that as a deta i l  that hasn 't been worked out, how can 
he poss i b ly then have made the dec is ion  that a person 
enter ing  i nto th is  program m ust feed the i r  catt le  out? 

M R .  U R U S K I :  M r . C h a i r m a n ,  n o w h e r e  in  t h e  
a n n o u n cement w e  sa id that they m ust, but  the gen
eral  t h rust i s  to transform.  No one can even make the  
statement  that the i n d ust ry w i l l  be transformed i n  one 
year, but  certa in ly  the comm ittee w i l l  want  to d iscuss 
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d i fferent cou rses and look at that and make some 
recommendations to myself .  That's why I haven't 
p redeterm i n ed what the cou rse w i l l  be.  I want more 
the k i n d  of deta i l s  that h ave come i nto that a rea a n d  
that 's to be worked out .  I t  i s  a deta i l ;  i t  i s  n o t  b lack and  
wh ite,  M r. Cha i rman .  

M R .  RANSOM: M r. C h a i rman ,  I 'm s u re we cou l d  
q u i bb le  about what's a detai l ,  b u t  that happens e feed
lot to be a operators who h ave to make a dec is ion 
about p retty fundamental  q u est ion because every 
y e  a r t h e r e 
arwhether they're go ing  to make money.  That's the i r  
l ive l i hood and s u re l y  anyone enter i n g  i nto th i s  p ro
g ra m  is go ing  to h ave to make the  same dec is ion .  I s  
t h e  M i n ister therefore say i n g  that peop le  enter ing i nto 
t h i s  p rog ram may we l l  then h ave the opt ion  of n ot 
f i n i s h i n g  the catt le out? 

MR. U RUSKI :  M r. C h a i rman ,  i t  wou l d  be our i n ten
t ion  that operators who wou ld  not h ave the fac i l i t ies 
wou l d  not be ab le  to f i n i s h  them a n d  t h at's the  k ind of 
d iscuss ions  wou l d  go on that, they m ay want to c u s
tom feed but  they wou ld  have to retai n  the owners h i p  
o f  those a n i ma ls  u n t i l  s laug hter t o  be a b l e  t o  receive 
the  g u a ranteed pr ice .  

M R .  RANSOM: I s  the  M i n ister say i n g  then that he's 
a l ready made the decis ion that i f  they are not fed 
t h rough  to s laug hter we ight that the i n d iv idua l  wi l l  not 
receive the program s u bsidy? 

MR.  U R USKI :  M r. C h a i r m a n ,  the  program s u p port is  
on f i n ished a n i mals .  

M R .  RANSOM: M r. Cha i rman ,  can the  M i n i ster then 
g uarantee, at  the moment ,  that anyone mak ing  the  
dec is ion to put  the i r catt le  onto feed normal ly  wou l d  
h ave been sel l i n g  t h e m  t o  feed l ot operators, c a n  h e  
g u a rantee t h e n  that the  person putt i n g  t h e m  onto 
feed i s  in fact going to make a p rofit? 

MR. U R USKI :  H i stor ica l ly  the  i n d u stry that has made 
money has been t h e  feed i n g  operat ions .  M r. C h a i r
man ,  if you look at the  overa l l  h i stor ical  pattern  i n  the  
l i vestock i n d ustry, a n d  you look at the  cow-calf sec
tor,  and you look at the f i n i s h i n g  sector, i t  has been 
the cow-calf sector who h i stor ica l ly ,  in the  m a i n ,  has 
l ost m oney and they've l ost because the market pr ice 
for  calves has a lways been down .  Had they reta ined 
those calves, i t ' s  been t h e  feed i n g  i n d u stry that has 
genera l ly ,  over  the  n u m be r  of years ,  over  h i stor ica l  
pattern ,  has made m oney i n  the catt le  i n dustry. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. C h a i rman ,  t h i s  is amaz i ng .  I ' m  
s u re that t h e  M i n i ster  c a n  go o u t  a n d  f i n d  a l l  k i nds  of 
empty feed l ots and I ' m  s u re i f  h e  talked to the peop le  
w h o  had operated them h e  wou l d  have trou b le  con
v i n c i n g  them that t h ey are the wealthy sector, but  
perhaps those are some of the  feed l ots that w i l l  b e  
gathered together  to f o r m  the Red S t a r  Enterpr ises 
that w i ll con d u ct the feed i n g  of the  catt l e  under these 
programs.  

M r. Cha i rman ,  i t  sounds from the  a nswers that the 
M i n ister has been g i v i n g  then that ,  even though the 
cow-cal f  p roducer  m ay at some po int  i n  the  fal l 
dec ide ,  on the bas i s  of p rojected m arkets, that h e  
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wou l d  in fact be better off to sel l h i s  calves at that 
po in t  and  that by feed i n g  them he is l i ke ly  to l ose 
money, I gather from the answers that the  M i n i ster 
has g i v i ng  that h e  w i l l  not h ave that o pt ion ,  that h e  w i l l  
be forced t o  stay i n  t h e  program i f  h e  wants t o  receive 
any assistance from the government ,  and by d o i n g  so 
h e  may wel l  end  u p  los i n g  m oney, whereas h e  cou ld  
h ave taken  a prof it  i f  he  h a d  so ld  the  calves a n d  n ot 
f i n ished them out .  

MR.  URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  i f  the farmer dec ides to 
enter the program h e  w i l l  be g uaranteed a price based 
on a form u l a  to on-s laug hter weight .  Obv ious ly i f  he 
reta i n s  those catt l e  there w i l l  be a g uaranteed pr ice 
and h e  wi l l  recover h i s  cash cost p lus a return .  

M R .  RANSOM:  The p rog ram wi l l  g u a rantee then  that 
anyone i n  th i s  p rogram is go ing  to make a prof it .  

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  as I 've i n d i cated to 
other honourab le  mem bers,  i f  the p roducer  does n ot 
produce qua l i ty a n i mals a n d  p roduces i nfer ior q u al ity 
in terms of f i n ished a n i ma ls ,  obv ious ly  h e  w i l l  n ot 
have as g reat a return as i f  h e  w o u l d  produce top 
q u a l ity catt le .  The i ntent of  the  program i s  to p ro d u ce 
top q ua l ity catt le  i n  the Prov i nce of Man i toba so that 
the  p roducer  can ga in  t h e  most i n  terms of support 
and  the  most out  of the marketp lace when  he markets 
his catt l e  t h rough  the C o m m iss ion .  

M R .  RANSOM:  M r. Cha i rman ,  w i l l  the  M i n ister g u a
rantee then that the  -( l nte rj ect i o n ) - the  M e m ber  for 
St. James cont i n u es to s i t  back and  s n i pe away and I 
d o u bt that he k n ows anyth i n g  about rai s i n g  catt l e .  I 
can see that the  M i n i ster  of Agri c u l t u re has some 
knowledge.  I don't  th ink  the Member  for St.  James 
- ( I n ter ject i o n ) - C a n  t h e  M i n i s t e r  g u a ra n tee 
then . . .  M r. C h a i rm a n ,  w o u l d  you ask the  M e m ber 
for St. J a m es to e i ther  des ist from making h is  remarks 
or  e lse stand and put them o n  the record? 

M r. Cha i rman ,  can the  M i n i ster g u a rantee then that 
a producer who a rrives at a s i tuat ion i n  the  fal l ,  w h o  
c a n  s e e  that h e  cou ld  make a p rofit b y  sel l i ng h i s  catt l e  
a t  that po i nt ,  w i l l  the M i n i ster guarantee that by stay
i n g  in the program the p roducer w i l l  be n o  worse off 
than i f  he got out in the fa l l and d i dn ' t  market h i s  catt l e  
through the  government  agency o r  d i d n't  p u t  t h e m  i n  
the red star enterpr ises feed lot ,  i s  h e  g o i n g  t o  be 
eq ua l ly  we l l  off? 

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  that' l l  h ave to be a man
agement  dec is ion  whether  the  producer at  that p o i nt 
i n  t i m e  w i shes to stay i n  the  p rogram or not .  H e  w i l l  
h ave t o  m a k e  that dec i s ion  a s  t o  whether  h e  w ishes to 
cont in u e  i n it ia l ly ,  whether  he wishes to cont i n u e  a n d  
f i n i s h  h i s  a n i mals .  

I f  the h o n o u rable m e m be r  i s  i n d icat i n g  h e  can opt 
out at any t ime there w i l l  be p rov is ions  that the  p ro
d u cers' g roup  w i l l  d iscuss and form u l ate what ,  i f  any ,  
p rov is ions  there wi l l  be for opt ing  out  a n d  what p rovi
s ions there wi l l  be for producers who dec ide to opt out 
of the  program w i l l  have to e i ther  pay back the m o n ies 
that they've received or  whatever cond i t ions  they may 
ag ree u po n  and reco m m e n d .  J ust l i ke any other p ro
gram,  M r. Cha i rman ,  in terms of gett i n g  in or out of the  
progra m .  That w i l l  be a mangement  d ec is ion  that a 

p roducer  w i l l  make at whatever po i nt i n  t i m e  he 
w ishes.  

M R .  RANSOM: M r. Cha i rman ,  i t  d oes seem then that 
t h e  M i n i ster  now is say ing  there may be some opt ion  
to opt out  of th i s  prog ram , that it  w i l l  be a manage
ment dec is ion  o n  the part of the i n d iv idua l  p roducer .  
B u t  i f  the  producer makes the  decis i o n  to opt out  I 
pres u m e  then that he is not ent i t led to any benefit at 
a l l  u n d e r  the program and that he wou ld  not be ab le  
then  to be back i n  for any  other per iod for  the  
rema inder  of the s ix  years. 

MR. U RUSKI :  Those are the k i n ds of d iscuss i o n s  that 
w i l l  go o n .  Don 't forget, M r. Cha i rman ,  if he dec ides to 
get i nto the  prog ram he w i l l  receive u p  front m oney. 
Those m o n ies ,  I wou l d  env isage, that i f  h e  j u st m akes 
the management dec is ion to get out ,  wou l d  have to be 
repai d  back to the treasu ry because he w o u l d  n ot 
h ave l i ved u p  to the  ob l igat ions of h i s  o r i g i n a l  i ntent .  
Obv ious ly ,  that wou l d  be the  i ntent of the program.  
But  those wou l d  be the  management dec is ions that a 
p rod ucer  wou ld  h ave to make if he wanted to j o i n  the  
p rogram .  

M R .  RANSOM: M r. Cha i rman ,  can t h e  M i n ister advise 
the C o m m ittee what effect h e  t h i n ks th is prog ram w i l l  
have u po n  feed l ot operators i n  t h e  p rovi nce? 

M R .  U RUSKI :  M r. Chairman,  there i s  n o  d o u bt there 
w i l l  be catt le  that producers may not be ab le  to f i n i s h ,  
they m ay custom feed and  the  feed l ot operators h ave 
h i storica l ly  o pted in and out of the i n d u st ry w h e n  the  
pr ice  of  the i r  raw product was as s u c h  that they felt 
they cou l d  make money. They're the part of the  i n dus
t ry that has been ab le  to h i stor ical ly  g et in o r  out .  

I t  has been the  cow-calf  i n dustry who has s u p p l ied 
the  calves to the  feed l ot i n d u stry where there i s  no 
opt ion to get out  because of the  length  of  t ime of 
h o l d i n g  o n  to the catt le  and  the cows in that i n dustry 
a n d  they have been the basic i n d u stry i n  t h i s  p rovi nce.  
What i s  the  cow-cal f  i n d u stry a n d  without that i n d us
t ry the feed l ots wou l d  be nowhere ,  Mr .  Cha i rman ,  and 
obv ious ly  what we're try i n g  to d o  i s  make s u re that the 
cow-calf  i n d u stry over the long haul becomes more 
v iab le  as other sectors of the  i n d u stry h ave made 
money when i t  was conven ient  for them to d o  so .  

When the pr ices were r ight  for them i n  terms of the 
pr ice for  the product ,  when the  pr ice was r ight  e i ther  
that the  pr ice was l ow enough for the calves t h at they 
cou l d  make some decis ions  i nto whether they made 
money o r  whether they were in the i n d u st ry or  not,  
there were n o  such dec is ions that the cow-calf  p ro
d ucer c o u l d  make .  He  was in the catt le  i n d u st ry .  He 
was e i ther  in or  he was out completely.  He e i ther  so ld  
off  h i s  herd and  got out o r  h e  stayed i n  no m atter what 
the pr ice .  

This  program is  des i g ned to ass ist  that i n d u st ry 
from the bottom to the top. 

1 2 1 0  

M R .  RANSOM: M r. Cha i rman ,  that's nonsense,  that's 
abso l ute n onsense.  A person who i s  p rod u c i n g  catt l e  
a t  l east h a s  an asset that h e  can d ispose of and  t u rn 
i nto cas h .  The person who has h u n d reds of thou
sands of d o l l ars i n vested in  a feed lot operat ion  has 
f ixed overhead which h e  can't s imp ly  turn i nto cash 
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and dec ide to get in and out of the bus i n ess .  Th i s  
M i n ister doesn't  understand the  catt le  bus i n ess a n d  i f  
h e ' s  tak i n g  a d v i c e  f r o m  M r. J anssen I d o n ' t  th i n k  h e  
u nderstands it  e i ther. 

My q uest ion  to the M i n i ster was, what effect d oes 
he t h i n k  th i s  program w i l l  have on feed lot operators? 
Because i t  happens that feed lot  operators a re a fa i rly  
m ajor  segment of the  agr icu l tu ra l  i n d u stry in  th is  p ro
v i n ce.  What effect does he t h i n k  i t  w i l l  h ave u po n  
them? 

M R .  U R USKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  i f  there are  catt le  p ro
d u ce rs who are unab le  to f i n i s h  the i r  a n i ma ls  there 
may be the  o p port u n ity that they may wish  to put  the i r  
catt l e  on i nto feed l ots, i n  te rms of custom feed i n g ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  that wou ld  be a management d ec is ion  that 
the producers who en rol l  i n  th is  p rog ram wou ld  make.  

But ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  th is  p rogram i s  d es i g ned at the 
bas i c  herd of the Prov i nce of Man itoba i n  terms of  
s u p po rt .  I t  i s  the  cow-calf  i n d u stry which i s  the  bas is  
of the  i n du stry i n  Man itoba. The bas is  of the  i n d u stry 
has not h i stor ica l ly  been the feed lot  i n d u stry. It has 
been the  cow i n d u st ry that has s u p p l i ed  the  raw p ro
d uct for the feed l ot i n d u stry and for the rest of the 
i n d u stry a n d  that i s  the group we are target ing  the 
s u pport for. 

MR. RANSOM:  M r. Cha i rman ,  I 'd l i ke to ask the M i n
i ster,  what stud i es h ave been conducted about the  
i mpact that t h i s  program w i l l  have  o n  feed  l ot 
operat ions? 

MR.  U R USKI :  Mr .  Chairman,  in  terms of stu d i es the  
h o n o u rab le  member  can i n d icate - d raw h i s  own con
c lus ions - as to what stu d i es .  There h ave not been any 
stud ies i n  terms of the support program .  

We h ave d iscussed i t  with t h e  whole  i n d u st ry from 
various  sectors ;  we've had p roposals from the M C PA 
wh ich  obvious ly  some of you r  mem bers d i d n 't i nform 
your  leader as to what proposals  were made to u s  i n  
terms o f  t h e  I ncome Ass u rance Program that was 
p roposed to u s  by bas ica l ly  the same comm ittee that 
was set u p  by your  ad m i n istrat ion  two weeks before 
the end of the e lect ion .  

We i n d i cated that  i n  order  to  p rotect the basi c  herd 
our  assistance is g o i n g  to i t .  Whatever management  
decis ions  that producers make,  i n  terms of feed i n g  
t h e i r  catt le  e lsewhere,  that w i l l  be u p  t o  t h e m  to make 
those k i nds of dec is ions .  I f  they dec ide to swi n g  the i r  
operat ions  i nto the f i n i sh ing  sector obv ious ly  some 
feed lot operators, who were cou nt ing  on the ca lves in  
that i n du st ry ,  wou l d  n ot benef i t  i f  those farmers 
dec ide to feed o n  the i r  own farms.  That w i l l  becom e  a 
management dec is ion of the farmers who enro l !  i n  the 
prog ram.  

MR.  RANSOM: Prec ise ly ,  M r. C h a i rman ,  there are 
two concerns here that feed lot operators are g o i n g  to 
have, at l east two basic concerns.  

One i s  that they are part of the  beef i n d ustry that 
was offered some hope of s u p port by the M i n i ster's 
govern ment ,  M r. Cha i rman ;  they are not to get any  
suppo rt ,  so be i t ,  that's a po l icy  dec is ion  that the  
government has made. 

The second part of the  concern , M r. Cha i rman ,  i s  
that not  o n l y  a re the feed l ot o perators not g o i n g  to be 
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ass i sted they are g o i n g  to be h i ndered by t h i s  p ro
g ra m .  I t  i s  very evident  that the  M i n i ster has made no 
study of the i mpact that this p rogram i s  go ing  to have 
upon  feed lot operators. H e  knows fu l l  wel l  that feed lot 
operators trad i t iona l ly  buy the a n i mals from cow-calf 
operators to put  i nto the i r  feed lots. If those catt le  a re 
no longer  ava i lab le  because the cow-calf  operator i s  
h e l d  i nto some program by the government  and  those 
catt l e  aren't ava i lab le  to go on feed ,  a n d  the govern
ment  i s  look i n g  aro u n d  at how they m ight  esta b l i s h  a 
Red Star Enterprises Feedl ot O perat ion ,  what affect 
does the M i n i ster t h i n k  that's go ing  to h ave on the 
com m ercia l  operators that  are there now? Where are 
they go ing  to get  the catt le to feed? The M i n ister i s  
mak i n g  some i n d i cat i o n  that I have an i n terest i n  a 
feed lot operat ion .  I want to tel l  the M i n ister I do not 
have an i nterest in the feed lot operat ion  and i f  he 
w o u l d  care to d iscuss the pr i nc ip les of h is p rog ram 
and not t ry a n d  cast aspers ions on i nd iv idua l  peop le's 
i nterest perhaps we m i g ht get a l i tt le  further. 

M R .  CHAIRMAN: O rder p l ease. The H o n o u rab le  
M i n i ster o n  a po int  of order.  

MR. U RUSKI :  Speaki n g  of aspers ions ,  M r. C h a i rm a n ,  
h e  speaks o f  R e d  Star and a l l  k i nds o f  nonsens ica l  
statements .  I f  h e  wants to d i scuss the pr inc ip les  of the 
p rog ram let h im d iscuss them but not let i t  be a one
s ided approach i n  terms of any sn ide  remarks that h e  
w ishes to make agai nst o u r  s ide  and then i sn 't happy 
when there i s  a remark made about  the com m ents that 
he's m a k i n g .  

MR.  CHAIRMAN: M e m ber  f o r  Turt le  M o u nta i n  on t h e  
s a m e  poi nt of o rder.  

MR.  RANSOM: On the same point  of order,  M r. 
Cha i rman .  S u re ly  the  Honourab le  M i n i ster is aware 
that t here is d i fference between tal k i n g  about g ov
ern m ent po l icy  and tal k i n g  about an i n d iv idua l  per
son's  i nterest. That's what the M i n i ster was speak i n g  
about from h i s  seat; I ' m  talk i n g  about government  
pol icy ,  M r. Cha i rman.  

M R .  CHAIRMAN: I th i n k  we wou ld  a l l  benefit i f  we 
wou ld  st ick to the po int  u nder  considerat ion .  

T h e  H o n o u rab le  M e m be r  for M i n ister o n  a po int  o f  
order.  

MR. U RUSKI :  We've gone through this i tem on one 
a rea; o n  the  second area and  we w i l l  have again a th i rd 
k i c k .  I want ,  M r. Cha i rman ,  the  h o n o u rable m e m bers 
to make  u p  t h e i r  m i n d s  where they want to d i scuss 
t h i s  i tem i n  deta i l .  I am p l eased agai n - I mean ,  we 
raised i t  o n  the f i rst n ight  - to d i scuss i t  here and l et's 
deal w i th  i t  here and I ' l l  be p leased to hand le  i t  that 
way. 

MR. RANSOM: M r. Cha i rman,  we told the M i n ister 
the other  n ight  when we began the debate on this i tem 
that i t  i s  such a s i g n i f icant i tem to the  farmers of 
Man itoba,  to the beef p roducers, that we wi l l  cont i n u e  
to debate i t  u nt i l  we h ave answers t o  the  q u est ions 
w h i c h  we h ave to p l ace. As a m atter of fact ,  I wou l d  
po in t  out  to the  M i n ister,  M r. Cha i rman ,  that we have 
now spent  several h o u rs of pr ivate mem bers' t ime  
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debat i n g  govern ment bus i ness i n  order that we m ight  
get  o n  and  dea l  w i th  govern ment  b u s i n ess.  I th i nk  i t  i s  
q u ite i n  order that w e  delve i nto th i s  program unt i l  w e  
h ave s o m e  answers and  some u ndersta n d i n g .  Even
tua l ly ,  when we f ina l ly  get the a nswers, we' l l  be able to 
debate how effect ive the program is  go ing  to be. 

M r. Cha i rman ,  I was ask i n g  the M i n ister then w here 
h e  t h i n ks the  feedlot operators are go ing  to get catt le  
to be fed in  the i r  feed lots,  for  wh ich they a l ready h ave 
the i nvestment ;  the overheard is there ,  they h ave the 
capacity ,  they h ave been putt i n g  catt le  o n  feed .  
Where does the  M i n ister t h i n k  that they are g o i n g  to 
get catt le  to g o  in those feed l ots? 

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  obvious ly the  honour
ab le  member  is i n d icat i n g  that there w i l l  be many 
producers that w i l l  j o i n  the  program.  Obvious ly ,  he is  
i n d i cat i n g  that the  program is  r ight  to affect that 
i n d u stry and ,  if it i s ,  Mr .  C h a i rman ,  then  the  feed lot 
operators w i l l  e ither have to g o  i nto Saskatchewan,  
A lberta, other  a reas, to p u rc h ase their  catt le  as they 
have done in the  past and p u rchase other cattl e  i n  
Man i toba that may not b e  u nd e r  the p rogram. I f  the  
honourab le  m e m ber  i s  i n d i cat i n g  that the  program -
you know there's a b i t  of a prob lem o n  the  other s i d e  
because some honourab le  m e m be r  sa id  that on ly  1 O 
percent of the  p roducers w i l l  j o i n .  If t h at i s  the  case, 
there shou ld  be n o  d i ffi c u lty for the feed lot operators 
in Man itoba; that t here won't be any producers j o i n i n g  
the  progra m .  T h e  program i s  bad , t h e y  won't j o i n  t h e  
p rog ram ,  there w i l l  be u m ptee n ,  a l ot of catt le ,  that 
there w i l l  be n o  change i n  terms of the feed l ot i n d u st ry 
i n  the  Prov i nce  of Man itoba.  Now,  I f ra n k l y  say to the 
honourab le  m e m bers w h i c h  d o  you want? You've 
made your  case with respect to the other s ide  a n d  now 
you ' re mak ing i t  o n  t h i s  s ide .  P ick  your  cho ice ,  w h i
c h ever argument  you want ,  but  make u p  your  m i nd 
one way or the  other.  

MR. RANSOM: Mr.  Cha i rman ,  it 's n ot a q u est ion of 
choos i n g  one posit ion o r  the other, i t 's a q uest ion  of 
t ry i n g  to get some answers from t h i s  M i n i ster .  I want 
to k n ow w hether ,  in  deve l o p i n g  th is p rog ram,  h e  d i d  
any stu d ies  o n  the  i m pact that the  p ro g ra m  wou ld  
h ave u p o n  feed lot operators, and  i t ' s  q u ite ev ident 
that h e  hasn't .  I t's  also q u ite evident that i f  th i s  p ro
g ra m  is s uccessf u l  to the  extent that he t h i n ks it w i l l  
b e ,  that h e  i n  fact expends  the  $ 1 7 .5 m i l l i o n  and u ses 
the $24 m i l l io n  for low-i nterest loans ,  that i t  w i l l  be 
s uccessfu l  and that i t  w i l l  make t h i n g s  more d iffi c u lt 
for fee d l ot operators to get catt le  to put  i n  the i r  feed
l ots than i t  is now. I bel i eve the M i n i ster has sa id ,  M r. 
Cha i rman ,  that they shou ld  go to Saskatchewan or  
they shou ld  g o  to A l berta to buy catt le  where there are 
s u bs id ized operat ions  in p l ace.  So, c l ear ly i t  i s  g o i n g  
to be m u c h . m o re d i ff icu l t  f o r  the  fee d l ot operators t o  
e x i s t  in  t h i s  p rov i n ce than i t  has bee n .  I d o n ' t  t h i n k  the  
M i n ister has  done  any k ind  of i n vesti gat ion  to deter
m i n e  what that i mpact w i l l  be. 

So, M r. C h a i r m a n ,  for the moment  we' l l  l eave that 
po in t  but  I w o u l d  l i ke to spec i f ica l ly  u n d e rsta n d ,  
s i n ce the  M i n i ster s e e m s  very sens i t ive a b o u t  my 
reference to t h e  Red Star  E nterpr ises Feed l ots, has  
the  M i n ister been  look i n g  at feed lots with the i ntenti o n  
of esta b l i s h i n g  some o t h e r  type of feed l ot bus iness 
o r  method of operat i n g  feed l ots t h at wi l l  t i e  i nto 

this s u bs idy p rog ram? 

M R .  U RUSKI :  M r. Chairman,  the member i n d icates 
whether we are look i n g .  Obviously govern m e nts,  
when they a n n o u n ce programs,  look at al l  k i n d s  of 
alternatives but  I bel i eve that ,  in terms of feed i n g  
operat ions ,  those wou l d  be p rod ucer dec is ions that 
wou l d  be made i n  the areas that they wou l d  want .  I f  
they dec ided u po n  sett i n g  u p  com m u n ity feed l ots w e  
certa i n l y  w o u l dn't  oppose that k i n d  o f  a m ove,  i n  fact, 
I wou ld  say that we wou ld  encou rage producers to do 
that t h ro ug h  the Department of Co-operatives and 
through o u r  department ,  i f  they wish to go that route. 

MR. RANSOM: Is the M i n i ster then contem p l at i n g  
p rov i d i n g  f i n a n c i a l  ass istance to people enter i n g  th i s  
program? I s  he contemp lat ing  provid i n g  f inanc ia l  
assi stance to those peop le  to e i ther  take  over, control  
a part of the  exist i ng  feed l ot i n d u stry in th is prov ince  
o r  to esta b l i s h  a new type of feed l ot i n d u stry in  t h i s  
prov i n ce? 

M R .  U R USKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  that would be up to the 
producers who j o i ned the  program as to their  des ires 
and work i n g  w i th  the producer  g ro u p  as to w h at deci
s ions they dec ide  to make .  I t  wi l l  n ot be our dec is ions  
to say  t h i s  i s  better or  that i s  better .  I t' l l  be u p  to  
prod ucers in  M a n itoba to make those k inds  of  
dec is ions .  

M R .  RANSOM: M r. Cha i rman ,  I rem i n d  the  Honour
able M i n ister that one s i mp ly  doesn't j ust go out  and 
estab l i sh  a feed lot j ust because the government  has a 
b i t  of a program g o i n g  at $50 a head and  s o m e  k i n d  of 
an as yet u n d isc losed level  of support .  I t  takes m o n ey 
to esta b l i s h  a feed l ot operat ion these days,  h u nd reds 
of thousands of do l lars i f  n ot m i l l i ons of d o l lars to 
estab l i sh  a modern type of feed l ot operat ion .  

I s  the  M i n i ster contem p l at ing  provid i n g  f i n anc ia l  
ass istance to people i n  t h i s  program shou ld  they w ish  
to beg i n  estab l i sh i ng  feed l ots or  to take  over  part of  
the ex ist i n g  feed lo t  i n d u stry. 

MR. URUSKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  I 'm s u re that i f  peop le  i n  
terms o f  app ly ing  for f i nanc ia l  ventu res i n  estab l i sh
ing o r  tak i n g  over ex ist i n g  fac i l i t ies ,  those k i nds  of 
app l icat ions  wou ld  normal ly  be made as they a re now 
to e i ther  MACC,  to the pr ivate l end ing  i nst i tut i o n s  or 
to FCC i f  they req u i re f i nanc ing .  Noth i n g  in t h at a rea 
changes.  I f  peop le  are desi rous of sett i n g  up an i nd u s
try, it wou ld  be dealt w i th .  

M R .  RANSOM: Can the  M i n i ster ass u re the Comm it
tee then ,  M r. C h a i rman ,  that no part of the $24 m i l l i o n  I 
bel i eve that's earmarked for low-i nterest loans ,  w i l l  be 
used for that pu rpose? 

MR. U R USKI :  M r. Cha i rman ,  of the $24 m i l l io n  if 
there are a p p l i cations ,  I certa i n l y  wou l dn't r u l e  that 
out. The farmers may want to go into app ly ing  to 
sett i n g  up operat ions  o r  p u rchas ing exist i n g  opera
t ions .  Why wou l d  one want to ru le  that out? 

1 2 1 2  

M R .  RANSOM: Mr.  Cha i rman ,  I ' m  n o t  say ing  that t h e  
M i n ister w o u l d  want t o  ru le  that out .  I ' m  s i m p l y  try i n g  
to f i n d  out  from the M i n ister what h i s  p lans  are 
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because t here's g o i n g  to be an i m pact on an ex ist i n g  
i n d u stry i n  the  p rov i nce a n d  I gather n o w  that n ot o n l y  
i s  the  ex ist i n g  feed l ot i n d u stry n ot go ing  to be 
ass i sted in  any way to stay in  b u s i n ess, they're g o i n g  
to be  h a m pered.  T h e y  are g o i n g  to be p revented from 
stay i n g  in  b u s i n ess because th i s  M i n ister i s  go ing to 
provide subs idy  to another  area of  the beef i n d u stry 
w h i c h  w i l l  a l low them to com pete more successfu l l y .  
I t  w i l l  put  the  feed lot operator a t  a d i sadvantage. The 
M i n i ster i s  then g o i n g  to beg i n  f i nanc ing  peop le  w h o  
a r e  i n  the  stab l izat ion  progra m ,  to buy out part of the  
ex ist i n g  feed  l ot o perat ion or to expand  - w h i c h  
wou l d  be even worse - t o  b u i l d  n e w  fac i l i t ies a n d  
l eave t h e  ex ist i n g  p lant  i n  p lace and  l eave that k i n d  o f  
overhead there w i t h  t h e  p resent operator w i t h  n o  
opt ion  but  to be put  out of bus iness.  

MR.  CHAIR M A!ll : Order p lease. The hour i s  5 :30 p . m .  
a n d  I ' m  leavin g  t h e  C h a i r  t o  ret u rn at 8 :00 p . m .  t h i s  
even ing  

1 2 1 3  




