
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Friday, 23 April, 1982 

Time - 10:00 a.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. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Flin 
Flon. 

MR. JERRY T. STORIE (Fiin Flon): Mr. Speaker, the 
Committee of Supply has adopted certain resolu
tions, directs me to report same and asks leave to sit 
again. 

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

MOTION presented and carried. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
AND TABLING OF REPORTS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Finance. 

HON. VIC SCHROEDER (Rossmere): Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker, I have a statement to make and I have 
copies. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am rising today to 
announce a major change in school tax assistance for 
pensioner homeowners. I am announcing the change 
at this time in advance of the 1982 Budget, to ensure 
that the improved benefits will be available to pen
sioner homeowners with respect to this year's school 
taxes. 

As members are aware, our government has already 
provided some $14.4 million in supplemental and 
special grants to school divisions, over and above the 
Education Support Program. 

These grants were intended to enable school divi
sions to provide the needed quality of education for 
children throughout the province without undue 
reliance on the local special levy school tax. 

Members may also be aware that overall, the sup
plemental and special grants are equivalent to about 
4.5 mills of property taxation. As a result and looking 
at the province as a whole, school taxes will average 
about 4.5 mills lower than they otherwise would have 
been. 

Despite the success of these grants the government 
recognizes the necessity of providing further help to 
pensioner homeowners and more particularly to those 
on low and moderate incomes, generally those who 
reside in more moderately assessed homes. 

Accordingly I am pleased to announce that for 1982 
school taxes over $162.50 will qualify for school tax 
assistance. Last year the extra provincial help was 
available only on school taxes over $325.00. The max
imum level of assistance will remain at $175.00. This 
change is expected to broaden assistance by extend-
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ing eligibility to an additional 17,000 pensioner 
homeowners for the first time, and by increasing the 
assistance already available to another 12,000 pen
sioner homeowners. It is important to note that all 
these homeowners reside in more modest homes and 
in general have lower than average incomes. 

Pensioners eligible for assistance include all those 
age 65 and over, and those between the ages of 55 and 
65 who rely on pension income as their main source of 
support. 

As an example of the assistance provided under this 
change a pensioner residing in a home assessed at 
$5,000 in Winnipeg School Division No. 1 faces total 
school taxes of $399 this year, an increase of $63.00. 
Last year such a homeowner qualified for $11.00 in 
pensioner school tax assistance. With this change 
such a homeowner will qualify for $175 in pensioner 
school tax assistance, an increase of $164 and benefit 
from an actual net school tax reduction of $101.00. 
More generally in the Winnipeg School Division all 
pensioner homeowners eligible for assistance under 
the expanded program with assessments under $6,250 
will experience actual reductions in their net school 
taxes this year. Additional examples are included in 
the table distributed with the text of these remarks. 

In our view the change deals directly with the par
ticular problems, lower income pensioner home
owners face in meeting their school taxes. Pensioner 
homeowners who received the maximum $175 assis
tance last year will continue to receive that $175.00. 
They will also benefit along with all school property 
taxpayers from the tax effects of the announced sup
plemental and special grants to school divisions. 

I should add as well that the lowering of the eligibil- · 

ity threshold to $162.50 will also ensure complete 
parity between the propery tax assistance benefits 
available to homeowners and those available to 
tenants. The current program for tenants uses 10 per
cent of the rent as the proxy for school taxes and 
provides school tax assistance on the school tax 
proxy amount over a threshold level of $162.50. 

In summary, then the change will: 
1. Provide assistance for the first time to a large 

number of low-income pensioner homeowners facing 
school taxes under $325.00. 

2. Provide increased health to pensioner home
owners with school taxes between $325 and $500.00. 

3. Provide the same maximum benefits as last year. 
4. Provide low-income pensioner homeowners with 

fair and equitable treatment on the same basis as 
tenants. 

The change will require supplementary spending 
authority of $2.9 million which will be included in the 
Budget later this Session. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Tuxedo. 

MR. GARY FILMON (Tuxedo): Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. We on this side of the House, of course, 
welcome any assistance that the government is put
ting forward to pensioners with respect to their school 
and general property taxes. I think it's a continuation 
of the kind of thing that we did in our term of office 
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where pens ioners u nder  o u r  government  pa id less i n  
school  property taxes i n  1 981  t h a n  they had i n  1 977 
because of a ser ies of m oves that we had made,  a 
series of measu res that we had taken i n  order to assist 
t hem in cop i n g  with the ever r is i n g  property tax 
burden . 

Obv ious ly ,  we wou ld  l i ke to see the deta i l s  of the 
program. We'd l i ke to see exact ly  how i t 's  go ing to 
take effect and have some t ime  to study i t .  But i n  
genera l  terms,  w e  know that t h e  p rog ram that we've 
bro u g h t  forward i n  t e r m s  of ass is tance both to  
homeowners and  tenants was a good one and it 's 
obvious that t h i s  govern m e n t  in response to the m ove 
that i t  has made in add i n g  4.2 m i l ls to the educat ion 
support levy across the  board throughout  the pro
v i nce,  is  hav i n g  to take acco u nt of the negat ive effect 
that's hav i n g  on a l l  property tax owners and part icu
lar ly the pens ioners who can i l l  afford i t .  

So,  I 'm g l ad to see t h at t h ey recog n ize at l east that 
port ion of i t ,  a n d  they are at l east h o p i n g  to assist the 
homeowners who are pens ioners and o n  fixed i ncome,  
in  deal i n g  wi th  t h e  u nfort u n ate prob lems created by 
t h e i r  E d u c at i o n  F i n a n c i n g  P r o g r a m  t h a t  t h e y  
anno u n ced t h i s  year. W e  n ote that t h ey h aven't  
i ncreased the m ax i m u m  benefits because, of course, 
they're recog n i z i n g  that the many i n c reases that 
we've brought  forward were very he lp fu l  to pens ion
ers and we recog n ize that  the government  is mov i n g  
very caut ious ly  and  prudent ly ,  a n d  the  add i t iona l  
assistance t h at t h ey a r e  p rov id i n g  w i l l  n o  doubt be 
welcome and we certa i n l y  jo in  therri i n  s u pport i n g  th is  
prog ram.  

Thank you very m u c h ,  M r. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: M i n ister ia l  Statem ents and Tab l i n g  
o f  Reports . . . N ot ices o f  Mot ion . . . 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

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

MR. DON SCOTT (lnkster) introduced B i l l  No. 24, A n  
Act to Grant Additional Powers to F .G. H o ld i ngs  Ltd . 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

M R. SPEAKE R :  Before we reach O ra l  Quest ions  may 
I d i rect the  attent ion  of honourab le  mem bers to the 
g a l lery o n  my l eft where we have 80 students of the 
Fargo H igh School  u nder the  d i rect ion  of  M r. R ay 
Sche l len berg.  

O n  beha l f  of a l l  the h o n o u rab le  mem bers I welcome 
you here th is m o r n i n g .  

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. S P E A K ER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  Leader  of t h e  
O pposi t ion .  

HON. STERLING LYON (Charleswood): M r. Speaker, 
I wonder i f  the F i rst M i n i ster cou l d  answer t h i s  ques
t ion ,  cou ld  he conf i rm ,  S i r, the statement that he 
apparent ly  m ade to the p ress yesterday that he sti l l  
hopes that t h e  govern ment  won't  h ave t o  l i ft t h e  freeze 
on  Hydro rates? 

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

HON. HOWARD R. PAWLEY (Selkirk):  M r. Speaker, 
we n ot o n l y  hope, but  we h ave not i ntent ion  at th i s  
stage of i n creas i n g  Hydro rates. 

MR. LYON :  Mr. S peaker ,  I d i d n 't catch the l ast part of 
the F i rst M i n i ster's comment.  

MR. PAWLEY:  M r. S peaker,  what was i n d icated is 
that we have n o  i ntent ion at th is t ime of i nc reas i n g  
Hydro rates. 

MR. LYON: Wel l ,  t hat bei n g  the case, M r. Speaker,  I 
take it then t hat the F i rst M i n i ster is conf i rm i n g  what 
the press reports,  that his government  i ntends to keep 
in p lace the Hydro rate freeze. 

MR. PAWLEY:  M r. S peaker,  what, i ndeed, was said is 
that we h ave no i ntent ion to i ncrease Hydro rates, that 
at the  presen t  t ime ,  i f ,  i ndeed,  the s i tuat ion perta i n i n g  
t o  Man itoba Hydro defic i t  wise,  w h i c h  w e  were made 
aware of yesterday as to it 's defic i t  deter iorated 
g reat ly ,  t h at m ig h t  very wel l demand a change  in c i r
cumstance. I do not foresee that at th i s  po int .  

MR. LYON:  M r. S peaker ,  do  we take i t  then that  the 
F i rst M i n ister is  say i n g  that h e  i ntends to keep the  
hydro rate freeze i n  p lace? 

MR. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, I have to turn to you to 
ask you i f  that last quest ion  i s  not i ndeed repet i t ious 
- ( I nterject ion )-

MR. LYON:  M r. S peaker,  the  hydro rate freeze, S i r, as  
you w i l l  reca l l ,  is  a statutory rate freeze. Does t h e  F i rst 
M i n i ster i ntend to keep t h at statutory rate f reeze i n  
p lace? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le  M i n i ster of E nergy 
and M i nes. 

HON. WILSON PARASIUK (Transcona): M r. Speaker, 
I ' m  su rpr ised that the former P remier  of the Prov i nce 
of M a n i toba i sn 't aware of what h e  i n  fact  bro u g ht i n .  
What was bro u g ht i n  was a statutory prov is ion  of 
exchange f i n a n c i n g  but, M r. S peaker,  there was no 
statute bri n g i n g  in a hydro rate freeze. In fact there 
was never even a formal  com m u n i cat i o n  to the Hydro 
Board,  i nform i n g  them that they shou ld  br i n g  i n  a 
hydro rate freeze. That was done ,  M r. S peaker,  by 
Hydro but t here was no statutory requ i rement  of that ,  
w i th  respect to  the rate freeze and ,  Mr .  S peaker,  I ' m  
su rprised that the Leader o f  the Opposit ion now i s  
sufferi n g  f r o m  what I t e r m  h i s  selective am nesia .  
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MR. LYON: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker,  us ing  the term i no logy 
of the H ono u rab le  M i n i ster of M i nes and E nergy, 
cou l d  I d i rect another quest i o n  to the F i rst M i n ister? 
Th is  may perhaps be thought  to h ave to do with selec
t ive am nesia .  

I 'm referr i n g  to the F i rst M i n i ster's comment when 
he was Leader of the O pposit io n ,  on the 9th of Apri l ,  
1 981 when he sa id ,  a n d  t h i s  is  Report from t h e  Leg is la
t u re No .  1 2 , s i g ned by H oward Pawley. "The Tory 
f reeze on Hydro construct ion  has h u rt the M a n itoba 
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economy. Time has shown that the phoney Hydro 
rate freeze is needlessly hurting Manitoba taxpayers." 

Mr. Speaker, is that an example of selective amne
sia on the part of the First Minister, or has he turned 
about 180 degrees, now that he's in office? 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, what we are seeing on 
the part of the Leader of the Opposition is selective 
reading of a news release which was issued on the 
date in question. Mr. Speaker, what was the situation 
as of the date of April, 1981, was a situation by which it 
was quite clear, from the profits that Hydro had 
enjoyed up to that stage, that a rate freeze was not 
anymore than but a phoney exercise - a phoney 
exercise, Mr. Speaker. If the government had wished 
of the day they could have very well not increased 
hydro rates; the Hydro Board need not have increased 
hydro rates, because Hydro was enjoying, at that par
ticular stage, adequate surplus, in order to stabilize 
Hydro rates. It was a phoney exercise. 

Mr. Speaker, what we have seen since then, is a 
change in respect to circumstance. We have wit
nessed an increase by way of interest rates. We have 
witnessed less sales than that which had been earlier 
anticipated. The situation of Hydro is different than it 
was during the first two years, two years of the so
called phony exercise that the previous government 
had gone through. 

What we are now dealing with and what the Leader 
of the Opposition is, indeed, suggesting is that 
regardless of what Manitoba taxpayers should be 
required to subsidize to any major extent whether it 
be $50 million or $75 million in the future in respect to 
Manitoba Hydro; Mr. Speaker, I trust that will not be 
the case but it is clear that circumstances now are 
different than they were in '81. Again to repeat, we 
have no intent, no desire to shift, change the hydro 
rates in the Province of Manitoba but in saying that, 
Mr. Speaker, I'm not going to be as totally irresponsi
ble as members across the way might be, to say that 
come what may by way of cost to the taxpayers of 
Manitoba we will not at any point in time make any 
change. 

MR. LYON: Now, Mr. Speaker, having witnessed the 
peregrinations and the perambulations of the First 
Minister walking all over the lot will he get back to the 
question that was asked him. Why did he describe the 
hydro rate freeze in April of 1981 as a phony rate 
freeze and yet say yesterday, Mr. Speaker, to the 
press that he intended to keep that phony rate freeze 
in place? 

MR. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, I do have to turn to you 
but I can continue to draw pictures for the Leader of 
the Opposition. I would prefer not to because I believe 
this would be the third time that I will be dealing with 
the same question, and I'm intending to continue to 
give the same answer to the same questions, so I have 
to turn to you for advice. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Turtle 
Mountain. 

MR. A. BRIAN RANSOM (Turtle Mountain): Mr. 
Speaker, my question is to the Minister of Energy and 
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Mines. In view of the fact that AI can is now looking at 
another site in British Columbia, and in view of the 
fact that if that company was to locate in Manitoba it 
would mean the expenditures of hundreds of millions 
of dollars, the creation of thousands of jobs in the 
economy at a time that they are greatly needed, can 
the Minister update the House as to the state of his 
negotiations with Alcan? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Minister of Energy 
and Mines. 

MR. PARASIUK: Mr. Speaker, Alcan Aluminum has 
always been looking at other sites in Canada. They've 
been looking at sites in Quebec; they've been looking 
at site near Kitimat, B.C., and now apparently they are 
looking at a site in northern B.C., Mr. Speaker, so the 
news that AI can is looking at different sites in Canada, 
is not particularly new. It may, in fact, be new to 
members opposite, who probably didn't do enough 
homework when they sat down and started negotiat
ing with Alcan in the first instance, Mr. Speaker. 

The negotiations with Alcan are proceeding very 
well. The joint review is well under way; we are look
ing at the whole range of questions relating to alumi
num smelting in the middle of the country, Mr. 
Speaker; how it might relate to the markets in the 
midwest. Everything is proceeding very well in a very 
good technical documented manner, Mr. Speaker, 
and a manner that wasn't ever done before. No 
homework was every done before, Mr. Speaker. 
These people tended to do their development deal
ings on the back of an envelope, Mr. Speaker. That's 
not the approach of this government. 

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, since negotiations are 
proceeding very well in a documented fashion, would 
the Minister of Energy and Mines care to advise the 
House as to what schedule he's working on; what 
documentation he has, and make the status of the 
negotiations known to this House and to the people of 
the province. 

MR. PARASIUK: Mr. Speaker, I think we are involved 
in a negotiation in good faith with Alcan. We don't 
want to jeopardize those negotiations in any way. It 
would appear to me, Mr. Speaker, that the Conserva
tive Party, being a bunch of sore losers would do 
anything, Mr. Speaker, to try and undermine those 
negotiations. It's not ou·r intent to negotiate at this 
stage in public. We think that is irresponsible. We will 
in fact file documents at the appropriate time. We 
have made those commitments in the past, Mr. 
Speaker; it is our intention to live up to those com
mitments, and alii can say is that we are proceeding 
very well in our discussions and negotiations and 
review with Alcan. I don't hear AI can complaining, Mr. 
Speaker. I have the lost Conservative Party complain
ing, Mr. Speaker, that's who I hear complaining, but 
not Alcan, only them. 

MR. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, we have one more 
example of how this party has changed its position 
from Opposition to Government. When they were in 
Opposition they called for public disclosure of 
the negotiations. 
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I n  v iew of that ca l l  t h at t h e  N O P  Party made w h i l e  
they were i n  O p posit ion,  M r. S peaker, w i l l  t h e  M i n ister 
release some i nformat i o n  at l east, to the House, as to 
how n egot iat ions are g oi n g .  For i nstance, when d i d  
they l ast m eet w i t h  A lcan ? Wi th  whom d i d  they meet? 
And o n  the bas is  of the statements that they ' re nego
t iat i n g  without  pre-cond i t i o ns, can h e  advise the 
House whether that means that the govern ment  h as, 
in fact, m oved off the pos i t ion  that they would not 
a l low A lcan  an  u n d iv ided m i n or ity i nterest in a power 
stat ion? 

MR. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, I have, in  fact ,  deal t  
with these quest ions p rev ious ly  in  the House .  We 
have had d i scuss ions,  and very sen ior  level d i scus
s ions with Alcan at the end  of l ast week, M r. Speaker.  
Those negot iations are p roceed i n g ;  they're p roceed
ing extremely  wel l .  We don't set art i f ic ia l  deadl i nes 
l i k e  the Conservative g overn m ent did and as they 
approach the art i f ic ia l  dead l i nes that they then set, 
M r. Speaker,  I say for e lectoral pu rposes, t h ey then 
weaken the i r  barga i n i n g  pos i t ion ,  when they reached 
those art i f ic ia l  deadl i nes and fou n d  that they hadn't 
reached m u c h  prog ress .  We d o n 't negot i ate t h at way.  
We bel ieve that i s  negotiat i n g  from wea k ness, M r. 
Speaker. 

We k now the style of the Leader of the O ppos i t ion ,  
i n  terms of h i s  negot iat i n g  sty l e  and h i s  s k i l l s .  We h ave 
the who le  C F I  f iasco as h i s  d i rect legacy to the peopl e  
of Man itoba, M r. Speaker .  We h ave i n deed learned 
from the  m i stakes of the  Conservative govern ment  
between 1 966 and 1 969, even though the Leader  of 
the O p posit i o n  hasn't  learned from his own past m is
takes, M r. S peaker.  We have learned from those m is
takes; we w i l l  operate in a respon s i b l e  m a n ner, M r. 
S peaker, no matter how m u c h  t h e  Conservat i ve Party 
u rges us to be i rrespons ible .  

MA. RANSOM :  M r. Speaker, I certa i n l y  wou ld  hope 
that the Government  wou l d  be act i n g  in  a respons i b le  
manner  and n o  one  i s  p ress i n g  them to act  i n  an 
i rrespons ib le  manner. 

· 

I n  a t i m e  when the  econ o m y  is sufferi n g  to the  
extent i t  is ,  w i th  the  n u m ber of c l osu res and the  
layoffs, the u ne m p l oyed peop le  that t here are  i n  t h i s  
prov i nce, s u re ly  a l i tt le  hope c o u l d  be offered by the  
govern ment and  a few posit ive statem ents about  how 
the ir  negot iat ions  a re proceed i n g  wou ld  be in  order.  
That's a l l  I 'm ask i n g  the M i n ister of Energ y  and M i n es, 
M r. S peaker.  W i l l  he te l l  the peop le  somet h i n g ?  When 
has he met ;  w i th  w h o m  has h e  met ;  has h e  any hope to  
offer w i th  respect to the negot iat ions, or  i s  h e  s i m p ly  
g o i n g  to s i t  back  and  say, "We' re doc u ment i n g  them 
very wel l ;  they're g o i n g  very  wel l ,  but  we' re not  g o i n g  
t o  say anyth i n g ." 

MR. PARASIUK: The M e m ber for T u rt le  M ou nta in  
keeps repeat i n g  the  same quest ions .  I sa id we m et as 
l ate as l ast week, M r. Speaker, at a sen ior  leve l .  I sa id  
that without be i n g  arg u m entat ive a n d  I f i nd  that I h ave 
these peop le  j u m p i n g  up and poss i b l y  they d o n 't hear, 
but  I w i l l  repeat that i n  fact, we had meet i n g s  at a 
sen ior  l evel ; that the d iscuss ions  - ( l nterj ect i o n ) 
last week I said,  d i d  you hear? 

A MEMBER: We weren't l isten i n g .  
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MR. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, we met a sen i o r  leve l .  
T h at i s  a s u ff ic ient  deta i l ,  I be l ieve, M r. S peaker.  We 
don't  want to raise in t h e  short run ,  a who le  set of 
expectat ions  wi th  art i f ic ia l  dead l i nes us i n g  false g ov
ernment  advert i s i ng  w h i c h  at that t ime, M r. S peaker, 
was patent ly  false.  We don 't want to do t h at ;  we 
bel i eve t hat's i rresponsi b le .  

We be l ieve the peop le  of M a n i toba fe l t  that was 
i rrespons i b l e, M r. Speaker, because despite the  
spen d i n g  of h u n d reds of thousands of d o l lars o f  tax
payers' m o n ey r ight  before the e lect ion,  M r. S peaker, 
the peop le  of Man itoba wou ldn ' t  bel i eve that type of 
nonsense put  forward by the  Conservat ive Party and 
they t h rew them out of off ice .  M r. S peaker, we hope to 
p roceed i n  a respons ib le  m a nner.  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le  Mem ber for St .  
N o rbert. 

MR. G .W.J . (Jerry) M ERCIER (SI. Norbert) :  M r. 
Speaker, my quest i o n  is to the  M i n i ster of Labour. I n  
v iew o f  the a l legat ions o f  the owner-pres ident  of 
D awsteel Ltd . that the u n i o n  succeeded in bankru pt
i n g  the c o mpany,  does the M i n i ster of Labo u r  have 
any i nformat ion  he  can report to the House wi th  
respect to th is  matter and  does h e  st i l l  i ntend to i ntro
d uce f i rst contract leg is lat i o n  at th i s  Sess i o n  of the 
Leg is lat u re? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le  M i n i ster of Labour. 

MR. SCHROEDER: M r. S peaker, that p rob lem was i n  
ex istence for some t i m e  d u r i n g  l ast year and t h i s  year 
he,  I u n derstand,  h e  has b l amed the Free Press; he's 
b lamed t h e  banks ;  he's b lamed the rece iver ;  he's 
b lamed the u n ions .  I don't k n ow whether h e's put  any 
of the b lame on h i mself .  

We are certai n l y  as concerned as peop le  o n  that 
s ide about any c losure, but  I t h i n k, as the m e m ber  
wou ld  recog n ize, i t  i s  not that easy to j ust apport ion 
the  b lame to one specif ic  act o r  i nd iv idua l .  I shou ld  
say  as wel l ,  t ha t  part icu lar  c o m pany was charged w i th  
an u nfai r  labour  practice a n d  was  fou n d  g u i l ty of  that 
part ic u lar  practice by the Man i toba Labo u r  Board 
some months  ago.  I u n d e rstand that was part of the 
concern that the  owner had .  I t  i s  m y  u n dersta n d i n g  as 
wel l  that the Department  of Econo m i c  Deve lopment  i s  
look i n g  to s e e  what, i f  anyt h i ng ,  can be done  by the 
prov i n ce i n  t h i s  part icu lar  i nstance. 

MR. M ERCI ER: M r. S peaker, in v iew of the e lect ion 
prom ise to prov ide j o b  secu rity, could the M i n i ster 
i n d icate whether he's tak i n g  any specif ic act ion  with 
respect to ass ist i n g  e m p loyees of Dawsteel - and 
h opefu l l y  i t  w i l l  not  be the case but  perhaps Victor ia 
Leather  - in f i n d i n g  emp loyment? 

MR. SCHRO E DER: My u n dersta n d i n g  is  that the 
peop le  at V ictor ia Leather are work i n g  and one of the 
reasons that  t h ey're work i n g  is  the i m mediate d i rect 
and very active i nvolvement of the Department  of 
Eco n o m i c  Deve l o p m e n t  as we l l as t h e  federa l  
department  i n vo lved, i t  has been an  activist approach .  

I f  you would want more d eta i l s  o n  it, I wou l d  sug
gest that you ask the  M i n i ster of Econom i c  Deve lop
ment, but  w i th  respect to the  peop le  at Dawsteel as 
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the m e m ber is aware, that is a bankru ptcy w h i c h  fa l l s  
u n d e r  federal j u ri sd ict i o n .  The people who are u n e m 
p loyed w o u l d  be ent i t led to U ne m p l oyment I nsurance 
and t h e  benefits that customar i ly  come throu g h  that 
chan ne l .  

MR. SPEAK ER: The H o n o u ra b l e  Leader  of t h e  
Opposit ion .  

MR. LYON: M r  Speaker, a questi o n  to the M i n ister o f  
M i nes and  Energy .  I n  v iew of  h is report to the  H ou se 
th is  morn i n g  that negot iat ions w i th  A lcan are appar
ent ly proceed i n g  so swi m m i ng l y  - al though he can't  
or won't ident i fy the peop le  w i th  whom he has met,  
from t hose meet i ngs ,  were - can the M i n ister then 
te l l  u s  i f  the Env i ro n m ental  Stud ies ,  wh ich  were com
miss ioned by the prev ious govern ment ,  and the soci
oeco n o m i c  stu d i es which we u nderstand h ad been 
put  o n  ho ld  by h i s  govern ment ,  h ave they res u m ed 
now that ,  as he reports to us t h i s  morn i n g ,  t h i ngs  are 
go ing  so wel l i n  the Alcan negot iat ions? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le  M i nister of Energy 
and M i nes.  

MR. PARASIUK: M r. S peaker, I fin d  that the Leader of 
the O ppos i t ion an d  in the cou rse of what h e  w o u l d  
assume i s  a factua l  prem ise, starts off by exaggerat
ing what I had said about the negot iat ions .  

I said that they were proceedin g ;  I said that they 
were proceed i n g  wel l .  I sa id that A lcan wasn't com
p lai n i n g ,  that we have met at a sen ior  l eve l ,  M r. 
Speaker;  that the govern ment  is rev iewi n g  at a tec h n i 
c a l  l evel  the env i ronmental  mater ia l  and socioeco
n o m i c  m ater ia l  prov ided by, I ' l l  say that now, that 
that 's what they are do ing  wi th  respect to the envir
on menta l  and the socioeconomic mater ia l  bein g  put  
forward by Alcan .  

· 

But, M r. Speaker,  somehow the Leader of the 
Oppos i t ion wou ld  l i ke to lead u s  o n  with a set  of false 
expectat ions .  The a l u m in u m  market is  very soft and i n  
the Apr i l 8th ed i t ion  o f  t h e  Montreal Gazette ,  M r. 
Speaker,  t here is a statement t hat A lcan has she lved 
its A ustra l i a n  expansio n  and i t  very clear ly says the 
fol lowi n g :  

" A l c a n  A l u m i n u m  Ltd . of M o ntreal suffering from 
recessi o n  fever has dec ided to ha l t  a b ig  expans ion 
project at its a l u m i n u m  smelter at Ki ra Ki ra, Austra l i a." 

M r. S peaker,  the a l u m i n u m  out look is toug h ,  the  
company itself  has had a decl i n e  i n  it's earn i ngs  and  
that was  o n l y  reported yesterday, M r. S peaker.  That 
means that it m akes it somewhat d ifficu l t  to p red ict 
the exact dates of expansion but  wit h i n  that context, 
M r. S peaker,  we are negot iating in good faith w i th  
Alcan ,  we are  p roceed i n g .  I don 't want to set  any  false 
expectat ions  as to when the negot iation s  m i g ht be 
com p l eted because I d o n 't t h i n k  i t 's wise to negot iate 
within art i f ic ia l  time l i mits. 

MR. LYON: M r. Speaker, g radua l l y  as we are able to 
extract pieces of information from the M i nister, they 
l ead to other quest ions .  

What I asked about  was not i nformat ion being s u p p
l i ed by A lcan  w i th  respect to the  env i ro n ment  and  
socioecon o m i c  stu d i es ,  I asked whether or  n ot the 
stud ies that were under  way when h i s  g overn ment 

came i nto off ice by the  E n v i ron ment  C o m m iss ion of  
Man itoba w i th  respect to the  env i ron ment  a n d  soc io
eco n o m i c  conditions affect i n g  the site i n  t h e  I nter
lake,  whether they were back on t rack aga in  a n d  m y  
honourab le  fr iend c h ose apparent ly n o t  to answer 
that .  So I ask the quest i o n  aga i n ,  and  I ask the s u p
p lementary: if they are back on track aga i n ,  M r. 
Speaker,  does that mean that the  govern ment  has 
now approved the site in the I nter lake? 

MR. PARASIUK: M r. S peaker,  what we asked the 
government  to do,  M r. Speaker,  at the staff l evel was 
to rev iew al l  s ites, a l l  potent ia l  sites for a l u m in u m  
smel t i n g  i n  M a n itoba.  W e  fou n d  that t h e  p rev ious  
Conservative Government  d i d n't  do that ,  M r. Speaker.  
We fou nd that they did not do that type of homework,  
M r. Speaker .  We fou n d  that the Conservative Gov
ern ment  in i t 's day wasn't  that p leased necessari l y  
w i t h  that s i t e  b u t  they s a i d  the u l t i m ate decis ion  i s  
A lcan .  

We in  fact, are  rev i ew i n g  a lternat ive s i tes wi th  
A lcan .  We be l ieve that i s  t h e  way a respons ib le  g ov
ern m e n t  s h o u l d  act ;  that  they s h o u l d  exa m i n e  a l l  the 
alternat ives, not j u st to determ i ne whether i n  fact 
t here's a good com prom ise between what I cal l the 
Man itoba pub l ic  i n terest wi th  respect to environ men
tal  concerns and A l can 's  own spec i f i c  interests .  We 
t h i n k  t h at shou ld  be the  prod uct of d iscussion and 
negot iat i o n ,  M r. S peaker .  We f i n d  t h at the  p revious 
govern ment  did n 't do  t h at and  we bel ieve t h at shou ld  
be done ,  that's what we are  d o i n g  r ight  now.  We are 
saddened that the p rev ious  g overn ment  d i d n ' t  do 
that .  We make no apo log ies that they cr i t ic ize us for 
doing i t  r i gh t  now, M r. S peaker,  because we bel i eve 
that that's the way respo n s i b l e  govern ment  shou ld  
hand le  i t .  

MR.  LYON:  Wel l n ow,  M r. S peaker, we're getting to  
some sem blance of t h e  trut h .  

M r. S peaker,  my h o n o u rab le  friend i s  now saying to 
the H ouse a n d  I ' m  ask i n g  t h i s  questio n ,  is my honour
ab le  friend  say i n g  to t h e  H ouse t h at A lcan ,  whic h  h ad 
chosen and selected a s i te before h is govern ment  
came i nto office is  now being asked to review a who le  
myriad of sites, N o .  1 ?  
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I s  he say i n g  No .  2, t h at an env i ron menta l  a n d  socio
econ o m ic study that were under  way when h i s  g ov
ern ment  came into office h as now been s uspended 
because the site questio n  is i n  the  a i r?  

A n d  i s  h e  saying ,  N o .  3 ,  M r. S peaker,  after a l l  of that,  
that the  negot iation s  are sti l l  g o i n g  wel l ?  

MR. PARASIUK: M r. S peaker,  I ' m  a m azed that the 
Leader of  the Oppos i tion i s  trying to fabricate some 
type of m ajor  issue.  I said some time ago,  M r. Speaker, 
that the who le  m atter of a l u m i n u m  s m elt i n g  in Man i 
toba was bei ng rev iewed, that  we were tal k i n g  to a 
n u m be r  of compan ies ,  that we were l a u nched in a 
very deta i l ed jo in t  review wi th  A lcan  wi thout  precon
d it i o n ,  M r. S peaker,  l o o k i n g  at al l  aspects of a l u m i 
n u m  s m eltin g .  

We w a n t  to g e t  exp lanat ions  f r o m  A l c a n  a s  to 
whether i n  fact i t  - because we k n ow that  the g ov
ern ment  d i d n't  do it at t h at t i m e  - it has reviewed 
various  s i tes to g et a very good exp lanat ion from them 
as to why  they h ave c h osen Ba l mora l ?  Did they l ook 
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at Thompson? D i d  they look at C h u rc h i l l ?  What are 
the i m p l icat ions  there,  M r. S peaker? Those are the 
quest ions  that we want to ask in  a very deta i led 
man ner ,  M r. S peaker.  That's what we are do ing  w i th  
them.  I don ' t  hear A lcan c o m p l a i n i ng .  The on ly  peo
ple I hear comp la i n i n g ,  M r. Speaker,  over and over 
aga i n  are the Conservat ive Party w h i c h  l ost the e lec
t ion .  I hope t h at they don 't want to cont i n u e  to try a n d  
u nderm i ne negot iat ions that a r e  proceed i n g  i n  good 
fa i th .  

M R. LYON: M r. Speaker, my honourab le  fr iend the 
M i n i ster of  M i n es and  E nergy says he doesn't hear  
f rom A l can . That's why I 'm ask i n g  the  quest ions  
because n o n e  of us i s  hear i n g  fro m Alcan anymore,  
and h e  h as t h e  audacity to stand i n  th i s  House and say 
that negot iat ions are proceed i n g  wel l .  Let  h im tel l us ,  
l et h im te l l  us ,  M r. Speaker, the last  t ime he met wi th  
the Pres ident  of A lcan .  

MR.  SPEAKE R :  The Honourab le  Government  House 
Leader on a po int  of order.  

MR. PENNER:  Yes, that i s  n ot a quest ion ,  that is  
another one of the the Leader  of the Opposit i o n 's,  
bad-tem pered dec lamat ions  and is  n ot h i n g  more. 
That is not what quest ion  per iod is about .  I t 's an abuse 
of the pr iv i l ege of the House.  

M R. LYON: Mr .  Speaker ,  o n  the a l leged po int  of order 
w h i c h ,  of course, t here was n ot a po int  of order ,  raised 
by the Honourab le  Attorney Genera l .  I don 't t h i n k  that 
you ,  S i r , need any  i n struct i o n  from a fou r-month vete
ran as to what an  abuse of the ru les is .  

M R. SPEAK E R :  Order p lease. May I rem i n d  h o n o u r
ab le  mem bers that it is t h e  Speaker who decides 
whether or not there is a po int  of order raised.  
Mem bers in ask i n g  quest ions ,  are a l l owed to put  a 
preamb le ,  h o pefu l l y  restr i cted to one  sentence w h i c h  
honourab le  mem bers ought  t o  b e  a b l e  t o  do.  

The Honourab le  Leader of the O p posit ion .  

M R .  LYON:  T h a n k  you ,  M r. S peaker.  M y  quest i o n ,  
w h i c h  I repeat: i n  the l i g h t  of a l l  o f  the  statements that 
the  M i n ister of M i nes a n d  E nergy had made today 
about negot iat ions  g o i n g  so wel l ,  even though  we've 
h eard n oth i n g  from A lcan ,  there's been this funereal 
s i lence now for many, many weeks, w i l l  the M i n ister of 
M i nes and Energy tel l the H ouse a n d  the people of 
Man itoba the l ast t i m e  he had a top-level meet i n g  wi th  
sen ior  execut ives or  the Pres ident  of A lcan w i th  
respect to f u rt her i n g  th is  g reat i n d ustria l  deve lop
ment  for the  benef it  of a l l  of the peop le  of Man itoba? 

M R .  PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, I met w i th  the  Pres i
dent of A lca n over a month  ago.  We had estab l ished a 
process jo in t ly  and  it was a g reed to by both of us ,  M r. 
S peaker, that we wou ld  have the tec h n i ca l  work done 
a n d  that when the tec h n ica l  work  had proceeded to a 
part i cu la r  stage, we wou ld  have meet i n gs .  We d i d n 't 
wanf to go t h ro u g h  the  p rocess that the prev ious  
govern ment  had u ndertaken of  havi n g  meet i n g s  
w i t h o u t  havi n g  done the i r  h omework so that t h e y  c a n  
never ra ise the proper i ntel l i gent quest ions that s h o u l d  
have been raised , M r. Speaker.  That's exact l y  the  way 
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C F I  was negot iated, M r. S peaker, wi thout the proper 
h o m ework bei n g  done. We are proceed i n g  in a very 
stra i g htforward way of havi n g  meet ings  between 
mysel f  and the P res ident ;  of hav i n g  tec h n ica l  work 
done ;  then  we m eet aga i n to rev iew that at part icu lar  
stages i f  d iffi cu l t ies ar ise .  N o  d i ff icu l t ies in  the tech n i
cal rev iew have ar isen to date, M r. S peaker, so that's 
why we are proceed i n g  on  the way we are. T h at we 
t h i n k  is  the respons ib le  way of negot iat i n g  - not the 
way that they negot iate o n  the back of an envelope 
without  doing the i r homework supposed ly at a h i g h  
level  g i v i n g  away t h i ngs  that they k now not h i n g  
about,  M r. Speaker. 

I w o u l d  ask the peop le  of M a n itoba to go up to t h e  
P a s ;  t a k e  a look a t  h u g e  b u i l d i ngs  that have very l i t t le 
equ i pment  in them; take a look at 1 1 -acre b u i l d i ngs 
wh ich now we f i n d  - ( I nterject i o n ) - they say we b u i l t  
them.  T h e y  s ig ned the ag reement ,  M r. Speaker; they 
made a lousy j o b  of it then ;  we do n ot want to repeat 
the i r  m istakes. That's why we are rev iew i n g  the i r  
mater ia l  i n  g reat dept h .  We learned f rom the i r  m is
takes even though  they haven't .  

MR. SPEAKE R :  O rder p lease, order p lease. O rder 
p lease. 

INTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

M R .  SPEAK E R :  I f  I may i nterrupt the O ra l  Quest ion  
per iod  for a moment  to i n d i cate some v is i tors i n  the  
g a l lery to my r ight .  There are  33 students f rom the 
Thompson Pub l ic  School  of  Thompson,  Nort h  Dakota, 
u nder the d i rectio n  of M r. O lson .  

O n  beha l f  of a l l  the  mem bers I we lcome you t h i s  
morn i n g .  

ORAL QUESTIONS (Cont'd) 

M R .  SPEAKER:  The Honourab le  Member for St. 
Norbert .  

MR.  MERCIER:  M r. S peaker, m y  quest ion  is  to the 
F i rst M i n ister. In  v iew of h i s  pro m i se to prov ide  i nter
est rate rel ief a n d  an econom ic  c l i mate to ensure that 
sma l l  bus iness stays i n  bus iness, and i n  v iew of the  
complete lack of resu l ts ev idenced by the fact that n o  
s m a l l  bus iness h a s  yet received any assistance d es
pite the fact that he sa id th is  shou ld  be an emergency 
p rogram and the  govern ment  has a l ready been i n  
off ice for some f ive m o nths ;  i n  v iew o f  the fact that 
ban k ru ptc ies h ave i n c reased in th is provi nce by some 
1 38 percent in  t h e  f i rst t h ree m o nths of th is year com
pared to l ast ;  in  v iew of the fact that last n i g ht the 
M i n ister of Eco n o m i c  Deve lopment  and mem bers of 
that s ide refused to a l low us,  because of our  i nterest i n  
t h e  adverse affects o f  any i n c rease i n  t h e  sales tax 
refused us to ask her whether or  not she wou l d  
oppose a n y  i nc rease i n  t h e  sa les tax because o f  i ts 
adverse effect o n  smal l bus iness;  wou ld  the F i rst M i n
i ster, M r. S peaker,  f i n d  someo n e  who is i n terested i n  
s m a l l  bus iness t o  occupy that post i f ,  i n deed , t here is 
anyone i nterested i n  smal l  bus i ness on that s ide? 

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

MR. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, I 'm g lad to h ave t h e  
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opport u n ity to speak. 

MR. SPEAKER:  O rder p l ease. Wou l d  the mem bers 
g ive the Honourab le  F i rst M i n ister the cou rtesy of 
answer ing  the quest ion?  

M R .  PAWLEY: M r. Speaker,  I ' m  p leased to respond to 
the quest ion  by the Honourable M e m ber for St. Nor
bert. I h ave had o pportu n i ty to s i t  i n  on some of the 
d iscuss ions pertai n i n g  to the Est i m ates of the M i n i s
ter respons ib le  for Econ o m i c  Deve lopment ,  and I 
m u st say, and I say t h i s  wi thout  a moment's h es i ta
t ion ,  the  M i n ister of Economic  Deve lopment  is prov id
ing leaders h i p  that we have not seen in  the prov ince  
for  the past f i ve  years. 

M r. S peaker ,  w h at i s  d isturb i n g  the M e m ber for St .  
N o rbert and his seat mate, the  former M i n i ster of 
Eco n o m i c  Develo pment ,  i s  that f i n a l l y  in th i s  p ro
v i n ce ,  M r. Speaker,  there is  a M i n i ster that's provid i n g  
leaders h i p ;  there is  a M i n i ster that i n  t h e  space o f  f ive 
months  h as done more in her department to assist the 
smal l  bus iness c l i m ate, u nder very, very d i ff i c u l t  c i r
c u m stances broug ht about by Conservat ive mone
tary po l i cy ,  than  i ndeed was the case under  the pre
v ious  four years of steward s h i p  by the former P rem ier  
o f  t h i s  prov i nce ,  the  p resent  Leader of the Oppos i t ion  
and  t h e  former  M i n i ster of Eco n o m i c  Deve lopment ,  
t h e  p resent M e m ber for Sturgeon Creek .  M r. Speaker,  
I am n ot su rpr i sed that honourab le  mem bers across 
the way are touchy ;  they're d i stu rbed,  M r. S peaker;  
t h ey' re poor l osers; t hey haven't  st i l l  recovered from 
the i r  defeat on N ovem ber 1 7th .  

M r. S peaker,  I a m  p leased t h at I have  a M i n ister 
such as the M i n ister of Economic  Development ,  that 
day by day is demonstrat i n g  t h e  su per iority of t h e  
eco n o m i c  deve lopment po l i c ies of t h i s  Govern ment  
i n  contrast to the c o m plete vo id that exists across the  
way ,  by a party wh ich  i s  bankru pt of i deas; by a G ov
ernment t h at was total ly  d iscred ited by the peop le  of 
the Prov i nce of M a n itoba. 

MR.  MERCI E R :  M r. S peaker,  with that k i n d  of leader
s h i p ,  wou ld  the F i rst M i n i ster i n d i cate how many m ore 
ban k ru ptc ies w i l l  occur  i n  t h i s  p rov i nce,  u n der that  
k ind of leaders h i p? 

M R .  PAWLEY: M r. Speaker,  as I sa id  d u r i n g  t h e  
Budget Debate of  1 981 , w h i c h  I m a d e  referen ce t o  
s o m e  months  ago,  I i n d icated that the damage t h at 
had been done  1 977 to 1 981  i n  t h i s  prov i nce was 
extens ive. I i n d i cated that Federal G overn ment  m one
tary po l i cy had i n fl i cted damage upon this p rov i n ce. 
The po l i c ies of G overnor Bouey of the Ban k  of Can
ada had i n f l i cted damage u po n  this prov i n ce ,  as we l l  
as  o ther  parts o f  Canada ,  as o ther  parts of t h i s  cou n
try ,  and I i n d i cated , Mr .  Speaker ,  that we wou l d  
requ i re the  su pport o f  Man itobans i n  general , i n  order 
to br ing about  the appropr iate,  posit ive and  p rog res
sive po l ic ies that cou l d  u n do the damage.  

M r. S peaker ,  I i n d i cated i t  would take some t i m e, 
because of t h e  extens ive damage that h ad been 
i n f l i cted u po n  th is  p rov i n ce .  I a m  p leased to state, M r. 
Speaker, t h at ,  i ndeed - i n  fact, I f i nd  it to be the case 
- m ore a n d  m o re M a n i t o b a n s  are ref lect i n g  a n d  
com pari n g  favourab ly ,  t h e  work b y  t h i s  govern ment  
in  f ive months ,  in  order to undo t h e  damage of the 

past four  years. 

MR. SPEAKER:  The Honourab le  M e m ber for G i m l i .  

M R .  J O H N  M.  BUCKLASCHUK {Gimli) :  M r. S peaker,  
a quest ion to the F i rst M i n ister. Yesterday the F i rst 
M i n i ster add ressed a reso lut ion  on  the Crow debate. 
I 'm j ust wonder i n g ,  in v i ew of today's coverage in the  
Wi n n i peg Free P ress,  w h ether  the  M i n ister has 
chan ged h i s  posi t i o n  in  the  l ast 18 hours,  or  w h ether  
the head l i n e  is  a g ross ly m i slead i n g  head l i ne .  

M R .  SPEAKER: O rder p lease, order p lease. The 
Honourable F i rst M i n i ster. 

MR. PAWLEY:  M r. S peaker,  t hose that h eard my 
speech k n ow very wel l  w here the F i rst M i n ister of t h i s  
prov i n ce stands perta i n i n g  to the retent ion o f  t h e  
Crow rate. 

M r. Speaker ,  I w i s h ,  a n d  I say t h i s  s i ncerely to 
mem bers across the way, that rather than w h isperi n g  
i n  t h e  ears of t h o s e  t h at m ay l i sten to them i n  the  
corr idors of th i s  Leg is lature,  rather than quiet ly 
express the i r  o p i n ions ,  they would come i nto t h i s  
C h a m ber, M r. Speaker, mem bers across t h e  w a y  -
they wou l d  come i nto t h i s  Cham ber and p l ace the i r  
pos i t ion  on  record . 

M r. S peaker ,  my o n l y  sad n ess is that rather than  the  
w h i s per i n g  t h at takes p l ace i n  the corridor,  we have a 
vo id i n  t h i s  C h a m ber  as to the  pos i t ion  that is taken by 
mem bers across the way. I 'm p leased to k n ow that 
Jake E p p ,  the  M e m ber  for P rovencher ,  a m e m ber of 
the party across t h e  way,  h as made h i s  pos i t ion  c lear. 
I o n l y  wish t h at m e m bers across the way wou ld  be as 
cou rageous as some of the Conservat ive mem bers of 
this prov ince  that have a l ready spoken out in the  
House of C o m mons,  pertai n i n g  to the Crow. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m b e r  f o r  
Rob in-R ussel l .  

M R .  J .  WALLY M c K ENZI E {Robin-Russel l ) :  M r. 
Speaker,  I used to be an actor i n  h i g h  school . I wonder 
i f  you wou l d  m i n d  me p ract is i n g  my act i ng  s k i l l s  here 
today, l i ke the  F i rst M i n i ster does - f lex my m uscles 
and tear my hands  out  - w h i c h  way to the camera? 
M r. S peaker . .  

M R .  SPEAKER:  D oes t h e  honourab le  mem ber h ave  a 
quest ion?  

M R .  McKENZIE:  I have  a quest i o n  for the F i rst M i n is
ter of  t h i s  p rov i n ce ,  M r. S peaker.  Can I ask the  F i rst 
M i n i ster,  M r. Speaker,  because of the fact yesterday I 
g ot a l etter on the  tab le that te l l s  me h i s  M i n i ster of 
Eco n o m i c  Deve lopment  h as no correspondence 
between Rossburn  and P i l ot M o u n d  cheese p l a nts, no 
correspondence of a n y  p l ant ;  can h e  tel l m e  now if 
that is t h e  best eco n o m i c  M i n i ster t h at t h i s  prov i nce 
h as ever seen? 
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M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourab le  M i n i ster of Health .  

H O N .  LAURENT D E SJARD I N S  {St. Boniface): Now 
I ' m  con v i n ced t h at he's been conta m i n ated by the 
p i g eon a n d  I ' l l  make s u re that h e  . 
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MR.  SPEAKER: Order p lease, order p lease. The t ime  
for  q uest ion  per iod h av i n g  exp i red ,  Orders o f  the Day. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

MR.  SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  Mem ber for T u rt le  
Mou nta in .  

HANSARD CLARIFICATIONS 

M R .  RANSOM: Yes,  M r. S peaker,  I was rem i nded as I 
was l i ste n i n g  to the answers of the mem bers o pposite 
that there's an  error o n  page 1707 of Hansard, w here I 
had referred to the  a nswer be i n g  g i ven by the M i n ister 
of F i nance as "bafflegab." Hansard records i t  as " bat
t legab." I wou ld  ask that change be made, M r. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER: The correct i o n  is n oted . The Hon
ourable M e m ber for  Swan  R iver. 

MR.  D.M.  (Doug) G OURLAY (Swan R iver): Yes, M r. 
Speaker, I w o u l d  a lso l i ke to record another change i n  
the Tuesday,  20th o f  Apr i l copy o f  t h e  Hansard . Page 
1 67.9, change  the name of Mr. Downey in two p l aces, 
to that of m yself. 

MR. SPEAKER: So n oted. The Honourab le  M e m ber 
for Pem b i na. 

MR. DONALD ORCHARD (Pemblna): M r. Speaker,  I 
a lso have a correct i o n  i n  H ansard,  stem m i n g  from 
M onday ,  A p r i l  1 9t h ,  1 982 ,  page 1597 in w h i c h  H ans
ard has apparent ly m issed a p h rase that I used i n  
metr ic ,  i n  t h e  metr ic debate. I t  i s  fol l owed b y  t h ree 
dots and a q u est i o n  mark i n  two p laces. The p h rase I 
used was " d i c k  spradd le" a n d  I ' d  l i ke to have H ansard 
be co rrected ,  say i n g  that ,  " I ' d  l i ke h i m  to te l l me how 
many cent i m etres t here are in  a d ick  spradd le." 

MR.  SPEAKER:  So noted. T h e  Honourab le  Govern
ment House Leader. 

ADJOURNED DEBATE ON CROW 
RESOLUTION 

MR. PENNER:  Yes, M r. S peaker, wou ld  you p lease 
ca l l  the adj o u rned debate on the p roposed mot ion of 
the M i n ister of Transport w i th  respect to the Crow 
rate. 

M R .  SPEAKER:  On the p roposed Reso lu t ion  of the 
Honourab le  M i n ister of Government  Serv ices, stand
ing i n  the name of t h e  H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for Por
tage la  Pra i r ie. 

The Honourab le  M e m ber  for Portage la  Pra i r ie .  

MR.  LLOYD HYDE (Portage la Prairie): M r. Speaker,  I 
am not prepared at t h i s  t i m e  to speak on the issue. M r. 
Speaker. I am wi l lil'Jg and ready to l i sten to any further 
ta lks  that may be bro u g ht forward on the f loor of th i s  
House a t  th i s  t i m e. 

MR.  SPEAKER:  The Honourab le  Government  Ho use 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER: M r. Speaker,  we are not prepared to let 

the m atter stand.  I f  there is no one prepared to speak 
we are ask i n g  that the quest ion be ca l led .  

MR. SPEAKER:  O rder p lease, order  p lease. Order  
p lease. I s  the H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for Portage la  
Pra i r ie prepared to proceed? 

MR. HYDE: No.  

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the q uestion? 
The Honourab le  Leader of the Opposit ion .  

MR.  LYON:  I ' m  ris i n g  o n  a poi nt  o f  order  and a q ues
t ion  to the House Leader. ls he say i n g  for the f i rst t ime  
that  I k n o w  of that the  government  i s  n ot g o i n g  to  
permit  regu la r  debate to take  p l ace on  a reso lu t ion?  

MR.  SPEAKER: O rder p lease, order p lease. O rder 
p lease. I 'm try i n g  to hear the Leader of the O p posi
t ion 's po in t  of order. 

The Honourab le  Leader of the Opposit ion . 

MR. LYON: I 'm ask i n g  the  q uest i o n ,  is t h i s  t h e  i nten
t ion of the G overn ment  House Leader, that h e  w i l l  not 
a l low a mem ber to stand  the debate today? That be i ng 
the case ,  w i l l  h e  not perm i t  the normal  courtesy of a 
further  adj o u rn ment of th i s  debate? 

M R .  SPEAKER: The Honourab le  Government H ouse 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER:  M r. Speaker, the ru les are q u ite c lear, 
that i f  t here i s  no  one p repared to speak on a mot ion  
the q u est ion i s  to  be put  -( I nterjection)- that's not 
no nsense at a l l ,  t h at i s  a ru le  of the  House a n d  I ' m  
speak i n g  t o  that po in t  o f  o rder. O u r  posi t ion is  q u ite 
c lear ,  that under  norma l  c i rcumstances from t i m e  to 
t i m e  courtesies are extended,  but i f  the honourab le  
mem bers want to debate th i s  reso lut ion  i n  the ha l l and 
not i n  t h e  House,  we h ave no  c h o i ce but  to ca l l  i t  the  
q uest ion.  

M R .  LYON: N ow, M r. Speaker, are we actua l ly  h ear
i ng from the a l l eged Leader of th i s  House, on the 
g overn ment  s ide ,  that th i s  govern ment ,  th i s  govern
ment that su bscri bes a l legedly to free speec h ,  and to 
open govern ment ,  M r. Speaker,  i s  the H ouse Leader 
say i n g  that an  adj ourn ment w i l l  not be perm i tted i n  
normal  c i rc u m stances? 
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M R .  PENNER:  The Honourable M e m ber from Por
tage la  Pra i r ie stood i t  yesterday and he seeks now to 
stand  i t  today. That is  an abuse of the debat i n g  p roce
d u re in the House. Any m e m ber - we do not want to 
stop debate - any  mem ber opposite may now r ise,  or 
any m e m ber on t h i s  s ide ,  may n ow r ise,  we wou ld  
make no  attem pt to stop them.  So,  do not have them 
attr i bute mot i ves when we' re s i m ply d rawi n g  atten
t ion to the  ru les of this House. We are say i n g  i f  n o  one 
is  p repared to speak,  we're ask i n g  that the q uest ion be 
ca l l ed. T h at is  perfect ly normal , that is perfectly 
correct. 

M R . LYON: M r. Speaker,  I ' m  ask i n g  the House Leader 
whether i t  i sn 't his i ntent io n  to deny an adjourn ment 
of  the debate o n  th is  reso l ut ion today? 
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MR. PENNER:  There is no motion  for adj o u rn ment. 
I t 's not  up to me to either perm i t  or  deny an adjourn
m ent. I f  someone there wants to move an adjou rn
ment, then a mot ion for an  adjournment ,  I suppose, 
m u st be h eard and voted u pon,  and t h at is not i n deed 
what I sa id.  I said i f  there i s  no  one prepared to speak 
to the motion w h i c h  i s  before the H ouse -and there is 
no motion for an adj o u rn ment before the House - then 
the  q u est ion i s  to be ca l led. That's a l l  that I 've said. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease, order p lease. Order 
p lease. I t  i s  a l o ngsta n d i n g  pract ice and trad i t ion i n  
t h i s  H ouse that i f  a m e m ber i s  not prepared t o  speak 
on  a part i cu la r  motion that day,  t h at the House a l l ow 
t h e  matter to stand  over w i th  another m e m ber e l i g i b l e  
o r  ent i t led to speak on that part i c u la r  i t e m  i f  he wishes 
to do so. When n o  one  e lse wishes to s peak the matter 
stands  in the name of the m e m ber  who h as the  
adjo u rn ment.  However, i t  i s  t h e  ent i t lement of the  
House i f  they so wish to i ns ist that the matter be dealt  
w i th  a n d  i t  come to a vote i f  there is no  one  w i l l i n g  to 
speak. Those are the ru les ;  that i s  the pract i ce that we 
have cont in ued. 

I s  t here any  other m e m ber to speak o n  the issue? 
The Honou rable Mem ber for Pem b i n a. 

MR. ORCHARD: M r. Speaker, back i n  approxi mately  
1 973 or  t hereabouts,  my col l eague -al thou g h  I was n 't 
a m e m ber  of Her  M aj esty's loyal  O ppos i t ion at t h at 
t ime  -the  M LA for Fort G arry made a reference to the  
m uffled cadence of  jackboots i n  t h e  h a l l s  of the Leg i s
lature,  and  today, M r. Speaker, we have heard the 
Atto rney-General of th i s  p rov i n ce and  the Govern
ment House Leader once again d rag out the jack
boots and  try to th rott l e  the r ight  of the O pposit ion to 
debate respons ib ly  an  issue of m ajor i m portance to a l l  
Man itobans .  The m u ff led cadence o f  jack boots is  
al ive and we l l  i n  the mind and t h e  previous pol i t i ca l  
backgro u n d  and the  present Atto rney-General .  Any 
day i n  th i s  Prov i nce of Man itoba, Mr. Speaker, any  
day i n  the  Prov ince . . .  

MR.  SPEAKE R :  O rder p lease. I ' m try ing  to hear the 
remarks of the  H o n o u rab le  Member for Pem b i n a. I f  
h o n o u rab le  mem bers do not w i s h  t o  co-operate a n d  
l i sten t o  the  h o n o u rab le  mem ber,  perhaps they wou ld  
cont i n u e  the i r  caucus  meet ings  outs i d e  somewhere. 

The H o n o u rab le  G overn ment House Leader. 

M R. PEN N E R :  I ' m  r is ing  on a po i n t  of priv i lege. D o i n g  
m y  d uty as G overn ment  H o u s e  Leader ,  I d rew the  
attent ion  of  the  Speaker to a ru le  of the H ouse and ask  
for  a ru l i n g ,  and  for  havi ng done that ,  and the ru les of  
the House are deve loped over long years as part of the 
par l i a mentary democrat ic t rad i t i o n  a n d  for t h at 
mem ber to ta l k to me,  who fou g h t  i n  the l ast war 
overseas aga i nst fasc ism about j ackboots , i s  a breach 
of pr iv i l ege  w h i c h  I w i l l  not to lerate. 

M R .  SPEAKE R :  O rder p lease. 

M R .  P E N N ER: S i r, I demand a w i thdrawal.  I th i n k  he 
owes me the  courtesy of a wi thdrawal . 

M R .  SPEAKE R :  Order p lease. Order please. Because 
of the lack of decoru m in the House,  I was unable to 

hear what the Honourab le  Mem ber for Pem b i n a  was 
say i n g ,  I w i l l  review Hansard when i t  comes out, to 
see. In the  meant i m e  I would ask the  Honourab le  
Mem ber for Pem b i n a  to review what h e  has sa id and 
to take the necessary act ion.  The Honourable Mem ber 
for P e m b i n a. 

The  Honourab le  Mem ber for T u rt le Mou n ta in .  

MR.  RANSOM:  M r. Speaker,  w i l l  you ru le  o n  whether 
or n ot the Attorney-Genera l  had a po int  of pr iv i lege 
on  t h e  bas is of t h e  fact  that h e  d id not conc lude h is 
po in t  of pr iv i l ege  w i th  a su bstant ive mot ion.  It i s  
c lear ly  out  of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le  G overnment  House 
Leader. 

MR. PENNER: I f  the Honourab le  Mem ber for Pem
bina after rev iewi n g  h i s  rem arks i s  not prepared to 
w i thd raw, I w i l l  have a mot ion.  

MR. SPEAKER: O rder  p lease. T here was not a m atter 
of p riv i lege s i nce i t  was not fo l l owed by a su bstant ive 
mot i o n ,  bu t  the  m atter was bro u g ht  to t h e  attent ion  of 
the  House  a n d  to t h e  attent ion  of the C h a i r. I w i l l  ask 
agai n t h at the Honourab le  M e m ber for Pem b i n a  
rev iew h i s  rem arks a n d  take t h e  appropr iate act ion .  

The Honourab le  Member for  Pem b i n a. 

M R .  ORCHARD: M r. Speaker, when the  governm e n t  
of t h i s  prov ince i s  represented i n  the H o u s e  i n  t h i s  
C h a m ber by the  House Leader, the present Attorney
General ,  t r ies to m uffle the opport u n ity for d ebate by 
Her  M ajesty's Loyal O p pos i t ion ,  I t h i n k  that i s  cause 
for concern for a l l  Man i tobans. 

F u rthermore,  M r. Speaker, when the  F i rst Leader, 
the  F i rst M i n ister of th i s  prov i nce a ided and abetted 
by h is Attorney-Genera l  are c h ast is i n g  mem bers of 
Her M aj esty's Loyal Oppos i t ion  for dar i n g  to step 
outs ide of t h i s  C h a m ber and speak to the p ress on  an 
issue of i m portance to a l l  ru ral M a n i toba, that i s  an 
issue of concern to a l l  Man itobans. 

I s  the Attorney-General who h as in the past spoke 
for the  freedoms and the l i berties and the r ights  of  
M a n i tobans ,  n ow deny ing Her  M ajesty's Loya l  O p po
s i t ion  t h e  r igh t  of freedom of speech to the m e m bers 
of the  p ress g a l l ery? Is that w h at he's say i n g ?  I s  t h at 
w h at t h i s  F i rst M i n ister is ask i n g  us to do,  not to speak 
to the  p ress? I t h i n k  a l l  M a n i tobans want to hear  t h at 
k i n d  of a stand ,  M r. Speaker. 

M R .  SPEAKER :  Order p lease. The Honourab le  M i n is
ter of Heal th  on a Po int  of O rder. 

MR. DESJARDI NS:  Yes, M r. C h a i rm a n , o n  a po in t  of 
order, I wou l d  l i ke to ask you to rule to see i f  the  
debate i s  actua l l y  o n  the mot ion  that we h ave i n  front 
of us. 
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M R .  SPEAKER: I be l ieve the  H o n o u rab le  M e m be r  for 
Pem b i n a  i s  m a k i n g  some i ntro u d u ctory remarks pr ior  
to dea l i n g  wi th  the matter on  the  O rder Paper. 

MR. D E SJARDINS:  M r. S peaker, d i d  I hear you cor
rect ly ,  a n d  r u l ed t h at t h i s  was a l l  r i gh t ,  t h at you can 
h ave i nt rodu ctory remarks and  cover the waterfront? 
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Is that what you are say i n g ? 

MR.  SPEAKER: That was m y  i ntent from hear i n g  the 
ho11ourable m ember. 

The Hon o u rab le  M e m ber  for Pem b i n a  to the  
Resolution .  

l\4R. QRCHAffQ: Thimk y o u ,  M r. Speaker .  I f  I m i g ht 
have the k i n d  attent ion fro m the Mi n i ster of Hea l th ,  I 
m i g ht cont i n u e  with my rem arks on the Reso lu t ion .  

M r. Speaker,  there have been a n u m ber of contr ibu
t ions to date o n  th is  Reso l u t i o n .  The n otab le  ones,  I 
m ust say, that I h ave heard are from my col leag ue the  
M LA fo r  Lakes ide  and  my c o l leag ue ,  t h e  M e m ber for 
R o b l i n-R usse l l  who contr i b uted to the debate on  th i s  
Reso lut ion  cons iderab le  t h o u g ht ,  cons iderable s u p
port and  Mr. S peaker ,  I cont rast that sharp ly  w i th  the 
contr i but ion  of some of t h e  m e m bers of the  g overn
ment  of this p rov i nce i n c l u d i n g  yesterday, the F i rst 
M i n ister's contr i buti o n .  

The bas ic  premise on  w h i c h  mem bers of the N . D .  
Party h ave approached this Reso lu t ion  i s  the  trad i
t iona l ,  soc i a l i st harangue  aga i nst the  CPR.  I want to 
para p h rase, I want to e m p h as ize that I have n o  part ic
u la r  l ove for t h e  C P R  but  I a lso h ave no part i cu la r  h ate 
for the CPR as is constantly demonstrated by mem bers 
of the N . D .  Party. 

You know,  th is  C row reso l u t i o n  and t h e  C row 
debate and the  issue of the C row fre ight  rates stems 
a l l  part ies.  I t  i s  be i n g  spoken to by a l l  p layers in the 
ra i l-fre ight  transportat ion issue.  I t  i s  n ot o n ly CPR 
that i s  say i n g  to the  Federa l  G overn ment  that the 
reven u es are i n adequate to hau l  g ra i n ,  i t  i s  the C N R .  

N o w  seld o m  do w e  h e a r  m e m bers o f  the  govern
ment mention C N R 's i n s istance that the fre ight  rates 
are i nadeq u ate for hau l i n g  g ra i n today. Do you k n ow 
why they don 't p ick  and  c h ast ise the C N R ?  Because 
the C N R  i s  the ep i tome of al l  its soc ia l i sts that the 
Man itoba govern ment  sta n d  for.  I t  i s  a Crown Corpo
rat ion .  I t  i s  owned by the peop le  and the people's 
ra i l road , the C N R  of Canada wants to have more 
money to h a u l  g ra i n  to exp o rt pos i t ion .  

You wou l d  t h i n k  f rom l iste n i n g  to the i r  contr ibut ion  
that o n l y  the  C P R  wants  m o re m o n ey to h a u l  g ra i n 
and that C . N .  w i l l  cont i n u e  to h a u l  it at the C row rate. 
That's n ot the case. But we n ever hear the N . D .  Party 
ment ion C . N. 's  role in t h e  Crow debate and the i r  
proposa ls  to the  Federal G overnment  because once 
agai n ,  M r. Speaker ,  I stress, that i s  a C rown Corpora
t ion ,  somet h i n g  that these peop l e  be l ieve ho lds  the 
future of Man itoba i n  its hand - C rown Corporat ions  
n ot pr i vate corporat ions  - the ir cr i t ic i sm wi l l  a lways 
be d i rected towards pr ivate corporat ions .  

The M i n ister of H i g hways a n d  Transportat ion ,  who 
I m i g ht say is  absent  today ,  w h i lst  h i s  Reso l ut ion  is 
be i n g  debated and w h i lst h is Attorney-General and 
G overnment  House Leader are deman d i n g  a vote on 
th is .  H is  own Mi n i ster of H i gh ways and Transporta
t ion is n ot tiere to close oeQate iis WOL!ld be a normal 
pract ice when a Reso lu t ion  i s  com i n g  to debate. 
Exp la i n  that to the peop le  of Mant i oba,  M r. Attorney
General  of the  Prov i nce of  M a n itoba,  and  the  i n so
lence that he dealt  w i th  t h i s  H ouse today in try i n g  to 
force a vote wi thout  the person sponsori n g  the  Reso
l ut ion bei n g  here to c l ose d ebate is  beyond compre
hens ion  and  i t  o n l y  s hows t h e  extreme i g norance that 

that man h as of the  method that th i s  H ouse is t radi
t iona l ly  run  on.  He can not have his jackboot way of 
ra i l road i n g  th is Oppos i t ion  to vote o n  a n  issue of 
i m portance to al l  M a n i tobans.  

M R .  SPEAKER:  O rder  p lease. O rder p lease. The 
Honourable M i n i ster of Natura l  Resou rces. 

HON.  AL MACKLING (St. J ames):  Yes, M r. S peaker, 
ear l ier  the M i n i ster of Health rose in his p l ace and 
q u est ioned as to whether or  not rem arks by the  Hon
ourab le  Mem ber for Pem b i n a  were to rem a i n  and 
re levant to the  debate before the House a n d  those 
were i ntrod u ctory remarks .  Now the honou rable 
mem ber, M r. S peaker,  h as been retu rn i n g  to remarks 
that have no  relevance to the matter before the House, 
the motion before the H ouse. I ask you to i n struct the 
Honourable M e m ber  for Pem b i n a  to conf ine  h i s  
remarks to the m atter before the House.  

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  for 
Pem b i na .  
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M R .  ORCHARD: Wel l ,  M r. Speaker ,  if I m i g ht get the 
Honourab le  M e m ber for St.  James' attent ion  for a 
br ief moment .  He ,  a long  w i th  the Attorney-Genera l , 
shou ld  take a l i t t le l esson on h ow reso lu t ions  and  b i l l s  
are debated i n  th i s  H ouse. 

I m i g ht rem i n d  the  M e m ber  for St .  J a m es t h at tradi
t ion has been that h e  who i ntroduces a Reso lu t ion  
trad i t ionally c loses debate. What  I was poi n t i n g  out  i s ,  
why  is  the G overn ment  House Leader now t ry i n g  to 
force a vote on t h i s  debate wi thout  the  c l os i n g  contr i
but ion by h is  M i n ister who i ntroduced i t?  I f  that isn ' t  
germane to the  debate date then I suggest the 
Mem ber for St .  J ames g o  and take lessons on  the 
R u les of th is House a long with the Govern ment 
House Leader so that they m i g ht better cond uct the 
operat ions  of t h i s  House i n  a cohesive fas h i o n .  for the 
betterment of a l l  M a n itobans and for the i nformat ion  
of  a l l  Man itobans.  That wou l d  be someth i n g  that  the  
Mem ber for St .  James cou l d  take  a l i t t le l esson on .  
Now i f  i t  i s n 't germane that the M i n ister of  Transporta
t ion  is not here to c lose debate, then I suggest the 
who le  operat ion  of th i s  House is i n  jeopardy. 

N ow, M r. S peaker,  before I was so rudely i n ter
ru pted by the M e m ber for St.  James,  I wou l d  l i ke to 
po int  out that the M i n ister of H i g h ways and Transpor
tat i o n  when he i ntroduced that Reso lu t ion  sa id ,  that it 
wou ld  not h ave been h i s  i ntent ion back in the 1 890s -
if he were a mem ber of the  Federal G overn ment  of 
that  day - to proceed wi th  the deve lopment  of the 
ra i l  road l i n k i n g  a l l  of Canada i n  the manner i n  w h i c h  
the  govern ment  o f  t h e  d a y  proceeded,  n a m e l y ,  to 
make land g rants and money g rants to a pr ivate com
pany w h i c h  l ater tu rned i nto C P R  for the construct ion 
of that ra i l  road . He sa id that he wou l d  have preferred 
d i rect government  i nvolvement .  Wel l that flies in the 
face of what happened because the governme11t 
d i rect ly tr ied on four  occas ions  to b u i ld t h e  ra i l road 
t h ro u g h  d i rect govern ment i n volvement and four 
t i m es i t  fa i l ed ,  M r. S peaker.  The only t ime i t  s u c
ceeded was when they came u p  w i th  a proposal  to 
amass pr ivate capita l  to the b u i l d i n g  of ra i l road 
t h ro u g h  land  g rants and t h ro u g h  cash g rants .  That is 
why we have Canada as a nat ion today. 
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B u t  the  mem bers of the N . D .  Party c hoose that 
constant ly to t h row back and  say that it has so m e  
horr id i m p l icat ions  f o r  Canada.  Wel l  t h e  horr id i m p l i
cat ions  it had for Canada,  bas is  1 890 facts , is that 
Canada is a nat ion  from sea to sea today and not a 
fractu red g ro u p  of prov i n ces that wou l d  h ave l ater 
becom e  part of the U n i ted States of America in west
ern Canada.  Western Canada is  now part of a nat ion  
f rom sea  to sea  because of that act ion ,  an act ion  that 
the  N . D .  Party say they wou l d  not have done.  Wel l ,  M r. 
Speaker ,  that  act ion  fa i led ,  the  act ion that they p ro
posed today fai led on  fou r  occass ions to l i n k  t h i s  
nat ion from s e a  to sea w i t h  a ra i l road .  So s o m e  of t h e  
i nformat ion  that's been g iven on  the Crow rate debate 
by the N . D .  Party is very very q uest ionab le ,  i t 's very 
q uest ionab le ,  M r. Speaker. 

Now yesterday the F i rst M i n ister spoke to t h i s  Reso
lu t ion .  H e  softened his posit i on  cons iderab ly ,  M r. 
Speaker.  Wel l ,  you k n ow ,  he 's try i n g  to tru m p  u p  a 
q u est ion  today from the M e m ber for G i m l i  so t h at h e  
c a n  now s e n d  Hansard o u t  to poor beleag uered A l l a n  
B l akeney i n  Saskatchewan who is  i n  the p rocess of 
los ing  an e lect ion ,  say i n g ,  "A l lan ,  I d i d n't  soften my 
posit ion  o n  the C row rate , p lease bel ieve me ,"  and t h i s  
is  what th i s  F i rst M i n ister abuses q uest ion  per iod try
i n g  to do .  

Now,  M r. Speaker ,  he wants  a vote today .  The  Hon
o u rab le  F i rst M i n ister of th is  prov i n ce wants  a vote o n  
th i s  i s s u e  today. H e  wants to st i f le the opport u n ity o f  
Her M aj esty's Loya l Oppos i t ion to contr ibute to t h i s  
d ebate. H e  wants to end  i t  today. He wants a vote 
today. 

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker,  I want to ask the F i rst M i n ister 
about four  s i m p l e  q uest ions ,  and I ' l l  make them very 
s i m pl e  so h e  m i g ht be able to answer t h e m .  Why 
wou l d  the F i rst M i n ister today want  to vote o n  t h i s  
Reso lu t ion  when i t  i s  o n l y  start i n g  next week that  h i s  
own govern ment i s  g o i n g  t o  com m u n it ies i n  r u ra l  
M a n itoba to present the Provi nc ia l  Govern m ent's 
pos i t ion?  Does h e  want a Resol ut ion to pass in t h i s  
H ouse wi thout  the  ref lect ion  of the co l lective t h o u g h t  
of farmers and prod ucers t h roughout the Prov i n ce o f  
M a n i toba w h i c h  are g o i n g  t o  be g iven t o  h i m  i n  the  
meet i ngs  of next week? 

Does h e  want the Reso l ut ion  to go without t h e  w is
d o m  of the farm com m u n ity of Man itoba? I f  t h at is  
w h y  h e  wants  a vote then I t h i n k  that's shamef u l .  I t  
s hows the  total d i s regard that the N . D .  Party has for 
r u ra l  M a n itoba and the farm com m u n ity.  They d on ' t  
care about the farm com m u n ity i n  rura l  Man itoba.  

I want to ask h i m ,  why h e  wou l d  pass th is  Resolu
t ion today without  properly ass i m i l at i n g  farmer reac
t i o n  at his farm meet i n gs? I want to know also,  why  
th i s  F i rst M i n ister is  so adamant about  g ett i n g  th i s  
Reso l ut ion  passed today , when i n  about  a week-and
a-ha l fs t ime we're going to have a prel i m i nary report 
from Dr .  C l ay G i lson who has co l lected the  t h o u g hts 
of  a l l  p rod ucer g ro u ps and affected part ies to the 
C row rate reso lu t ion .  Why does h e  want to vote today 
when  that i nformat ion  is com i n g  u p  i n  1 0  days t i m e  
a n d  m a y  alter the d i rect ion  of the Reso lu t ion?  Wel l I 
can't answer that ,  maybe the Fi rst M i n ister can .  

Wel l ,  why ,  M r. Speaker,  are  we ask i n g  for a vote 
today? I suggest to you one reason and one reason 
o n l y  why we want a vote today and that i s  to t ry and  
g i ve some g rasp ,  some straw to save d row n i n g  A l l a n  

B lakeney from an elect ion com i ng u p  o n  M onday.  
He's h o p i n g ,  he's hop i n g ,  M r. Speaker ,  that h e  cou ld  
get  somet h i n g  out  of th i s  Leg is lat u re to he lp  h is 
soc ia l i st bedfe l l ow i n  Saskatchewan get ree l ected 
when he's in extreme danger .  I want to po in t  out to 
h i m ,  that his soc ia l ist counterpart in Saskatchewan,  
M r. B lakeney, cal led a prov inc ia l  e lect ion h o p i n g  to 
f ight  i t  o n  the C row rate and that e lect ion  issue d isap
peared on  h i m  and now, M r. B lakeney is  in tro u b le .  

H is issue ,  h is lack l u ster g overn ment  has n o  other  
issue and  he h as ca l led upon  h i s  sou l  m ate in  M a n i 
toba,  the  F i rst M i n ister of t h i s  p rov i n ce to p rov i d e  h i m  
w i th  some straw t o  save h i m  from d row n i n g .  Wel l  I 
object,  Mr .  S peaker, to the F i rst M i n ister a n d  t h e  
Leader of the N ew Democrat ic  Party of M a n itoba,  
us i n g  M a n i toba farmers in  such  a cal lous way to p re
vent them the opport u n ity next week to have t h e i r  
op i n i o n s  voiced to h i s  travel l i n g  road show o n  t h e  
Crow rate and h ave i t  not ref lected i n  a Reso lu t ion  t h at 
he wants us to pass today. That ca l lous  d is rega rd for 
ru ral M a n itoba i s  why that govern ment n ever has and 
never wi l l  represent rural  Man itoba in th is  Leg i s l at u re .  
That is  a ca l lous  d is regard and i t ' s  pred icated s i m p l y ,  
M r. S peaker, o n  the pol i t ica l  des igns  of the N . D .  Party. 

And l et me tal k about that for a moment ,  let m e  ta l k 
about  that .  The  C row rate issue is one  of extre m e  
i m portance to western Canada. I t  i s  o f  extre m e  i m por
tance to ru ra l  Man i tobans.  It is of extreme i m portance 
to the  prod ucers of g ra i n ,  specia l  crops and  l i vestocks 
across the pra i r ie  p rov i nces. Farmers want to have a 
rat iona l  debate on the issues of the  C row rate - and i f  
the  F i rst M i n ister wou ld  q u it cac k l i n g  f rom h is  seat I 
m i g h t  be ab le  to tel l h i m .  W i l l  you k i n d l y  g ive m e  the 
honour  of l iste n i n g ?  Thank  you .  

Now,  M r. S peaker,  farmers want to u n dertake a 
log ica l  reasoned debate based u pon some factua l  
i n format ion o n  the C row rate, the i m p l i cat ions  of any 
change to the  Crow rate on  the ir  i n d ust ry a n d  o n  the i r  
i nd iv idua l  farm v iab i l i ty. Now ,  M r. S peaker, that means 
t h at the  debate shou ld  take p l ace in as fact u a l ,  in  as 
n o n part isan bas is  as cou l d  poss i b l y  happen but, M r. 
Speaker,  that isn ' t  what is happen i n g .  

T h e  Federal N . D .  Party i n  perus i n g  issues from 
w h i c h  they can g l ean extra seats in the next federal 
e lect ion ,  h ave said that the issue in Western Canada is 
the  C row rate a n d  i f  we can harness t h e  po l i t i cs  of the 
C row rate we w i l l  be ab le  to g lean t h ree, four ,  f ive ,  
maybe s ix  new seats i n  Western Canada .  

N o w  farmers h ave never asked for the  C row rate to  
be an  issue by wh ich soc ia l ist M . P .s  w i l l  be e lected to 
t h e  Federal Par l iament  - never .  T h ey h ave w anted 
the C row rate to be debated and p resented in a factua l  
way,  to k n ow what may happen to i t ,  to k n ow w h at the  
Federal G overn ment  proposi t ion  i s  bu t  t h at i sn ' t  what 
they're gett i n g ,  M r. Speaker. 
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T h ey are gett i n g  from the Federal N O P  M . P .s  i n  
t h e i r  m a i l outs from Ottawa a ser ies of q uest ionab le  
facts and f i gures about the C row rate a n d  t h ey are 
harness i n g  i t  as a po l i t ica l  issue. The po l i t ics  of the  
issue can be no  c learly ident i f ied than  by the fact  that 
i n  o u r  ne ig h bor ing  provi n ce of Saskatchewan ,  P re
m i e r  A l l a n  B lakeney of the  N . D .  Party ca l led  an e lec
t ion  on  the basis of f igh t ing  i t  o n  the C row rate, 
noth i n g  more ,  not h i n g  l ess. The N . D .  Party in Western 
Canada i s  re legat i n g  the Crow rate d ebate to a one
l i n e  s logan of "save the C row, don 't k i l l  the  Crow,"  n ot 
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to entertai n log ica l ,  factua l  and rationa l  debate on  the 
issue amon gst the  farm c o m m u n ity,  bu t  s i m pl y  to w i n  
e lectoral powers so they c a n  carry o n  the i r  programs 
of nat iona l i z i ng  farms ,  ra i l  roads and  al l  of the fac i l i t ies 
of prod uct i o n .  That's what they want to do. 

They don't want a log ica l  debate o n  the Crow rate, 
i t 's mer i ts ,  i t 's p rob lems .  They don 't want a rat iona l  
debate o n  the downfa l l s  a n d  the shortcom i n g s  of the 
federal proposal . N o .  They want to confuse the  issue 
wi th  s logans for c rass po l i t ica l  ga in  and  that's the 
prob lem .  

Now,  that's the  p rob lem i n  t h i s  i ssue ,  the farmers 
want to d iscuss i t .  They want to k n ow t h e  facts. Wel l ,  
w h at have they g o t  f o r  facts? They've g o t  a n  e lect ion  
com i n g  u p  i n  Saskatchewan where we see  some of 
the mem bers i n  t h i s  House weari n g  t h e  n ice l i t t le 
st ick-on buttons ,  pr i nted by the New Democrat ic 
Party of Saskatchewan w h i c h  has a dead C row. How 
i s  the  Crow k i l l ed ,  M r. Speaker? I t's k i l led  by a n  arrow 
w h i c h  I t h i n k  has some rac ist i m p l icat ions  and over
tones that the N . D .  Party haven't cons idered.  B ut ,  M r. 
Speaker,  the head of the arrow h as Prog ressive Con
servative on i t  a n d  the feathers o n  the a rrow h ave the  
L i b.era! Party e m b lem on  i t .  I f  that i sn 't a c rass po l i t ica l  
d i stort ion  of the C row rate issue ,  I don ' t  k now w h at i s .  
That  is  what  i s  confu s i n g  t h e  farmers in  Saskatch e
wan r ight  now,  they don 't be l i eve the N . D .  Party a n y  
more.  

Now,  th is govern ment  in th is p rovi nce has c h ose n ,  
w i t h  the except i o n  o f  the  F i rst M i n i ster's s peech yes
terday in wh ich  h e  softened h i s  pos i t ion  and h e  sa id  
yes ,  farmers are w i l l i n g  to pay more - h e  real izes that 
- he's softe n i n g  h i s  pos i t ion  from t h at t rad i t iona l  
nat iona l  farmers u n i o n  pos i t ion  t h at has a lways been 
part-and-parcel of any New Democrat ic farm pol i cy i n  
t h e  P rov i n ce o f  M a n itoba.  They,  bel i eve, M r. Speaker ,  
tru ly and honest ly ,  that a l l  farmers are represented by 
the Nat ional  Farmers U n io n .  They bel i eve that the 
Nat i ona l  Farmers U n i o n  po l i cy is  the one that the farm 
com m u n ity ag rees w i th .  

Wel l ,  M r. Speaker,  I want to tel l the mem bers of the  
New Dem ocrat i c  Party a n d  I want to u rge  them to  
cont i n u e  fol low i n g  the adv ice  of the  Nat iona l  Farmers 
U n i o n ,  because the Nat iona l  Farmers U n i o n  is out  of 
touch  with 98 percent of the farmers in M a n itoba.  As 
long as they fo l l ow the advice of the N FU they w i l l  be a 
one-term government  and  rural  M a n i toba w i l l  con
s istent ly  vote Conservat ive as they h ave in  the past 
n u m ber of elect ions .  

Now, M r. Speaker,  I want to te l l  you exact ly  what the 
N F U  represents,  those less  than 300 mem bers who 
are  so adamant  aga i nst the C row rate a n d  the Pep i n  
proposal a n d  any d i scuss ion  on  t h e  C row rate. They 
represent i n  the major ity l ess than 300 farmers, but  i n  
t h e  major i ty those farmers are genera l l y  t h e  ones that 
h ave gone broke;  they' re no  longer part of t h e  farm i n g  
com m u n ity;  they're no  longer  act ively engaged i n  
farm i n g ;  they've g o n e  broke i n  t h e  system a n d  hav i n g  
g9ne broke,  they're g o i n g  to share the wisdom o f  the i r  
exper ience of go ing  broke  w i th  the rest of the  farmers 
in Man i toba who ,  t h a n k  you very m u c h ,  a re s u rv i v i n g  
and m a k i n g  money and  l i v i n g  by the system ,  they 
want to s hare the i r  secret of g o i n g  broke so that a l l  
fa rmers i n  Man itoba c a n  go broke.  

U n fortunately the N . D . Party adheres to the po l icy 
admon i t ions  of the  Nat ional  Farmers U n i o n .  In other 

words, th is govern ment wants al l  farmers to g o  broke 
as better than half  the mem bers of the  N F U  h ave to 
date. T hat's the po l icy  deve lopment  they want  to go 
to .  

The b ig issue in the Crow rate accord i n g  to mem bers 
o pposite I 've l i stened to, i s  the fact t h at they don't  
want farmers to pay more m oney. They want farmers 
to retai n the rate that's there,  farmers can not stand to 
spend more m o ney.  Mr. S peaker,  that's f i ne ,  I don't  
want farmers to spend more money e i ther .  I 'd l i ke to 
h ave fre ight  rates forever and a day at 15 cents a 
bushe l  for wheat. 

O kay but, what h as the Nat iona l  Farmers U n io n  to ld 
t h e  N . D . Party to do about th is  l i t t le  goody? We h ave 
heard noth i n g  from the N . D . party on t h i s  a n n o u nce
ment ,  " U . S .  Canada Seaway Toll H i kes ."  I n  1982 ,  th i s  
c u rrent  f i sca l  year, seaway to l l s  o n  fre i g h t  of g ra in  i n  
t h e  G reat Lakes System i s  go ing  to g o  u p  17  percent 
and  i t  w i l l  g o  up 8 percent n ext year. Has the N . D .  
Party sa id anyt h i n g  about that? H ave they sa id t o  the 
Federal  G overn ment ,  farmers cannot afford to pay 
more on  the seaway where 95 percent of M a n i toba's 
g ra i n  goes, d o  they say anyth i n g ?  No. They ' re d u m b ly 
s i lent  because there's no po l i t ics i n  conde m n i n g  sea
way rates, but there is  po l i t ics accord i n g  to them i n  
condem n i ng t h e  C row rate changes.  

H ave we seen the  N . D .  Party in th is p rovi nce last 
spri n g ,  when the g ra i n h a n d lers were o n  str ike i n  
T h u n der Bay,  when the labour  u n ions  i n  T h u n der 
Bay,  the b u d d i es of the N . D .  Party were o n  str ike 
thwarti n g  the del ivery of gra ins  from M a n itoba farmers ,  
k i l l i n g  the M a n i toba farm economy,  los ing  sa les ,  p re
vent i n g  the payment  of o perat i ng  loans t h ro u g h  the 
sa le of g ra i n  by o u r  Man itoba farmers because the 
u n io n ,  the i r b u d d i es were on  st r ike? Was t here one 
M a n itoba N ew Democrat that sa id  anyth i n g  about  
that? No .  
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They d i d n 't say a word about the i ncrease i n  wages 
that those u n ion  people took from Man itoba farmers 
i n  M a n itoba because the e levator charges went u p  to 
ref lect h igher  wage costs of the i r u n i o n  budd ies i n  
T h u nder  Bay. D i d  they say a word about that? No .  
Deat h l y  s i lent ,  M r. Speaker,  because i f  they sa id  a 
word agai n st the labour  u n i ons,  the labour  u n ions  
m ight  n ot wa lk  arm i n  arm down the street i n  sol idarity 
forever with the New Democrat ic Party. Wel l ,  Mr. 
Speaker, i t  i s  i ncreased cost to the farmer. Everyt i m e  a 
l a b o u r  u n i o n  goes on stri ke i n  Thu nder  Bay a n d  p re
vents the  s h i p ment of Man itoba g ra i n s  to an export 
m arket, it costs M a n itoba farmers m o n ey .  I t 's l ost 
sa les and  when you lose a sa le ,  you lose it forever. B u t  
they're strange ly  s i lent  about that because the i r  u n i o n  
budd ies wou l d n ' t  l e t  them ta l k out  a b o u t  those k i n d  of 
cost i n creases to the farmer. Not a word.  So I l et m y  
case stan d  on  t h at ,  M r. Speaker,  that t h i s  issue i s  
str ict ly a po l i t ica l  issue that t h e  N . D .  Party hopes to 
garner more seats in the next federal e lect ion .  

Now,  M r. S peaker ,  why are farmers i n  a state of 
some confus ion over th is  issue of C row rate r ight  
now? Wel l ,  I ' l l  te l l  you why ,  M r. Speaker, because, 
t rad i t iona l ly ,  farmers d i strust the N . D .  Party in M a n i
toba.  They don 't vote for them .  They don 't bel ieve i n  
t h e  pr i n c i p les espoused b y  t h e  N . D .  Party s u c h  as 
state owners h i p  of l and ,  such  as market i n g  boards ,  
prod uct ion contro ls  and the a i ry-fa i ry statem ents that 
we heard i n  t h e  M i n ister of Economic  Devel opment's 
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presentat ion  of Est i m ates on Agr icu l ture, and  the way 
land  s h o u l d  be he ld  a n d  the way land  is be i n g  r u i ned 
and m i ned ,  etc. They don 't bel ieve in that for one 
m o ment ,  M r. Speaker,  so anyth i n g  the N . D .  Party says 
about  agri c u l t u ra l  po l i cy i s  taken with  a g reat deal  of 
d i strust and v iewed w i th  a j a u n d i ced eye by farmers i n  
Man i toba. 

The secon d  reason t here's confus ion ,  M r. Speaker, 
i s  because farmers in M a n itoba abso l ute ly do not 
t rust the Federal L i beral Govern ment .  Here we h ave, 
M r .  Speaker,  a s i tuat ion in the rural co m m u n i t ies 
where the Federal L i beral  Govern ment is p ropos i n g  a 
change .  The Prov inc ia l  N O P  are say i n g  that change is  
wro n g .  They h ave advice on  one s ide  from a Federal 
L i beral G overn ment they d i strust, and they h ave 
i nformat ion  on the  other s ide  com i n g  from an N . D . 
Party they d i strust eq u a l l y  as m u c h  i n  ru ral M a n itoba.  
Hence the confus io n .  

M r. Speaker,  when the M i n ister o f  H i g h ways a n d  
Transportat ion  i ntrod u ced t h i s  reso l u t i o n ,  he sa id ,  
"We want  i t  to be a non-part isan debate . "  And what 
then  d i d  the M i n i ster of Transportat ion  pro m pt ly  fol
low up w i th?  Wel l ,  i t 's g o i n g  to be a n on-part isan 
debate ,  he says and  he fo l l owed u p  wi th  a press 
release in w h i c h  he says that farmers w i l l  be pay i n g  
fou r  t i mes the C row rate i n  about f ive years and  near ly 
1 O t i mes the C row rate in 1 990. He c la i ms th is i n forma
t i o n  to be developed i n  M a n itoba.  He c l a i m s  t h i s  to be 
i nformat ion  developed by the Man itoba Department 
of Transportat i o n .  Wel l ,  M r. Speaker ,  I ' l l  te l l  you 
where that i nformation  came fro m .  I t  came d i rectly 
out of a n  e lect ion  b roch u re from the Prov i nce of Sas
katchewan put out by the H o n o u ra b l e  Gordon 
M c M u rchy who i s  f i gh t i n g  the Pep i n  P lan  that comes 
from - they don 't have page n u m bers - but it 's Table 
1 ,  Cost of Pra i r ie  Transport u nder the  Pep i n  P lan .  
That's where the M i n i ster of Transportat ion's i n for
mat ion  came from i n  t h i s  press release. N ow,  do you 
u nderstand ,  M r. Speaker,  why farmers in rural Man i 
toba  are  confused about  the so-cal led factua l  i n for
mat ion that i s  bei n g  p resented by the N . D .  Party? 

It comes d i rect ly from N ew Democrat i c  Party e lec
t i o n  campai g n  m ater ia l  in the Prov i nce of Saskatche
wan .  I t 's i m ported by that ver i tab le sta lwart of agr icu l 
t u ra l  po l i cy for M a n i toba,  B i l l  Jansen ,  who was 
i m ported from Saskatchewan by the M i n ister of 
H i g hways and  Transportat ion  at $5, 000 a month  p l u s  
expenses, to write a C row-rate pos i t i o n ,  t o  wr i te a 
beef- i n come pos i t ion  a n d  to ru i n  the b l oody farm 
eco nomy l i ke he tr ied to do in the e i g h t  years of the 
Sch reyer ad m i n istrat i o n .  Now you ask why farmers of 
M a n i toba d i strust t h i s  N O P  Party over here? I ' l l  tel l 
y o u  why they do .  I t 's because of that k i n d  of recycled ,  
o ut-of-date t h i n k i n g  f rom B i l l  J a nsen a n d  the Sas
katchewan N O P .  

I want t o  t e l l  y o u  one  other t h i n g  that makes the 
farmers of M a n itoba terr i b l y  d i strustfu l .  I t 's the M arch 
26th p ress release put out  by the M i n ister of H i g h ways 
a n d  Transportat ion  i n  w h i c h  he uses the T u rchen ie
w i c h  Report .  He says the T u rchen iew ich  Report has 
ident i f ied t h at farmers are g o i n g  to pay 3.4 t i m es the 
C row rate to m ove t h e i r  g ra i n .  C lear ly in th i s  press 
release and  any i nformat ion  he has g iven out so far, 
he leaves the precise i m p ress ion  t h at the farmer, 
tomorrow, wi th  the adopt ion  of the Pep i n  p ro posal 
w i t h  pay 3.4 t i mes the C row rate. A n d ,  M r. S peaker ,  i n  
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q u estio n i n g  h i m  i n  h i s  Est i m ates, he cou l d n 't back 
that up.  I u nderstan d  why he can't back i t  u p  because 
the Turchen iewich Report has n o  re levance to the  
Pep i n  proposa l .  The Turchen iewich  Repo rt was  done 
with the basic q uest ion  bei n g  asked: what w i l l  happen 
i f  farmers have to p ick  u p  the ent i re c o m pensatory 
fre i g h t  rate? And that's when we pay 3.4 t i mes. The 
Pep i n  proposa l  says i t  w i l l  p i ck  up the  d i fferent ia l  to 
3.4 t i mes the fre ight  rate so that farmers t h i s  year w i l l  
pay no  add i t iona l  cost, b u t  c lear ly  t h e  i m p ress ion  
f rom t h i s  press release by the M i n i ster of H i gh ways 
and Transportat ion  is that farmers are i m m ed i ate ly 
going to pay more.  

Now do you u n derstand  the confus io n  in rural  
Man itoba? And th is p ro m i sed by a M i n ister of Trans
po rtat i o n  who says h e  wants th is to be a n o n-part isan 
debate. Now, further ,  do you u n derstan d ,  M r. Speaker, 
why we want not to vote o n  t h i s  today, but to cont i n u e  
debat i n g  t h i s ,  part i cu lar ly i n  v iew o f  the fact that M i n 
ister o f  Transportat i o n  i s  g o i n g  to the  peop le  o f  M a n i 
t o b a  n ext week w i t h  f i v e  m eeti ngs  t h roug hout  rura l  
M a n i toba to l isten to the  farmers? I want to hear the 
farmers' react ions  to t h i s  k ind of m is lead i n g  state
ment put out by the M i n ister of H i g h ways and 
Transportat ion .  

B u t  they don ' t  want that k ind  of i nformat ion and  
feedback to come f rom r u ra l  M a n i toba.  They want to  
cont i n u e  hav ing t h e i r  NFU budd ies g o  to t h ese meet
i n g s  a n d  crowd the  m i crophon es w i th  N F U  mem bers 
ask i n g  the q uest ion  so t h at the leg i t i m ate farmers ,  the 
farmers that are st i l l  in  bus i ness, cannot get u p  and  
ask  an honest, fort h ri g h t  q uest ion  of the speakers 
there.  That has happened at every - ( l nterj ect ion ) 
a n d  t h e  M i n ister o f  Hea l th  i s  say i n g ,  " O h ,  that's not 
r i gh t . "  H e  h asn't  been to farm meet i n g s  l i ke  I have.  I 
have seen every farm meet i n g  I have been to on a 
controvers ia l  issue ,  they're p l ugged w i th  the N F U  
ad herants i n  t h i s  prov ince  a n d  those people crowd to 
the m icrophones,  ask al l  of the l eft-w i n g  q uest ions  
that  favou r  the N . D . Party and  the l eg it i m ate farmers 
are thwarted from gett i n g  to t hose m i kes. And ,  M r. 
Speaker ,  that's w h at w i l l  happen i n  W i n k ler ;  that's 
what w i l l  happen i n  Brandon ,  Dau p h i n  and every 
other  p lace that th i s  govern ment is tak i n g  the i r  cam
pa i g n .  The N FU w i l l  be t here in force;  the same peo
ple, the same g ro u p  ask i n g  the same q uest ions  at 
every meet i n g .  A n d  t h ey try to m i s lead the news peo
ple that are there w i th  the i m press i o n  that represents 
leg i t i m ate farm q u est ions .  Wel l ,  noth i n g  cou ld  be 
fu rther  from the t ruth ,  M r. Speaker.  

Now, M r. Speaker ,  a n other  l i tt le i tem that the 
farmers of Man i toba h ave been s u bjected to by the 
M i n ister of H i g h ways a n d  Transportat i o n ,  is  the 
development  of w h at the cost  per h o lder of s h i p p i n g  
g ra i n  by ra i l  wou l d  be w i t h  a s c e n a r i o  of u p  t o  f ive 
t i m es statutory rate. I q u est ioned them on that. I sa id ,  
"When i s  th i s  expected to happen? When do you 
expect M a n i toba farmers w i l l  be pay i n g  f i ve t i m es 
Crow rate?" And he says he doesn't  k n ow. Wel l then ,  
what i s  the po in t  of t h i s?  A n d  I s u b m it ,  M r. Speaker,  
the  po in t  of i t  i s  to scare and m i s lead the farm com
m u n ity ,  not to p resent them with the facts as the 
M i n ister of H i g hways a n d  Transportat ion  had sa id 
wou l d  be part and  parce l  of th i s  debate i n  ru ral  Man i
toba; no ,  but rather  to ra ise the a u ra of fear  out  there in  
the ru ra l  com m u n i t ies  so that l o g i c a l ,  rat iona l  debate 
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cannot take p lace o n  the issue.  Press release by M r. 
Usk iw :  " I ncreased ra i l  spe n d i n g  to benefit Man itoba 
least ,"  and he uses that for a j ust if icat ion  to oppose 
any change in the Crow rate. 

M r. S peaker,  I respectfu l l y  s u b m i t  that h as n o  re l e
vance to the  issue;  it has no relevance whatsoever. I n  
fact , the way it 's p resented b y  the M i n ister of H i g h
ways a n d  Transportat ion  it i s ,  i n deed , m is lead i n g  and  
i t  i s ,  i n deed , tel l i n g  the peop le  of Man itoba i ncorrect 
i n format ion because, M r. Speaker ,  i t  says that Man i 
toba  shou l d  not bas ica l ly support i n c reased ra i l  
i nvestment  i n  western Canada because o n l y  4 . 7  per
cent of that money w i l l  be spent i n  Man itoba;  t h at 
Man itoba's system is operat i n g  q u ite wel l ,  t hank  you 
very m u c h .  

There is  a f law to that arg u ment ,  M r. Speaker,  a n d  
the M i n ister o f  H i g h ways a n d  Transportat i o n  k n ows 
t here's a flaw to it but he sti l l  puts out that k i n d  of 
m i s lead i n g  press releases. The flaw, q u ite s i m p ly ,  M r. 
Speaker ,  is that if the m o ney is n ot spent by who
mever, to i ncrease the capaci t ies t h rough  the moun
tai n reg i o n  where m ost of the  m o n ey i s  bei n g  spent ,  
then g ra i n  s h i p ments can n ot use the  l i m ited capacity 
out  there,  so that the i nc rease in g ra i n  m ovement can't 
go to the  West Coast. Therefore, w here wi l l  i t  go ,  M r. 
Speaker? I t  w i l l  come t h ro u g h  Thu nder  Bay and you 
k now what the effect of that wi l l  be on Man itoba 
farmers, the  prod u cers that th is govern ment  c l a i m s  to 
protect? What w i l l  happen when i n c reased m ove
ments ,  because of lack of capacity t h ro u g h  the m o u n
ta i n  reg i o n ,  th rott les exports t h ro u g h  the port of Van
couver and Prince R u pert? What w i l l  h a p pe n  is 
s h i p ments fro m Saskatchewan and even A l berta w i l l  
c log the Man itoba system t o  T h u n der Bay, and  that 
w i l l  red uce the de l i very opport u n i t ies of M a n itoba 
farmers;  the  very farmers t h at party c la ims to be pro
tecti n g .  T h i s  press release i s  false, Mr. Speaker,  in the 
i m p ress i o n  i t  l eaves w i th  the  peop le  of Man itoba,  w i th  
the farmers of  Man itoba.  

Any i m p rovement  in capacity to the West Coast w i l l  
benef i t  M a n i toba farmers because i i  w i l l  m ove 
i ncreased amou nts of g ra i n  to the west coast to get a 
h i gher  f . o . b .  pr ice out  of Vancouver w h i c h  i s  pooled 
by al l  p rod u cers, i n c l u d i n g  the  prod ucers in M a n itoba 
so that our pr ices go u p  as more exports g o  t h ro u g h  
Vancouver .  The M i n i ster o f  Transportat i o n  k n ows 
that but h e  s u re doesn't te l l the story at t h i s  press 
release. So, n ow do you see why M a n itoba farmers 
are concerned? 

M r. S peaker ,  I not ice t h at you are g i v i n g  m e  t h e  f ive 
m i n ute s i g n a l ;  I rea l l y  reg ret that because there are 
many ,  many issues that are g o i n g  to be d iscussed o n  
the  C row rate i n  t h i s  C h a m ber over t h e  next several 
weeks. I am o n l y  half way th rough  the issues that I 
want to d iscuss today; l ' m ·o n l y  ha l f  way t h ro u g h .  But ,  
M r. S peaker,  I w i l l  accept that there's on ly  f ive m i n
utes l eft. 

But I want to j u st put o n e  more po int  on  the l i ne .  
There was one p ress release that was m iss i n g ;  the 
press release bei n g  an ana lys is  of what the  posit ive 
i m pact wou l d  be on the Port of C h u rc h i l l  if the Federal 
Govern ment  succeeds in rais i n g  fre ight  rates o n  g ra i n  
i n  western Canada.  The Port o f  C h u rc h i l l  w i l l  receive 
g reater v o l u mes of gra in because i t  i s  the  shortest 
d i stance t h at g ra i n can travel to a sal t-water port .  I s  
t here a n y  ment ion  o f  that benef i t  t o  Man itobans i n  the  

Port of C h u rc h i l l ?  No ,  t here's n o  ment ion  of t h at .  
There's o n l y  the  negat ive t h i ngs  on  the C row rate 
debate as i f  there was on ly  one way to go and that is 
negative. 

M r. Speaker,  I ' m  concerned about this i n sert to the 
Man itoba Co-operator because i t  was j ust put  out  and 
I j ust rece ived i t  t h i s  morn i n g .  This i nsert, by the 
M i n ister of H i g h ways and Transportat ion  of the  P rov
i nce of Man itoba,  conta ins a s u m mary of the p ress 
re leases w h i c h  I h ave sa id  are so q uest ionab le  i n  t h e i r  
factua l  presentat i o n  a n d  th i s  h a s  gone out  to every 
s i n g l e  farmer i n  ru ra l  M a n i toba who is a s u bscr iber  to 
the Man itoba Co-operator. 

That isn 't the n on-part isan factua l  debate that the 
M i n i ster of H i g h ways and Transportat ion  prom i sed 
us in th i s  House when he i ntroduced th is  reso l u t i o n .  

M r. Speaker,  I w a n t  t o  bas ica l ly  c lose b y  say i n g  t h at 
we i ntend to debate t h i s  resolu t ion  f u l l y  i n  th i s  H ouse.  
We don 't i ntend to be i n t i m idated by the Attor ney
General ,  the Govern ment  House Leader, in attem pt
i n g  to c l ose t h e  debate on t h i s  very i m portant issue to 
rural M a n i tobans .  I am g o i n g  to speak on  th i s  reso lu
t ion  agai n and I may speak  on  i t  a t h i rd t ime ,  and  many 
of m y  mem bers a re g o i n g  to do that and you k now 
w h at we' re g o i n g  to ref lect every s i n g l e  t ime  we speak 
on  t h i s  reso l u t i o n ,  M r. Speaker? We are g o i n g  to have 
the  o pportu n ity to com ment o n  the farm meet i ngs 
that are go ing to take p l ace n ext week ;  we are go ing to 
have the opport u n ity to comment  on  the recommen
dat ions  of the G i l son  Report ,  because I submi t  w i th  a l l  
d u e  respect, M r. S peaker, that we are shoot i n g  at a 
mov ing  target r i gh t  now.  O ne can not be for or agai nst 
the  Pep i n  proposal  because we don 't k n ow what  the 
G i lson Report is  g o i n g  to reco m mend the changes,  i f  
any ,  a n d  I stress, i f  any ,  should be to the farm i ncome.  

We don 't even k now what k ind of use the Federal 
M i n ister w i l l  make  of the G i lson Report ,  i f  any ,  
a lt h o u g h  I fu l l y  s uspect he w i l l  make some use of i t ,  
but  that does not  affect the  N .D .  Party i n  t h i s  prov i n ce 
because the i r's is a pol i t ica l  motive,  not a m ot ive to 
resolve an issue that  has vast i m portance to the farm 
com m u n it ies of M a n itoba.  Bear in m i nd ,  Mr .  S peaker, 
the  N . D .  Party doesn't care about the farm com m u n ity 
in M a n itoba. They care about their pol i t ica l  s u rv ival  
a n d  l o ngevity in western Canada and that is  a l l .  They 
w i l l  use any means to gain that ;  they w i l l  enterta i n  l i e  
campa igns ;  t h e y  w i l l  d i stort the  truth ,  M r. Speaker ;  
they won't  speak to the  issue for the  benefit of rural  
M a n itoba. 
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M r. Speaker,  I f i rm ly  object to any effort on t h e  part 
of the N . D .  govern ment today to br i ng th is  issue to a 
vote and to t hwart further d iscussion and contr i but ion 
by o u r  s ide of the  H ouse, represent ing  the farm com
m u n ity as we do ,  and  when we want to ref lect the  
fee l i ngs of the  farm com m u n ity as  expressed at the  
meet ings ,  the feel i ngs  of the farm com m u n ity as p res
ented to G i lson t h rough  the farm organizat ions w h ose 
m e m bersh ips  exten d  to the length and breadth of the 
farm i n g  com m u n ity i n  Man itoba, Saskatchewan and 
A l berta - ( I nterject ion ) - the NFU wasn't  at  t h e  G i l 
sons Report ;  they boycotted i t ,  s o  w e  are heari n g  from 
the leg it i m ate farm g ro u ps,  n ot the N F U ,  w h e n  we 
hear from the G i lson Report .  

Now,  M r. Speaker ,  we want the opport u n i ty to 
amend t h i s  reso l ut ion  because we t h i n k  there are 
areas th i s  govern ment  has m issed i n  present i n g  t h i s  
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reso l u t i o n ,  so an amend ment  w i l l  be forthco m i n g .  
W h e n  that amendment i s  forthco m i n g  I w i l l  g u a rantee 
you ,  M r. S peaker ,  that I w i l l  speak agai n on t h i s  issue ,  
but  I w i l l  o n l y  be ab le  to do i t  i f  the Attorney-General  
ta kes h is j ac kboots off and a l lows the debate to con
t inue i n  th is  C h a m ber .  That i s  the on ly t ime  I ' l l  be ab le 
to do i t .  

The M i n ister for Economic  Development  i s  say i n g  
"shame."  D i d  she n o t  hear the Attorney-Genera l  t ry
i n g  to t h wart debate on th i s  issue today in the H ouse? 
D id  she  n ot hear  t h at ;  does she agree w i th  the jack
boot tact ics of t he Attorney-Genera l?  M r. Speaker ,  I 
can ' t  bel i eve that the M i n ister of Econo m i c  Deve lop
ment wou ld  ag ree with that .  

M r. Speaker ,  h as my t ime exp i red? I j u st h ave one 
more word .  We want the  opport u n ity to cr i t ique  any 
recom m endat ion that comes out of the G i lson Report. 
We want the opport u n ity to offer suggest ions  i n  
adden d u m  t o  t h e  G i lson Report a s  representatives of 
the farm com m u n ity .  We do not want that opport u n ity 
thwarted by a govern ment  that wants to sty m i e  and  
s i lence the oppos i t ion  who represent the rura l  M a n i
toba com m u n it ies .  

MR. SPEAKER:  O rder p lease. The Honourab le  M i n is
ter of N at u ra l  Resou rces. 

MR. MACKLING:  M r. Cha i rman ,  I rise to part ic i pate 
on the debate on the Reso lu t ion  that is  before t h i s  
H ou se w i th  s o m e  trep idat io n ,  and  my t rep idat i o n ,  M r. 
Speaker ,  is that I w i l l  conta i n  the j ust i f iab le  anger t hat 
I fee l w it h i n  me at the  way in w h i c h  the off ic ia l  opposi
t ion i n  th is  Leg is lat u re has dealt  w i th  th is  Reso lu t ion .  

M r. Speaker,  the v i tu perative outburst f rom the  
Member  for Pem b i n a  u n derl i nes my concern .  He sa id  
from h i s  c h a i r  and  he repeated aga i n ,  the ep i thet of 
jack boot tact ics and , M r. Speaker ,  that is  fore i g n  to 
th is  Leg is lat u re .  That be longs across the sea where 
the Honou rable Attorney-General went to f ight  to 
p rotect h i s count ry and for the H o n o u rab le  Mem ber 
for Pem b i n a  to use that k i n d  of s lur is  a d isgrace to t h i s  
House and a d i sgrace to the  e lectors o f  Pem b i na .  I t ' s  a 
shame. 

M r. Speaker ,  I have d i ff i c u lty constrai n i n g  my feel
i n gs when the h o n o u rab le  mem bers have obv ious ly 
atte m pted to frust rate debate i n  th i s  Leg is lature on 
th is  Reso l ut ion .  

The other  day the  H o n o u rab le Mem ber for Portage 
la  Pra i r ie  adjou rned the debate, h e  sought  to adjo u rn 
the debate today aga in  and  frust rate any f u rther  
debate o n  it .  The Attorney-General as  House Leader 
made i t  clear that we wanted the Reso l ut ion  debated. 
For the H o n o u rab le  Mem ber for Pem b i n a  to suggest 
that u rg i n g  debate i n  t h i s  House is m u zz l i n g  debate is  
so far from log ic  that I can ' t  u n derstand how h e  cou ld  
be e lected to t h i s  H ouse,  to suggest m uzzl i ng debate. 
We have sought ,  M r. Speaker, 

MR. SPEAKER:  O rder  p lease. Does the H o n o u rab le  
Member  for Portage la  Pra i r ie  have a poi nt of order? 

MR. HYDE: O n  a point of order,  Mr .  Speaker ,  the 
honourab le  m e m ber  stated that I adjou rned the 
debate, I d id .  I a lso made i t  known th i s  morn i n g  i n  t h i s  
Leg is lat u re that the debate cou ld  cont i nue .  I d i d  not 
a dj o u rn the  debate th is morn i n g .  The H o n o u rab le  
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M i n i ster is wrong i n  mak ing  that statement .  

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. A d i spute about the 
facts between two mem bers does not const i tute a 
poi n t  of order.  

The H o n o u rable M i n ister of Natu ral Resou rces. 

M R .  MACK L I N G :  M r. Speaker, the gyrat ions ,  the 
movements ,  the u n certa i nt ies of the off ic ia l  opposi
t ion conf i rmed what I bel ieved to be fact ,  they d i d n't  
k n ow what they were g o i n g  to do because they 
wanted to postpone debate i n  th i s  H ouse on th is  
issue .  Why ,  M r. Speaker? Why? Because of an e lec
t i o n  in o u r  s ister p rov i nce .  And what d i d  they do, Mr .  
Speaker? They carr ied on  the most s leazy pol i t ica l  
maneuver i n g  o n  an  issue that's i m portant to the 
farmers of  th i s  country the l i kes of wh ich we've never 
seen before. 

The F ree Press ed i t ion  of Apr i l  23 q u otes, and the  
head l i n e  i s  so m is lead i n g :  " Pawley softe n i n g  stand 
o n  C row rate Conservatives say . "  I can assu re you ,  
M r. Speaker ,  j ust as certa i n  as I 'm sta n d i n g  here that 
h o n o u rab le  mem bers e n g i n eered a conversat ion  with 
the p ress, gave them th i s  so-cal led story ,  rushed that 
to t h e i r  d i v i n e  leader i n  Saskatchewan a n d  t h i s  is the 
worst, d i rt iest k ind of pol i t ics that  th i s  p rov i nce has 
ever seen .  

Let m e  q uote from the art ic le .  Here's the  Honour
ab le  M e m ber - the Honourab le  Mem ber - fo r  M o rris 
say i n g :  "The Reso l ut ion  is  written loosely and g i ves 
the opport u n ity to come away from the govern ment's 
entrenched posi t ion ,  he sa id . "  Wel l ,  l et 's look at the 
Reso lu t ion .  

"TH E R E F O R E  B E  I T  R ESOLVED that t h i s  House 
express its strong  d isapproval of the u n i l ateral and 
soc i a l l y  and eco n o mica l l y  u n acceptab le  proposal  of  
the  Federa l  Government  to remove the  statutory rates 
on g ra i n . "  How is  that loosely worded, M r. Speaker? 
T h at's a bso l ute nonsense,  that's m isch ief, that's pol it
ical m isch ief on  the part of the M e m be r  for M o rr is .  The 
fact that in the i r  dev ious  way they have tried to s l i p  
and s l i d e  on  th i s  i s s u e  u n der l i nes the i r po l i t i ca l  u n cer
tai n ty i n  th i s  p rovi n ce,  M r. Speaker .  

The  few speakers that have add ressed th is issue 
from the opposit i o n  s ide have wobbled and  waddled 
and st radd led each s ide  of the q uest i o n .  They've 
shown the i r  comp lete po l i t i cal  coward ice on th i s  
q uest i o n .  The  H o n o u rab le  Member fo r  Pem b i n a  i n  h i s  
u tter arroga n ce,  i n  h i s  demea n i n g  statements i n  th i s  
House  ta lks  about  confu s i n g  the farmers of  Man itoba. 
Wh at's confu s i n g  to the  farmers of M a n i toba who 
elected a g ood n u m ber  of mem bers across the  way, is  
the utter i ncom peten ce,  the utter i rrespon s i b i l ity of 
the oppos i t ion  in respect to th is q uest i o n .  The  s i lence 
of t h e  h o n o u rab le  m e m bers, Mr .  Speaker ,  on th is  
q uest ion  is  deafe n i n g  . . .  

M R .  S P E AK E R :  O rd e r  p l ease .  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  
Member  f o r  T u rt le  M o u ntai n on  a po int  o f  o rder .  

MR. RANSOM:  Yes, M r. Speaker,  on  page 1 07 of 
Beauchesne,  the  F i ft h  Edit ion,  " i rrespon s i b le" is  l isted 
as an u n par l i amentary term and I wou ld  req u est that 
the M i n ister w i thd raw that charge. 

M R .  S P E A K E R :  T h e  H o n o u r a b l e  M i n i s t e r  of 
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Natura l  Resou rces. 

MR. MACKLING:  M r. Speaker.  i f  to ca l l  an honour
ab le  member 

·
i s  i rrespon s i b le ,  is u n par l i a mentary, I 

reg ret that because I be l ieve it s h o u l d  n ot be but  if it i s  
then ,  M r. S peaker,  i t ' s  very easy f o r  m e  to su bstitute 
the p h rase , that the honourab le  mem ber is without 
respon s i b i l i ty .  I ass u me that  that w i l l  be acceptab le  to 
the honourable mem ber. 

MR. SPEAKER:  The H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for Turt le  
Mou ntai n .  

M R .  RANSOM: M r. Speaker ,  o n  the p o i n t  of order,  I 
s i m p l y  am d raw i n g  the r u l e  to your  attent ion ,  S i r, 
because I k n o w  that i t 's  y o u r  d es i re that  we st i c k  as 
c losely as we can to the r u l es .  

M R .  SPEAK E R :  O n  the  sam e  point  of order ,  the Hon
ourab le M i n ister? 

MR. MACKLING:  No, I ' m  n ot .  I ' m  wait i n g .  

M R. SPEAKER:  I ' m  referri n g  t o  Beauchesne a n d  the 
reference g iven to m e  by t h e  H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for  
T u rt le  M o u ntai n .  I f i n d  that " i rrespons i b le" appears to 
be the t it le d raw i n g  the readers eye to the fact that the  
words " i rrespons ib le  mem bers and i rrespons i b le  rep ly  
were deemed as  u n par l i a m entary" in  the  past  i n  
Ottawa. I a m  a l i tt l e  u n certa i n  whether t h e  use o f  the 
part i cu la r  word i n  t h e  p h rase used by the  H o n o u rab le  
M i n i ster const i tuted the use of u n par l i am entary lan
g u age.  S i n ce i t 's  been d rawn to the  attent ion  of the  
House and to the  M i n ister, perhaps  the M i n i ster cou l d  
cont i n u e  w i t h  h i s  remarks.  

The Honourab le  M i n ister of N atura l  Resou rces. 

MR. MACKLING:  M r. Speaker, I apprec iate the con
cern of the  H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for T u rt le  M o u nta i n ,  
he 's  concerned t o  i n terrupt my speech a n d  h e  has 
done that but  that act ion  does n ot confuse m e  or  
d issuade m e  from tel l i n g  the truth in  th i s  H ouse.  
Somet h i n g  that I t h i n k  h o n o urab le  m e m bers some
t i m es are concerned about . . .  

M R .  SPEAK E R :  O rd e r  p l ease .  T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  
Mem ber f o r  T u rt le  M o u n t a i n  o n  a p o i n t  o f  o rder.  

M R .  SPEAK E R :  O rd e r  p l ease .  The H o n o u ra b l e  
M e m ber f o r  T u rt le- M o u ntai n  o n  a p o i n t  o f  order.  

MR. RANSOM: M r. Speaker,  the M i n ister of Natura l  
Resou rces has i m puted a mot ive to m e  that I raised 
the po in t  of order because I wanted to i nterrupt h i s  
speec h .  S i r , I be l i eve t h a t  d raw i n g  t h e  ru les1to t h e  
attent ion  o f  t h e  House is  somet h i n g  that i s  ent i re ly  
acceptab l e  espec i a l l y  on  t h e  part of t h e  O p pos i t ion 
H ouse Leader .  I had n o  m ot ive to i nterru pt the M i n is
ter of Natura l  Resou rces and I ask t h at he wi thdraw 
that charg e  that I was in fact draw i n g  the ru les to your  
attent ion  s i m ply  to i nterru pt h i m .  

M R .  SPEAKE R :  O rder  p lease. T h e  r u l es make i t  c lear 
that a l l  m e m bers h ave a d uty to b ri n g  l apses of order 
to the  Speaker's attent ion .  We a lso h ave a pract ice 
that mem bers s h o u l d  not  i m pute mot ives to other  

I 

mem bers. Perhaps the M i n i ster w i l l  recons ider  h i s  
remarks i n  that regard .  D oes the  Hon o u rab le  M i n i ster 
of Health wish to speak to the po int  of order? 

MR. DESJAR DINS:  Yes, M r. Speaker, I heard you say 
that we h ave. a  duty to br i n g  up i f  t here's any breach of 
ru les .  So therefore fo l l ow ing  that advice I wou l d  l i ke 
you to ru le  o n  a m e m ber cal l i n g  somebody e lse a 
snake.  T h i s  was done  from the  seat. I f  we're g o i n g  to 
have the rules l et 's h ave them for everybody and I 
wou l d  l i ke to h ave you ru le ,  S i r, on peop le  tal k i n g  
about jack boots, or  ca l l i n g  peop le  com m u n ists ,  i n  
that across t h e  ru les ,  i n  front o f  c h i l d ren .  S i r, i f  we're 
g o i n g  to have the r u l es ,  i f  i t  i s  our d uty to br i n g  i t  to 
your attent ion ,  I ' m  d o i n g  so and I ' m  ask i n g  you to r u l e  
on i t .  

M R .  SPEAK E R :  The Honourab le  Mem ber f o r  T u rt le  
Mou ntai n .  

M R .  RANSOM: Yes, M r. Speaker,  o n  t h e  same po in t  
of  order. I t  i s  i ndeed the  duty of mem bers to d raw the 
ru les to the  attent ion  of the House and I bel i eve, S i r, 
that it m u st be done  at the  t i m e  that the a l l eged i n frac
t i o n  occ u rs .  T h at i s  why I ra i sed the issue at the t i m e  
t h e  M i n i ster of N atu ra l  Resou rces made h i s  state
ment .  I t h i n k  it's out of order for the M i n i ster of Hea l th  
to try and  ra ise  issues on  po i nts of order  that took 
p lace somet i m e  ago. 

MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourable M i n ister of Health 
on  the same point of order. 

MR. DESJARDINS:  In the s p i ri t  of co-operat ion  I ' l l  
ag ree wi th  t h e  House Leader from t h e  O pposit ion .  But  
I m ight  say to h im that th i s  gent leman here ,  i f  I can ca l l  
h im loose ly  a gent lemen ,  M r. Speaker,  I am add ress
i n g  my remarks to you and I can po int  l i ke i t  has been 
done so often here and the remarks were made when 
my h o n o u rab le  f r iend was sta n d i n g  and  I got up 
i m med i ate ly after and  I 'm say i n g ,  S i r, br i n g  i t  to your  
attent ion that l i ke h e  a lways does the M e m ber for 
Pem b i n a  h as been cal l i ng people snake, com m u n i st 
from h i s  seat a n d  he t h i n ks it 's a very b ig  joke .  I ask 
you ,  Sir ,  the  same t h i n g ,  to rule and we w i l l  t ry to obey 
and conform to the l aws what we feel are the ru les and 
reg u lat ions  - the H ouse Leader t h i n ks it 's a big joke  
now,  the House Leader of  the O p pos i t ion - I say  the 
ru les are made for everyone,  S i r. I f  you're go ing  to ru le  
I t h i n k  you shou ld  ru le  for  a l l  the H ouse and a l l  the 
mem bers. 

MR. SPEAKER:  I t hank  the Honourab le  M i n ister of 
Health for br i n g i n g  that to my attent ion .  I wou ld  ask a l l  
mem bers to cons ider  whether remarks t h e y  m a k e  
f r o m  the i r  cha i r  w h i c h  do n o t  appear i n  Hansard actu
al ly contr ibute to the level of decoru m in th is House or 
whether they detract from i t .  

The Honourab le  M i n ister of Natu ral Resou rces m ay 
cont i n ue.  

1811 

MR.  MACKLING:  M r. Speaker, the act ions of the 
Mem bers of the  O p posit ion and the words that they 
speak are abu ndant  record for the i r  pos i t ion  on t h i s  
matter. What t h e y  have i n d i cated i n  debate is  that 
they - ( I nterject i o n ) -
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M R .  SPEAKE R :  O rder p lease. 
The Honourab le  Mem ber for Turt le  Mounta in  on a 

po int  of order. 

MR. RANSOM: Yes. M r. Speaker, the M i n i ster of N at
u ra l  Resou rces i m p uted a motive to me in d raw i n g  the 
poi nt  of order  to your  attent ion .  I ask that he w i thdraw 
that statement .  

MR. SPEAKE R :  The Honourab le  M i n i ster of Natu ral 
Resou rces. 

MR. MACKLI N G :  Mr. Speaker,  I w i l l  w i thdraw the  
suggest ion  that  the  honourab le  mem ber rose o n  a 
poi nt  of order to i nterrupt my speech .  The effect of h is 
r is i n g  was to do that .  What h is  i ntent was we w i l l  n ot 
k now, therefore, I am not i n  a pos i t ion  to i m pute the 
mot i ve that  a reasonable ,  rat iona l ,  norma l ,  common
sense assessment might  make of h i s  act ion .  H owever, 
I cannot k now his mot ive and therefore, I accept the 
fact that I cannot i m pute t hat mot ive to h i m .  

M r. Speaker ,  w h e n  I was spea k i n g  last on  t h e  
mot i o n  I i n d i cated that t h e  concerns that the H o n o u r
ab le  M e m ber for Pem b i n a  was ra i s i n g  about the con
fus ion that ex i sted i n  the hearts and the m i nds  of  
peop le  most i nterested in  th is  q u estio n  was as a resu lt 
of t h e  i n adequacy of debate i n  t h i s  House by the  
M e m bers of the O p posi t ion because many farmers ,  
M r. Speaker,  in  the  Provi nce of Man itoba voted for 
m e m bers opposite but  they have been awai t i n g  a 
response from them i n  th i s  House on th is  issue.  What 
h ave we heard? 

Wel l ,  we've heard two or  th ree of their  mem bers say 
wel l ,  i t 's a b i t  ear ly for us  to say anyth i n g  because we 
want to hear what Mr. G i lson has to say and there are 
p rob lems wi th  ra i l  i n  Canada a n d  the  rates m ust 
change .  We don ' t  l i ke the Federal Government  but  
then agai n ,  we don 't d i s l i ke the  ra i lways e ither ;  poor 
ra i lways a n d  so on.  They have n ot i nd i cated whether 
or  n ot they ag ree with  the c l ear-cut pr i n c i p l e  t h at's 
e m bodied in t h i s  Reso l ut ion .  Why are they s i lent ,  M r. 
Speaker? Why are they s i lent? S u re ly ,  i t 's proper for 
m e  to i m p ute po l i t ica l  mot ive to t h e m .  What have t h ey 
done? They h ave ta l ked outs ide  of the House,  d is
torted the d ebate in the House a n d  for po l it i ca l  p u r
poses i n  Saskatchewa n ,  that is obv ious ,  M r. Speaker.  
The documents speak for themselves. 

But  it 's fortunate that not al l  Tories carry on  in the 
same way. J ust recent ly i n  the same newspaper one of 
the i r peers, that is, he  is  an M . P. ,  appeared in a p u b l i c  
foru m and h e  h ad the  po l i t ica l  fort i tude t o  i n d i cate h i s  
pos i t ion and  he f i rm ly  endorsed the concern that is  
em bod ied i n  th i s  Reso lu t ion  - and that's the H o n o u r
ab le  Mem ber for Provencher - he attended a meet i n g  
w i t h  the h o n o u rab le  m e m ber, the  a u t h o r  of th i s  R eso
l ut ion ,  the M i n i ster of Transportat ion .  

The capt ion  says, "That  over  200  area farmers" -
t h i s  is from the  Free Press, Apr i l  2 1 ,  1 982, M r. Speaker 
- "Over 200 area farmers attend Man itoba Pool- • 

sponsored meet i n g  on the Crow issue ."  They issued a 
reso lu t ion .  "The reso lu t ion  that was resolved at t h i s  
meet i ng  s u p po rts the  pos i t ion  of the  M a n i toba G ov
ernment and  t h e  M . P . for Provencher  in the i r  opposi
t ion  to any  change i n  the  present  statutory rates by a 
producer for transport i ng  gra i n . "  The pool  was wait
i n g .  Some pool  mem bers were wait i ng  to hear what 

h o n o u rab le  m e m bers opposite were g o i n g  to say, Mr .  
Speaker ,  but  they  got t i red of wait i n g .  A l l  they  heard 
was a deafen i n g  s i l en ce.  Why,  M r. Speaker,  d i d  they 
want to cont i n u e  with  th is  cat and  mouse game wi th  
the i r  po l i cy ,  i f  any ,  on  t h i s  issue? Because, Mr .  
Speaker,  that it wou ld  have a d i v i ne i nf luence west of  
us .  That's the  reason ,  M r. Speaker.  

B ut w h at about the issues themse lves? The Hon
ourab le  M e m ber for Pem b i n a  whom I can 't suggest 
is . . .  wel l ,  he suggested other th i ngs  about other 
m e m bers in th is H ouse i n c l u d i n g  the  author of t h i s  
Reso lu t ion  b u t  I won't  b e  a s  i ndecent a s  h e .  Let me say 
w h at he ta lked about in h i s  conc l u d i n g  remarks ,  Mr .  
Speaker.  He revealed some concern that there had 
been noth i n g  i n  these press releases that the Honour
ab le  M i n i ster of Transportat ion  had released that 
i n d i cated about the  g reat benef it  that m i g ht accrue to 
the Port of C h u rc h i l l  and q u est ioned,  in effect ,  why 
there s h o u l d n't be more support fo r the pr i n c i p le  
i nvo lved in  the  Pep in  proposa l .  Then ,  he  i n d i cated 
that there had to be some benefits and we shou ld  be 
l oo k i n g  at the benefits.  

Wel l ,  you k now that i n d i cates the  sym path i es of the 
H o n o u rable Mem ber for Pem bina .  He's for change; 
he 's  for a n  i n c rease, desp i te the  fact t h at the  farmers 
of M a n i toba are fac ing  an eco n o m i c  cr is is .  Farmers,  
l i ke s m a l l  bus inessmen ,  are in g reat d iff icu lty in M a n i 
toba but  the  honourab le  m e m ber says wel l ,  he's 
i m p l y i n g  that some increases j ustify. We' l l  h ave to go 
along because the Tyrc h n iewicz Report, a report 
authored, sponsored by the members opposite,  wh ich  
they suppressed for  how many months .  Tal k about 
o p e n n ess o n  issues.  They had a report t hat they'd 
received and they put  i t  under the tab le ,  M r. Speaker.  
Why did they put  i t  u nder the table? Because they 
were sensit ive about i t ,  M r. Speaker,  they d i d n't  l i ke i t  
be i n g  cr i t ica l  of the pos i t ion that they had adopted , 
adopted i n  s u pport of the ra i lways and  aga i n st the 
i nterests of the farmers of Man itoba.  That's the  posi
t i o n  of the  honourab le  mem bers opposite.  They're for 
the ra i lways. - ( I nterject i o n ) - Wel l ,  the h o n o u rab le  
member  spouts f rom h i s  cha i r ,  ba lderdas h .  T h at i s  
how I wou ld  characterize everyt h i n g  that I heard from 
the honourab le  member in h is waffl i n g  on  this issue, 
M r. Speaker.  

The h o n o u rab le  member wants to fudge the issue 
about the ra i lways and our pos i t ion  in respect to 
t h e m ,  M r. Speaker.  He says that we cont i n u e  to focus 
on  the  C P R ;  and then he says what about the  C N R  and 
t h e i r  ro l e  in th is issue.  W h at about the  C N R ?  You  see, 
the h o n o u rab le  mem bers o pposite h ave s u c h  d og
mat ic po l i t ica l  b l i n kers that they won't  recog n ize the 
val i d i ty of what's happened in  the h i story of Canada .  
What about the  CNR? The taxpayers of t h i s  cou ntry 
have been pay i n g  for i n co m petent pr ivate enterprise 
from Day One. The CNR was p i c ked up by the taxpay
ers of Canada to ru n because p rivate enterpr ise had 
fa i l ed and the o n l y  way that pr ivate enterpr ise s u c
ceeds, under  pr ivate enterpri se-su pport i n g  g overn
ments opposite, i s  when they make extens ive g rants 
of l a n d  and m oney and cont i n u a l  s u bs i d i es to m ake 
s u re that the pr ivate shareho lders succeed . That's the 
way they operate, M r. S peaker. They don 't bel i eve 
that the  taxpayers can run  enterpr ise in Canada;  a l l  
they be l ieve i s  the taxpayers can be m i l ked by s u bsi
d ies and  land grants. 
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M r. Speaker,  you k now h o n o u rab le  m e m bers t h i n k  
it 's a l l  past h i story a n d  it 's d ead h i story b u t ,  w h at d o  
w e  have here? I h ave somet h i n g  i n  my h a n d ,  a p h oto 
copy.  I t 's O rder- i n-Co u n c i l  No.  995 and  it 's from the 
Department of M i nes and N atura l  Resou rces. I t 's  a 
photo copy of an O rder- i n-Cou n c i l  passed by the  
G overn ment of Man itoba. What's the date of t h e  
Order- i n-Cou n c i l ?  October 1 7 , 1 979,  s ig ned by the  
Honourab le ,  apparent ly M r .  Cra ik ,  a n d  s i g ned by the  
Honourab le ,  former  M i n ister for  N atura l  Resou rces, 
the M e m ber  for T u rt le  Mou nta i n .  What d oes t h i s  do ,  
M r. Speaker? I t  conveys fur ther  l and  to t h e  Canad ian  
Pac i f ic  Ra i l road p u rsuant to agreem ents that were 
made back in the 1 800s. I t  cont i n u es ,  M r. Speaker, it 
cont in ues t hat we have as taxpayers to cont i n u e  to 
s u bs id ize i n effic ient  pr ivate enterpr ise.  B ut ,  that's a l l  
r ight ,  that's po l i t ica l ly  acceptable to them .  

So,  when the  honourab le  m e m ber accuses not  
bei n g  strong  about  the CNR ,  what  is  the  CNR? The 
CNR i s  ban kru pt pr ivate enterpr ise that t h e  taxpayers 
of M a n itoba had to p i c k  u p  a n d  organ ize and  reb u i l d  
aga i n  a n d  that's be i n g  done .  But  they won't  recog n ize 
the. C N R  as any va l id  case. M r. S peaker,  t h at's the k i n d  
o f  dogmat ic ,  narrow, part isan ,  warped idea l ism that 
the mem bers o pposite use day after day i n  the i r  
address i n g  issues i n  th i s  H ouse and i n  t h i s  cou ntry. 

M r. Speaker, w h at about the issue? .  The honour
ab le  mem ber says he tr ies to fudge the issue.  He says 
what's go i n g  to happen i s  t h at the west coast ports are 
g o i n g  to be c logged and, therefore, the g ra i n  is  g o i n g  
to have to m ove east. C logged w i th  w h at?  C l ogged 
wi th  coal  movement  and t h at's w hat the  reso l ut i o n  
s peaks to but  the  h o n o u rab le  mem ber doesn't  refer t o  
t h at .  That's i n  t h e  reso lu t ion ;  that's the cause of the  
west coast ports be i n g  p l u gged a n d  the  rai l system 
bei n g  jam med;  i t  i sn 't g ra i n  movement .  So,  why 
should the  g ra i n farmers in  Western Canada h ave to 
p ick up the  costs to a l l ev iate the  p l u g g i n g  m ovement  
of coa l  movements to western  ports .  The  honourab le  
m e m ber d oesn't  add ress t h at i ssue ;  h e  d ucks i t .  H e  
j ust says wel l ,  t here's g o i n g  to be a prob lem w i t h  g ra i n 
mov i n g  west a n d  then that  prob lem i s  g o i n g  to be 
s h i fted to the g ra i n  movement  east. Now, that's the 
k i n d  of fudg i n g  of issues,  M r. Speaker ,  that  i s  deceit
f u l ,  t hat i s  deceitfu l of the farmers of M a n itoba.  I t 's 
i m proper and u ntrue.  

But ,  what about the  pos i t ion  of a spokesman for 
farmers w i th i n  th is cou ntry . They're u pset and  t hey're 
concerned .  They've spoken out o n  t h i s  issue ,  at least, 
some of them h ave. But i t 's  a n n oy i n g ,  i t 's  frustrat i n g .  
I t 's  a confus i n g ,  yes, even to peop le  o n  t h i s  s ide  of t h e  
H ouse that peop l e  who a r e  e lected by farmers i n  t h i s  
country are s i tt i n g  there s i l ent o r  fudg i n g  on  th i s  
i ssue .  For exa m p le ,  Wheat Board offic i a l ,  t hat 's M r. 
G i bb i ngs ,  C o m m iss ioner  C harles G i b b i n gs ,  he had 
the  i ntest i n a l  fort i tude to lay i t  o n  t h e  l i ne .  Here's w h at 
he sa id  i n  a release, he s a i d  he wou l d n 't go to the 
meet i n g  - he's referri n g  to going to a meet i n g  w i th  
Pep i n  - " I  wou l d n ' t  g o  because i f  you vo l u ntar i l y  g o  to  
be raped i t ' s  consent  he to ld  about 200 cheer ing  
farmers a t  the  Wheat Board's f i rst d i str ict meet i n g  t h i s  
w i nter ." I suggest, Mr .  S peaker,  that the e loquent  
s i lence of mem bers oppos i te  i n d i cate consent  and  
that i s  a lega l  m ax i m  that h as been  u sed many ,  many  
t i mes.  They  a re consent i n g  to a rape of the farm 
i n d ustry in Man itoba by their i n act i o n ,  by their s i l ence.  

M r .  Speaker ,  I want to refer to a n other  very e l o
quent ,  a real statesman i n  the  h istory of t h i s  count ry ,  
and he 's  a Conservative.  He 's  n ot a P rogressive Con
servat ive,  I suppose, he's certa i n l y  not associated 
with the honourab le  mem bers o pposite; a former 
C h ief J ust ice of the  S u p re m e  C o u rt of Canada,  a m a n  
w i t h  real i ntegrity,  w i t h  real u ndersta n d i n g  a n d  w i t h  
real em pathy  w i th  the farmers of Western Canada,  
and what has h e  sa id  about th is  issue? I q u ote,  M r. 
Speaker,  from aga i n  the  F ree P ress of M arch 2, 1 982.  
Here's what J ust ice E m m ett H a l l  said ,  a real  agrar ian 
Conservat ive ,  one that bel i eves in  the farm peop le .  He 
said ,  "Once the  C row rate goes,  the next v ict i m w i l l  be 
the Wheat Board , "  said H a l l ,  lega l  advisor to the Sas
katchewan G overn ment  G ra i n  Car Corporat i o n  and a 
former S u preme Court J ust ice.  H a l l  to ld 400 peop le  at 
a Town H a l l  meet i n g  yesterday i n  th i s  farm centre -
that was southeast Saskatchewan - 60 k i l o m et res 
north of R e g i n a ,  he isn ' t  h a p py wi th  the m ove 
annou nced February 8th by Transport M i n i ster J ean
Luc Pep i n ,  and  h e  g oes on,  " I  heard one of you say,  l et 
the negot iat i n g  p rocess go o n , "  H a l l  to ld  the meet i n g  
sponsored by the G ra i n  C a r  Corporat ion .  

Let  me say,  M r .  Speaker ,  I want  to d i g ress for a 
m i n ute,  that's i n  effect w h at the  h o n o u rab le  m e m bers 
opposite are say i n g .  Let's hear from G i lson ,  l et's see 
what k i n d  of a deal  we can make .  That's what they 're 
say i n g ,  M r. S peaker.  But  what d oes H a l l  say? " I  t h i n k  
that o n c e  y o u  p l ace t h e  f ixed rate f o r  transportat ion  
on the tab le  i t  can  be negot iated out  of ex istence ."  
And that's a Conservat ive that I respect, one that 
speaks out  for pr inc ip le ,  that doesn't waff le ,  that 
doesn't t ry to d u c k  an issue.  H e's someone that west
ern Canad ian farmers can be proud of. I q uest ion  
what M a n i toba farmers h ave to say about  mem bers 
opposite for the i r activ ity on t h i s  resolu t ion .  

M r. Speaker ,  w h at are the  issues? The issue is  that 
we h ave pr ivate enterpr ise t h at 's been su bsized by 
taxpayers for over a h u n d red years, extensive g rants 
of l a n d  a n d  m o n ey a n d  now t h ey say that h i stor ic 
barg a i n  is  n o  longer val i d ,  i s  n o  longer j ust i f ied .  They 
want to tear u p  the  deal  a n d  they want farmers of 
Man itoba to take the  b u rden ;  farmers in Saskatche
wan and A l berta to take the b u rden .  Why? Because 
they h ave more i m portant prod u cts to s h i p  l i ke coa l ,  
l i ke potash ,  so t h e  deal  i s  off  a n d  the  farmers have to 
p ick  u p  the  costs. The mem bers opposite are tac i t ly ,  
in  the i r  s i lent  way ,  accept i n g  t h at the farmers of M a n i
toba s h o u l d  be pay i n g  more for g rai n .  I s  that reasona
ble? I s  that j ust? 
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There was an h i stor ic agreement and the h istor ic 
agreement  was that we cou l d  g row g ra i n ;  we cou ld  
develop a g ra i n  market prov ided we got  decent fre igh t  
rates. Freig h t  rates that wou l d  make  i t  poss i b le ,  M r. 
Speaker,  for western Canad ian  g ra i n  g rowers to 
com pete on wor ld  m arkets. Now,  some h o n o u rab le  
mem bers scoff about  that .  T h at is the h istor ic  agree
ment ,  and is  i t  st i l l  i m portant? Yes i t  is, M r. S peaker ,  
because t h roug hout  the world g ra in  farmers,  farmers 
general ly ,  need u nderstand i ngs ,  need ag reements 
wi th  govern ments to fac i l i tate the i r  a b i l ity to com pete 
on  the wor ld m arket.  Before we had strong  govern
ment i ntervent ion  ass ist i n g  the  market i ng  of g ra i n ,  we 
had chaos. We have the Canad ian Wheat Board but 
the Canad i a n  Wheat Board w i l l  be in jeopardy i f  t h e  
honourab le  mem bers h a d  the i r  way. 
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What we have seen is the deve lopment  of wor ld 
markets for Canad ian  g ra i n  but  that's pred icated, M r. 
S peaker ,  on the  ma i ntenance of reasonab le  transpor
tat ion  costs. What w i l l  happen when we take the l i d  
off? Where w i l l  these markets b e ?  H o w  w i l l  we com
pete wi th  cou ntr ies i n  the wor ld that do  s u bs id ize 
exte ns ive ly the transportatio n  cost of g ra i n ?  The 
honourab le  mem bers are s i lent about that .  They don 't 
know or they don 't care and that is the  key to the  
who le  q uest ion  of our  agri c u ltura l  transportat i o n .  
Where a r e  the  markets, a n d  a t  what cost w i l l  i t  be f o r  
farmers to g et the i r  g ra i n  to market? I f  t hat cost i s  
i m possi b le ,  w e ' l l  n ot o n l y  lose o u r  com pet i t ive advan
tage i nternat iona l ly  but we' l l  be p utt i n g  farmers out  of 
bus i ness on  a massive scale in Man itoba and t h roug h
out t h e  west. But  the  h o n o u rab le  mem bers appear to 
be i n d i fferent  about that.  Why,  M r. S peaker? Because 
by and  large,  you see, they represent the b ig  farmer; 
the corporate farmer; the farmer that can arrange the 
big deal ;  the  big arrangements.  They 're n ot c l ose to 
the man of the so i l ;  they're n ot used to the sma l l  fam i l y  
farmer.  What they do i s  t ry t o  confuse and  obfuscate 
the i ssues on  somet h i n g  l i ke th i s  so that maybe they 
can r ide both s ides of the  fence.  They can stay c lose 
to the big g ra i n compan ies l i ke Carg i l l  and the rai l 
ways and  satisfy a l l  of the  i nterests and  f u d g e  t h e i r  
way thro u g h ,  b u t  i t  won't  work.  

M r. S peaker ,  I have the pr iv i lege of referri n g  to 
another  n o b l e  - and I use the word nob le  with some 
respect, because th is  Conservat ive po l i t ican was 
someone who had widespread respect t h ro u g h out 
the length and  breadth of Canada - the  H o n o u rab le ,  
the l ate J o h n  D i efenbaker ,  and he  had some con
cerns ,  M r. S peaker;  a g reat man - ( l nterject ion ) 
wel l ,  t h e  honourable mem bers wou ld  d o  wel l t o  ref lect 
on some of his thoug hts about g ra i n  t ransportat ion .  

M r. S peaker ,  I 'd l i ke to refer to a T h ro n e  S peech i n  
1 960 and here's what the  Throne S peech said .  T h i s  i s  
d u ri n g  the  t e r m  o f  the  Honourab le ,  the l ate J o h n  D i e
fen baker .  " M y  M i n isters have welcomed the  appoi nt
ment of the Royal Comm iss ion o n  Transportat ion  to 
i n q u i re i nto the prob lems relat i n g  to ra i lway transpor
tat ion  and the  inequ i t ies i n  the fre igh t  rates struct u re .  
M y  govern ment , "  - a Conservat i ve government  t h e n  
-"favors retent ion  of the Crowsnest Pass g ra i n  rates 
and i s  act ive ly oppos i n g  the req u est of the ra i lways 
fo r any changes in th is  contract, w h i c h  for so many 
years had been  a b u l wark of pra i r ie  agr icu l ture.  M y  
government  w i l l  a l s o  oppose the  Royal C o m m iss ion 
new methods for remov i n g  i neq u i t ies in  the fre igh t  
rate structure w h i c h  adversely affect the wel l -be i n g  of  
i n d u stry and agr icu l ture i n  Man itoba." 

M r. Speaker ,  there was a Conservat ive that had 
som e  understa n d i n g  of  the h istor ic agreement in  
western Canada ,  some commitment  to the  farmers of  
western Canada ,  u n l i ke  the att i tude and the  pos i t ion  
that is  obv ious wi th  the mem bers oppos ite because 
they do not care, M r. Speaker.  They are content to let 
a federa l l y-appoi nted i n d iv idua l  determ i n e  the  basis 
on w h i c h  fre ight  rates are g o i n g  to be re-structu red 
because in agree i n g  to that they are comm itt i n g  
themselves t o  t h e  eros ion o f  that rate base. 

MR. SPEAK ER:  O rder p lease. O rder p lease. T h e  
Honourab le M i n ister. 
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M R .  MACKLI N G :  M r. S peaker, what are the  conse
q u e n ces? What are the  conseq uences of remov ing  
the  g uarantee that western Canad ian agri c u l t u re h as 
rel ied  u po n ,  has b u i l t  u po n  over the  many  many 
years? What are  the  consequences? The h o n o u rab le  
mem bers don ' t  want to cons ider  them and the  Hon
ourab le  Mem ber for  - I ' m  sorry, one  of  o u r  spokes
men on th i s  issue i n d i cated , pardon me,  i t  was the  
H o n o u ra b l e  F i rst Leader  - asked h o n o u ra b l e  
m e m bers op posite,  w h at about t h e i r  i nterest i n  t h e  
com m u n it ies they represent? What about t h e i r  i nter
ests? They k n ow that if the  pr i n c i p l e  of equal ity of 
rates between po i nts in M a n i toba is changed ,  i t' l l  be 
the death k n e l l  to many of t hose com m u n i t ies.  

But what are they say i n g  about i t?  T hey're n ot even 
say i n g ,  M r. S peaker,  wel l  we' l l  wait  and  see w hat G i l 
son has to s a y  o n  t h i s  i s s u e ,  but  o n e  t h i n g  we w o n ' t  
accept is  a change i n  the  h istor ic pattern o f  equa l i ty of 
rates between po i nts.  They haven't  even sa id that ,  M r. 
S peaker .  T h ey're s i l en t  on these issues a n d  t h at 
s h o u l d  mean to a l l  of t h e  people i n  those l i t t le  com
m u n i t ies that the members o pposite don ' t  care  and  
that i s  the po l i t ica l  fact. 

They care enoug h ,  M r. Speaker ,  about what's g o i n g  
on  i n  Saskatchewan to h ave conversat ions i n  corri
dors,  but  they don't care e n o u g h  about the peop le  
they  rep resent to speak  out  o n  t h i s  Reso l u t i o n  o n  t h i s  
i s s u e ,  i n  t h i s  C h a m ber and  that i s  a s h o c k ,  M r. 
Speaker .  I t 's a shock to the  farmers of Man itoba that 
s h o u l d  c reate po l i t i ca l  confus ion ,  the  l i kes of wh ich  
we've never seen  i n  Canada, i n  M a n itoba. 

The h o n o u rab le  mem ber from his c h a i r  repeats 
"ba l derdas h , "  M r. Speaker. That is about  the extent of 
h is vocab u lary very often ,  M r. S peaker ,  because w h at 
I hear  from h i m  const i tutes ba lderdash .  I t 's  u tter and  
com p l ete n onsense because h e  t r ies  to s h ift the  
respons i b i l i ty for  h i s  i n adeq u acy of express i o n  on  
th is  Reso lu t ion  by somehow attack i n g  po l i t ica l  p h i l o
sophy of mem bers opposite. 

The Honourab le M e m ber for Pem b i n a  ep i tom izes I 
t h i n k  what some of us fear is the worst i n  par l iamen
tary debate. He uses the  v i l est words to attack the  
h o n est representat ions  of mem bers o n  th is  s ide  of the  
House.  Agai n ,  Mr .  Speaker, h e  g ets c lose to ta l k i n g  
about t h e  issue o f  the  C row rate because h e  ta l ks 
about g ra in  h a nd l i n g ,  but h e  doesn't talk about the  
i m portance of an eff ic ient t ransportat ion system .  
What h e  does is  u s e  that a s  a base t o  attack l e g i t i m ate 
trade u n ions in Canada and that's despicable .  He  j u st 
keeps attack i n g .  

U n l ess they're p repared to change the system -
and for four  years that they were i n  govern ment  t h ey 
d id  noth i n g  - u n l ess they're p repared to change  the  
system , then certa i n l y  respect the  system .  Don 't 
attac k  i t ,  fac i l i tate i t ,  g ive it construct ive crit i c i sm ,  but  
don ' t  damn trade u n ions in  th i s  country for  the i r  leg i t
i mate r ight  to negot iate and w h e n  negot iat ions  fai l ,  to 
stri ke .  I f  that 's his posit io n ,  that h e  damns the right of 
leg i t i m ate t rade u n i ons  to w i thdraw the i r  serv ices,  
then he  shou ld  say so. 

But you k n ow,  M r. Speaker ,  the h o n o u ra b l e  
mem bers opposite are ant i-u n i o n ,  they're negat ive 
about the  trade u n i o n  movement  in Canada a n d  when 
they are tal k ing  about g ra i n hand l i n g ,  the  Honourab le  
Mem ber for  T u rt le  Mounta in  i s  not w i thout  except ion  
i n  th is .  I n  th i s  House  he started to q u est ion the  Hon-
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o u rab le  M i n ister respons ib le  for the Env i ron ment  a n d  
N o rthern Affa i rs the  q u est i o n  about - I be l ieve i t  was 
t h i s  honourab le  m e m ber  - about negot iat ions  at the 
Port of C h u rc h i l l .  Pardon me, i t  was the H o n o u rab le  
M i n ister of Labour .  - ( I nterject ion ) - O h ,  a l l  r ight .  
Pardon me.  I apo log ize to the  M e m ber for T u rt le 
M o u ntai n .  I t  was the  H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for Pem
bina aga i n .  Wel l ,  that conf i rms the k ind of associat ion 
of thoughts  i n  that  h o n o u rab le  mem ber's m i n d  
because he started t o  q u est ion whether or  n ot there 
wasn't g o i n g  to be a p rob lem i n  g ra i n  h a n d l i n g  i n  
C h u rc h i l l .  H e  was try i n g  t o  suggest there was g o i n g  to 
be an enormous prob lem t here because that u n i o n  
w a s  bargai n i n g  w i th  i t s  e m p l oyer and  that's the k i n d  
of s leazy q u est i o n  the h o n o u rab le  m e m ber p uts i n  
t h i s  House. Troub lemak i n g .  Trou b lemak i n g  i n  a leg it
i mate enterpr ise between a gra in-han d l i n g  company 
and its u n i o n ,  suggest i n g  there was go ing to be a 
p rob lem.  

There  was  n o  p rob lem ,  M r. S peaker. A n  ag reement  
has been sett led and  that mort i f ies the  h o n o u rab le  
m e m ber because now he can ' t  comp la in  about  trade 
u n i o n i sts i nterru pt i n g  the f low of g ra i n  in t h i s  country .  

�The p rob lem that ex i sts i n  t h i s  cou ntry i n  respect to  
g ra i n  transportat i o n  l ies w i th  the  rai l ways and  the  
h o n o u rab le  mem bers want to s h i ft that .  They want to  
s h i ft that b u rden onto the  backs  of the farmers i n  
M a n itoba a n d  in  do ing  so t h ey are  a d isgrace to the i r  
e lectorate. 

M r. Speaker,  the honourab le  mem ber suggested we 
were t ry i n g  to c l ose debate.  Wel l ,  M r. S peaker,  we 
f i n a l l y  smoked out  one mem ber of that lead i ng front 
ben c h  to say someth i n g .  We heard from the H o n o u r
ab le  M e m ber for A rt h u r  a n d ,  M r. S peaker ,  if you read 
what h i s  remarks were in H ansard,  h e  said not h i n g .  
H e  s a i d  absolute ly  n ot h i n g  about th i s  Reso l ut i o n .  H e  
had a sale o f  words.  H e  d i d  a l o t  of th u m p i n g  and  h e  
s o l d  a l ot of words i n  t h i s  C h a m ber,  M r. S peaker, b u t  
h e  never add ressed the issues i n  t h i s  Reso lu t ion .  

MR.  S P EA K E R :  O rd e r  p l ease .  The  H o n o u ra b l e  
M e m ber for T u rt le  M o u nta in  o n  a poi nt  o f  order.  

POINT OF ORDER 

M R .  R A N S O M :  M r . Speaker ,  I d o n 't b e l i eve t h e  
M e m ber for Art h u r  has spoken on  t h i s  Reso l ut i o n  a n d  
I wou ld n't  want t h e  record t o  s h o w  that h e  had a n d  
perhaps deny h i m  the opport u n ity to s p e a k  l ater. 

MR. SPEAKE R :  M y  record does n ot i n d icate that the  
H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for A rt h u r  has spoken o n  the  
d ebate thus  far. 

The Honourab le  M i n ister of N at u ra l  Reso u rces. 

MR. MACK L I N G :  M r. S peaker ,  i f  your records so 
i nd i cate, I w i thdraw the i n ference.  I ' m  s u re t h o u g h  
that the h o n o u rab le  mem ber, i n  speak i n g  - ( I nter
j ect io n ) - wel l  m aybe he was spea k i n g  from h i s  seat, 
but I know the h o n o u rab le  mem bers in the front 
bench have been eloquent in their  s i l ence and that 
has been a shame.  

MR. S P E A K E R :  O rd e r  p l ease .  The H o n o u ra b l e  
Mem ber for Lakeside on  a po int  o f  order.  

MR. HAR R Y  ENNS (Lakeside) : M r. Speaker, hav i n g  
made cons iderabl e  effort a n d  contr i but ions  to t h e  
debate o n  t h i s  Reso l ut ion ,  I resent  the i m p l icat i o n  o f  
the honourab le  member suggest ing  that I was very 
s i lent  on  t h i s  Reso lut ion .  

MR.  MACKLING:  M r. Speaker, I t h i n k  any fai r- m i nded 
reader of Hansard look ing at the honourable mem ber's 
remarks w o u l d  say that h e  was s i lent on  t h i s  reso lu
t i o n .  H e  spoke of many t h i ngs  but he d idn ' t  speak 
about th is  reso l ut io n ,  M r .  Speaker ;  he d i d n ' t  te l l  us  
w here h e  o r  h i s  party stood o n  th is  reso lu t ion .  M r. 
Speaker,  t h e  record is c lear .  M e m bers oppos ite are 
waffl i n g ;  t h ey want i t  both ways; they want to i n d i cate 
to the p u b l i c  outs ide that we are weak o n  th i s  reso lu
t i o n .  We are strong i n  th i s  reso lu t ion ;  the words of  th i s  
resolu t ion  are  c lear  and decis ive as  were the remarks 
of the F i rst M i n i ster o n  th i s  reso l ut ion .  Stand i n g ,  M r. 
Speaker ,  i n  favou r  of defence of the farmers' i nterest 
in M a n i toba .  N ot so the mem bers opposite,  M r. 
Speaker,  t h at is the record of t h i s  debate i n  t h i s  H o u se 
to th is  day.  

Now the  h o n o u rab le  mem ber t h reaten s  that he  w i l l  
h ave opport u n i t ies agai n a n d  aga in  t o  speak o n  t h i s  
reso lu t ion .  Wel l ,  M r. Speaker,  i f  h e  does h ave a f u rther  
opport u n ity  to speak,  may i t  be a speech i n  w h i c h  h e  
says somet h i n g  decis ive and i n  defence o f  t h e  i nter
ests of the farmers of Man itoba. Let the records s h ow 
that the speakers from the govern ment s ide o n  t h i s  
reso l ut ion  stan d  beh i n d  the  farmers o f  Man itoba i n  
the i r  f igh t  to  protect the i r  econ o m i c  i n terest and to 
assu re that statutory rates on g ra i n  protect t h ose 
i nterests. 

M R .  SPEAKE R :  Are you ready for the q u estio n ?  The  
Honourab le  M i n i ster o f  Health .  

M R .  DESJARDINS:  M r. Speaker,  I t h i n k  I ' l l  make a 
speech on a i d  to pr ivate schools ,  I t h i n k  that's what 
you want .  

M r. Speaker ,  may I suggest that you cal l i t  1 2 :30 
before I m ove the adjourn ment  of the House. I t h i n k  
there i s  a n  u n dersta n d i n g  that t here w i l l  not b e  Pr ivate 
M e m bers' H o u r  t h i s  afternoo n .  So, I wou l d  m ove 
seconded by the Honourab le  M i n i ster of Natura l  
Resou rces that the House be . . .  

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  
Mem ber for T u rt le  Mou nta i n  on  a po int  o f  order.  

MR. RANSOM: Yes, I have the u n dersta n d i n g  that the 
reso lu t ion  w i l l  be sta n d i n g  in the  name of the m e m ber 
for Portage la  Prai r ie ,  i s  that correct? 

M R .  DESJARDI NS:  M r: Speaker ,  that's acceptab le  to 
us. 

MR. SPEAKE R :  O rder p lease. Accord i ng to the ru les 
the  H o n o u rab le  Mem ber for Portage la Pra i r ie  wou l d  
norma l ly  lose h i s  r ight  t o  speak o n  t h i s  i tem b u t  i f  i t  i s  
t h e  w i l l  o f  the  House a n d  h as t h e  l eave o f  t h e  m e m bers 
it can sta n d  i n  the  name of the  Honourab le  M e m ber 
for Portage la  Prai r ie .  

MR.  DESJAR D I NS:  Yes, M r .  S peaker. 
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Friday, 23 April, 1982 

M O T I O N  p resented and carried a n d  t h e  H o u se 
adj o u rned and stands adjou rned u n t i l  2 :00 p . m .  on  
Monday afternoon 
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