
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF MANITOBA 

Monday, 21June, 1982 

Time - 2:00 p.m. 

OPENING PRAYER by Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER, Hon. J. Walding: Present i n g  Peti-
t i o ns . Read i n g  and Rece i v i n g  Pet i t ions 
Present ing  Reports by Standi n g  and S pecia l  Comm it-
tees . M i n i ster ia l  Statements and Tab l i n g  of 
Reports . Not ices of M ot ion . I ntrodu ct ion of 
B i l l s  . 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u rab le  M e m ber for Turtl e  
M ou ntain .  

MR. B. RANSOM: M r. S peaker, my q u est ion i s  to the 
M i n ister of E nergy and M in es.  I n  view of the fact that 
H u dson Bay M i n i ng and Smelt ing has announ ced that 
there w i l l  be a further extension of three weeks of 
layoff of some 2,600 e m p l oyees at F l i n  F lon  a n d  S now 
Lake, what i s  the M i n ister contemplat ing by way of 
econo m i c  i n it iat ive to hel p  offset the i m pact of this 
further layoff? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourab le  M i n ister of E nergy 
and M ines. 

HON. W. PARASIUK: Mr.  S peaker, we have been 
i nformed that i ndeed because of the pretty severe 
decreases i n  the i nternat ional  pr ice of copper and zin c  
that the shutdown a t  H udson Bay M i n i n g  and Smelt
i n g  woul d ,  i n  fact, be extended. We are work i ng on a 
federal -p rov i nc ia l  p rogram to look at ways i n  whi c h  
w e  m i g ht be ab le  to deve lop  i n i ti at ives to d e a l  w i t h  the 
problems of the bus iness cycle within the m i n i n g  
i n d ustry .  W e  hope that we c a n  g e t  a report c o m i ng 
forward to the federal -provi n cia l  meeting  of M ines 
M i n isters in Septe m ber and we're hop ing  that we 
m i g ht be able to establ i sh some sort of i n i tiatives at 
that t i me to deal with these matters. These matters 
i mpact, I thi n k ,  on  federal taxat ion pol icy and other 
federal po l ic ies and we hope to develop somethi n g  
that m i g ht have s o m e  coherence r ight across the 
cou ntry, so we regret that the i nternat ional  market 
condit ions with respect to m inerals i s  such that H ud
son Bay M i n ing  has seen f it  to take this decis ion which 
I ' m  sure they do so with regret themselves, but  we 
hope that we m i g ht be ab le  to come up with some 
federal -prov inc ia l  i n i tiat ives by September and we 
certa i n l y  hope that there m ig ht be some change i n  the 
market by that t ime.  

MR. B. RANSOM: M r. S peaker, I be l ieve this  is  the 
fi rst t i m e  i n  52 years that l ayoffs of this type have been 
experienced and, g iven the fact that the l ayoffs w i l l  be 
start i n g  within a few weeks, and the e ight week period, 
at least, w i l l  be up by the t i me the M i n ister gets aro u n d  
t o  attend i n g  the M i nes M i n isters' Conference i n  Sep
tem ber, can the M in ister advise whether he is con
templat ing  any type of action at the prov inc ia l  level to 
deal with the econ o m i c  i mpact that these layoffs are 
going to entai l?  

HON. W. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker, we, i ndeed, have 
establ ished a mechan ism with respect to Lynn Lake 
and Leaf Rapids and we are look ing at measu res 
there. I n  this particu lar  instance, the addit ional  three 
weeks is a decis ion that is taken by H ud son B ay M i n
i n g  and Smelt ing i n  relat ion to the i nternat ional  
market s i tu at ion ,  M r. S peaker. I t  does n 't reflect any 
other decis ions that they m i g ht have taken outside of  
this  country with respect to any other types of devel
opments, but rather i t 's determi ned solely by the 
i nternat ional  market. I f  that i nternat ional  market p icks  
up in  the next  three o r  four m o nths there m i g ht b e  a 
change but ,  at this part icu lar  stage, it is the i r  j u d g ment 
of the m ineral market that they wi l l  have to extend the 
shutdown for three m o re weeks. At  this stage we are 
looking at the federal-prov i nc ia l  vehic le  to see whether, 
in fact, we can deve lop  some i n i tiat ives. If that fai l s  
we' l l  have to s e e  what can be d on e  a t  a p rovin c i al level 
to deal with the problem of bus i ness cycles which, I 
t hi n k ,  is a problem that's affected u s  i n  the past a n d  
probably w i l l  affect u s  i n  the future w i t h  respect t o  the 
m inerals i ndustry. 

MR. B. RANSOM: A f ina l  s u p p lementary q uestion to 
the M i n ister, M r. S peaker, I 'm q u ite aware of the rea
sons for the l ayoffs as they relate to the i nternat ional  
m i n era l  p r i c i n g  s i t u a t i o n .  When l ayoffs  were 
a n n o unced at Tho m pson in  1 977,  at the t i m e  that our  
government had j ust been formed,  the members 
oppos ite had a great many solut ions that were to be 
i mplemented i mmediately at that t i m e  that would have 
helped,  i n  the i r  v iew, to c ushi o n  the i mpact of the 
layoffs upon the economy of that c ity. I ' m  wonder i n g  
s pecif ical ly which i ni tiatives the M i n ister i s  contem
p lat ing  i ntroduc ing  in F l i n  F lon and S now Lake. 

HON. W. PARASIUK: M r. Speaker,  the P rovinc ia l  
Government has been havi n g  d iscussions with the 
c o m m u nity of F l i n  F lon ,  with H udson Bay M i n i ng and 
Smelt ing with respect to u pg rad ing the services withi n  
that c o m m u nity t o  reinforce F l i n  F l o n  a s  a long-term 
centre for the m i n i n g  i n dustry. They,  themselves, have 
been experienc ing  some turnover p roblems over the 
last few years. We are look ing  at a l l  those m atters and ,  
in  fact, I i nv ited the p res idents of the various m i n i ng 
companies i n  soon after beco m i n g  M i n ister to d iscuss 
these m atters and I said that i t  was our intent ion to 
develop long-term solutions to the p rob lem of busi
ness cycles which, in fact,  had i mpacted on  the m i n 
eral i n dustry over the cou rse of the l ast 5 0  years. 

I m i g ht point  out that all of the l eaders of the m i neral 
i n dustry, the presidents and other staff are saying that 
this is  the worst bus iness cycle s ince the D epress ion 
with respect to copper a n d  zi n c  pr ices a n d  I thi n k  we 
have to be cogn i zant of that. 
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This is ,  I thi n k ,  somewhat d i fferent than the s i tua
t ion i n  1 97 7  with respect to Thompson,  where we had 
the m i n e  c los ing down there, whi l e  at the same t i m e  
t he com pany w a s  u nderta k i n g  deve lopm ents i n  
I ndonesia, the Phi l i pp ines and G uatemala with respect 
to the development of laterit ic ore, developments 
whi c h  in fact I thi n k  cost l nco a su bstant ia l  amount  of 
money and have t urned out  not to be s uccessfu l ,  so 
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they are concentrating the i r  efforts back in Canada 
deal ing with s u l ph i te ores. I'm p leased to see t hat 
happening and I bel ieve that's indicated back i n  
Thompson. I t  h a s  been going quite strong over the 
course of the l ast s ix  months,  even though there have 
tieen s ignif i cant layoffs by l nco of staff and workers in 
the Ontario area. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M e m ber for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. S peaker. my question is to the 
Hono u rable M inister of Health .  I wou ld  ask h i m  
whether he can advise t h e  H ou se whether t h e  latest 
increase in personal care home residential fees, 
announc!')d apparently after the H ouse rose on Friday, 
has been approved by the Cabinet? 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onou rable M i ni ster of Health.  

HON. L. DESJARDINS: Yes, they have. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, can the M i nister 
advise whether he w i l l  be proceeding on the basis of 
increasing the personal care per diem each quarter, 
April 1 st ,  J u l y  1 st.  October 1 st, etc .?  

HON. L .  DESJARDINS: Mr.  S peaker, there has been a 
change that an Order-in-Counc i l  w i l l  be requi red 
every t i m e  t here i s  a c hange that i s  proposed. It wou ld  
be most  of the t i m e  when there's a change i n  the 
pension and the Cabinet wi l l  have to assu re i tse l f  that 
it is based on the  pension and the cost of l iving and not 
an automatic amount, as was the case pr ior to u s  
taking over. -(Interjection)- Mr. S peaker, i f  grants 
stand at about 75 cents, then I ' l l  get the information, 
I ' l l  enquire for the information. If we left the order 
standing. the people would be paying approximately 
75 cents more a day than they are paying now. -
( Interjection)- That's funny, t h e  Leader of the O ppo
s i tion th inks t hat's very funny but I ' m  s u re the people 
i n  the community, i n  the personal care homes. don't 
feel that it 's quite that funny. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, my question is to the  
H onou rable M i nister of F inance. I wou ld  ask h im 
w hether h e  can conf i rm that on the basis of the  c u r
rent schedule of personal care residential fees. i nc lud
ing the  increase announced on Fr iday after th e  House 
rose, the government w i l l  be $5 m i l l ion short on its 
B u dget appropriat ion for the Personal Care Home 
Program th is  year? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M i nister of F inance. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: M r. Speaker, I don't have the 
exact f igwes h ere. I can say,  h owever, that certainly 
the fees being charged to the users are less than t hey 
wou l d  have been under the o ld  system. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. S peaker. can the M i nister of 
F inance also say that the $5 m i l l ion shortfa l l  w i l l  have 
to be p icked up some way, one way or another, e ither 
by residents of personal care homes t h ro u g h  heavier 
fees next year or by the taxpayers of Manitoba who are 
a l ready carrying.  I would th ink all would agree, a con-

------� -----
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s iderable bu rden? 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: M r. S peaker, I ' l l  provide the 
m e m ber wi th  the specif ic  nu m bers when I get  them.  
As I sa id ,  I don't have them r ight at  my fingert ips .  

MR. L.  SHERMAN: M r. S peaker, my question is  to the 
Honourable M inister of Community Services. I wonder 
if he can confi rm that interviews are being conducted 
for a manager's posit ion at the New Work Act iv ity 
Project i n  The Pas and that recru i tment i s  a lso c u r
rent ly under way for what is described as an adminis
trator off icer  wh ich ,  I presume,  is  an em ployment ser
vices co-ordinator. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hono u rable M i nister of Com
m u nity Services. 

HON. L. EVANS: The reference to the project at The 
Pas, I be l ieve there was - t h i s  i s  i n  the past tense - an 
advert isement and compet it ion about a month or  so 
ago. O n  the  other matter,  I ' l l  h ave to take the  question 
as notice. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onou rable M e m ber for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, my question is to the 
Honourable F irst M i nister and I would ask h im whether 
he can conf i rm that the government, the Cabinet, has 
agreed to a three-month review of the appointment of 
M r. M ick B u rke as project m anager at Westbran and 
the  d isp lacement of long-ti m e  c iv i l  servant, M r. Doug
las Wark. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hono u rable M i nister of F i nance. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: M r. S peaker, as the member 
knows, t here i s  a Labour Management Committee 
w h i c h  meets occasi ona l ly between the G overnment 
and the M anitoba G overnment Employees Associa
t ion. We met last Monday and they indicated at that 
meeting that there was some concern expressed by 
mem bers of the M G EA with respect to contracting out  
work that m ight  be of a term natu re or  m i g ht indeed be 
of a f u l l- t ime long-term basis .  We d iscussed that at  
some length and we decided that what we wou ld  do 
with respect to t h i s  part icu lar job  i s  rev iew i t  over the 
summer months over the next several months,  with 
the M GEA. 

I shou ld  point out, t hat part icu lar  job being con
tracted out in the way i t  is, is s im i lar  to jobs in the other 
areas; that is ,  i n  the C i ty of W innipeg and in the other 
areas where you h ave these work activity p rojects in 
p rogress. I n  those other areas you have not civi l  ser
vants, not term e m p loyees, but contract people j ust as 
t here now is  i n  B randon, but we are prepared to look at 
it. If we ag ree at the  end of that Study, together with 
the M G E A. that there is  a need,  a long-term ongoing 
need, then we have ag reed that we w i l l  be advertis ing 
t hat job  at that t ime on a term basis or for a career C iv i l  
Service position. 

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr. S peaker, in view of the fact 
that the M i nister of F inance confirms t hat a three
m onth review of that s i tuation is  indeed under way 
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and the rev i ew is design ed to determ i ne whether one 
person or  two persons are needed for  that  job ,  wh ich 
was a lways a dua l  position ,  my q u estion now is  to the 
Honourable M i n i ster of C o m m u n ity Services. I would 
ask h im why,  i n  those c ircu mstances, has a dec is ion 
been made as of M ay 27th i n  h i s  department and i n  h is  
off ice to i n terview cand id ates for  the Project M a nag
er's posit ion at Tl1e Pas and  to recru i t  an A d m i n i stra
tor Off icer, so-ca l led ,  who I p resume is an Employ
ment Services Co-ordi nator. Why is he proceedi n g  on  
the  two-pronged search ,  when there is  a three-month 
review u nder way, to determ i ne whether the second 
job is  even necessary? 

oeHO N .  V. S C H R OEDER: M r. S peaker, as I h ad i nd i
cated i n  m y  f i rst answer, the dec is ion was made after 
l ast Monday's m eeti ng  with the M G EA and w hatever 
happened pr ior to that surely was someth i n g  that 
wasn't made in l ight of this particu lar  decis ion,  because 
the M i n i ster cou ldn ' t  possi bly know of a decis ion 
which was made some weeks after somethi n g  h ap
pened in that department. 

But w h i l e  I 'm up I m ight i n d i cate that those other 
projects or areas that ough t  to be looked at in the 
same way; that is ,  i f  one project deserves a term c iv i l  
servant or  a f u l l-ti m e  c iv i l  servant, then that's some
th i n g  that we s h o u l d  look at w ith respect to the other 
projects. We s h o u l d  also - as the m e m ber I 'm sure 
k nows - and we w i l l  l ook at the fact that i n  Brandon 
before the change there were i n deed two people; that 
is ,  there was the P roject Manager and there was an 
Executive Assistant, who bas ica l ly  was doing the 
work i n  that project; so the f u l l-ti me c iv i l  servant was 
work i n g  i n  another area and  had ass igned an Execu
t ive Assistant to do this particu lar  work.  

MR. L. SHERMAN: Mr.  Speaker,  the meeti ng  m ay 
have taken p lace three weeks ago, but my fi rst q u es
tion to the M i n ister d idn ' t  take p lace three weeks ago, 
it took p l ace three m i n utes ago and the M i n i ster has 
e m barked on  a dual search in that work activ i ty pro
ject area, The Pas. 

A f i n al q uestion ,  M r. S peaker, is  to the Honourable 
F irst M i n ister, and  I wou l d  ask h im whether, i n  view of 
the protest lodged by the Man i to ba Govern ment 
Employees Association over the s u m mary and u nfair  
d isp lacement of long-tim e  c iv i l  servant, Douglas Wark, 
he w i l l  cons ider ro l l i n g  back the appoi ntment of M r. 
B urke and  reinstati ng  M r. Wark as Project M anager of 
the Westbran Work Activ i ty Project. 

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

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. S peaker, if the M e m ber for 
Fort Garry had been l i sten ing carefu l ly  to the response 
by the M i n ister respons ib le  for the Civi l  Service 
Commiss ion ,  he would have noted that there is  a 
three-month i n vestigation ,  a determ i nation  as to 
whether or not the posit ion is req u i red or not, recom
mendations to f low as a resul t  thereof, and a decis ion 
wi l l  be made at that point. 

I NTRODUCTION OF GUESTS 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. Perhaps this w i l l  be a 
su itable ti me to d i rect the attent ion of honourable 

members to the gal lery, where there are 50 students of  
G rade 9 stand ing of the Yel low Q u i l l  J u n ior  H igh 
School u nder the d i rection of Mr. Susheln itsky. The 
school is  in the constituency of the Honourable 
Member for Portage la Prair ie.  

There are 20 students from Daniel  M cintyre School 
u n der the d i rection of Mr .  Cancade and M iss H i l l .  The 
school is  i n  the constituency of the Honourable 
M e m ber for El l ice .  

There are 40 v is i tors from the Maso n i c  G rand Lodge 
u nder the d i rection of M rs. Berkstead. 

On behalf  of all of the members, I welcome you here 
this afternoon. 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for  Pembina. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank  you ,  M r. S peaker. M y  
q u estion is  for the F i rst M i n ister. 

In v iew of the fact that the F irst M i n ister has i n d i
cated to members of the ru ral media that h i s  govern
ment w i l l  not resume p u rchase of farmland,  can the 
F i rst M i n i ster give that same assurance to M e mbers of 
this House that his Government  w i l l  n ot res u m e  p u r
chase of farmland? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 
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HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. S peaker, if the M e m ber for 
Pembina h ad been l iste n i n g  caref u l l y  to the report, he 
would h ave noted that i t  i n d icated the government  has 
no  i ntent ion to enter at th is  tim e  i n to a land-lease 
purchase p rogram ,  that there are no  monies a l located 
for same. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: I was l i ste n i n g  carefu l l y  and that 
is  exactly what the F irst M i n ister has conf irmed,  that 
his govern ment w i l l  not be res u m i n g  p u rc hase of 
farmland .  

M y  next q uesti o n ,  a s u p plemen tary to the F i rst M i n
ister, w i l l  the F i rst M i n ister be i nstructin g  h i s  M i n ister 
of Agr icu l tu re to reinstitute the program of prov i d i n g  
long-term l o a n  monies ava i lab le  t o  y o u n g  farmers 
enter ing the profession of far m i n g  in the Prov ince of 
Man itoba for the f i rst ti me? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. S peaker, i t's rather i n terest
i ng. From t ime to t ime we h ave honourable mem bers 
across the way wav ing forth pamphlets d ea l i n g  wi th 
the ir  f ixation  perta i n i ng to the N ovem ber 1 7th Elec
tion Cam paign that they sti l l  have not s uccessfu l ly  
recu perated from. 

D u ri n g  the cam paign, M r. S peaker, we i n d i cated 
very clearly that the M a nitoba Agric u ltural C red i t  
Corporation  wou ld  be reorgan ized i n  order  to ensure 
that funds  were provided for debt consol idat ion,  the 
p u rchase of eq u ipment and other non land  p u rc hase 
i tems. 

N ow w hat the honourable member is  inv i ti n g  me to 
do is  to enter i n to a program that i ndeed was the 
precise opposite to that which was part of our  com
m itment pr ior to Novem ber 1 7th. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Mr. S peaker, my f ina l  s u p plemen
tary. In l i ght of the promise m ade by the F irst M i n ister 



in th is e lection document, "A C lear C h o i ce for Man i t
obans,"  where i n  the F irst M i n ister p romised that he 
would be i ntrod u c i n g  a p rogram to assist young 
farmers enter ing  agr icu l tu re ,  and i n  v iew of the fact 
that the F irst M i n ister has just now confirmed that they 
w i l l  not be offer ing the Land Lease Program, nor w i l l  
they be offeri ng  long-term loan m o n i es t o  y o u n g  
farmers enter ing agricu l tu re, c a n  the F irst M i n i ster 
now conf i rm th is  is another prom ise broken to 
Man itobans? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. S peaker, again as I i n d i cated 
but  a few momen ts ago the Honourable M e m ber for 
Pembina  and other members across the way are f ixed 
upon the Election Campaign leading u p  to November 
1 7th. I t  i s  a steady and a persistent f ixation .  What this 
Government is  doing i s  look i n g  forward to the futu re. 
The M i n i ster of Agr icu l tu re - ( I n terjection)- Wel l ,  
Mr. S peaker, thank goodness there is  one party i n  this 
Legis lature that is  prepared to look forward to the 
future and not to rehash the past. Thank goodness! 

Mr. S peaker, I don't  i nten d  to shout to convey my 
voice over the shouts across the way from opposit ion 
mem bers. I f  honourable m e m bers had been l isten i n g  
carefu l ly  they w o u l d  know,  from the basis of the p ro
gram s  that have been enunc iated and  been clearly 
articu lated by the M i n ister of Agricu ltu re, that this 
government is  i ndeed develop ing programs in order 
to ensure that the fami l y  farms of this prov ince are 
protected. 

Mr. S peaker, we have repeatedly i n d icated that this 
Government, the f i rst of any p rovi nc ia l  government i n  
the country o f  Canada, is  proceed i n g  wi th a program 
of some i n terest rate rel ief; the f i rst p rovince i n  
Canada. 

Secondly,  M r. Speaker, this M i n ister has i ntroduced 
a p rogram i nto this Legislature that, though facing 
outright ferocious  opposit ion from mem bers across 
the way, is  i ntended to attempt to ensure that the 
farm lands in th i s  p rovi nce remain in the hands of 
farmers and not in the hands of o u ts ide corporations. 

T h i rd ly ,  Mr .  Speaker, i f  the M e m ber for Pembina 
and  other mem bers h ad l istened carefu l ly, they wou ld  
have noted that i t  is  the  i nten t  of this govern ment  to 
devise a program by wh ich  loans w i l l  be provided 
through the Manitoba Agric u ltural  Credit Corporation  
for  farm mac h i n ery and  debt  consol idation and  other 
areas, but, M r. S peaker, and l et us be very c lear on 
this,  not programs that w i l l  d u p l i cate or overlap or be 
wastefu l  i n  respect to j u risd ict ion between loans p ro
vided u nder federal j u risd i ction and u nder p rov inc ia l  
j u risd i ction. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: M r. S peaker, a f inal supplemen
tary to the F irst M i n ister. I have been l iste n i n g  intently,  
I can assu re the F i rst M i n i ster, to what he has been 
saying, and that great futu re in Man itoba, part of i t  l eft 
the p rovi nce on  Tuesday of last week when A lcan 
cancel led its option on  land i n  Ba lmoral .  What I am 
look ing for from the F irst M i n ister, as part  of that great 
futu re of Man itoba, is  when he i ntends to i ntroduce 
and announce to this House the  program to assist 
young farmers enter ing agr icu l ture as h e  prom ised on 
Nove m ber 1 7th. I 'm not i nterested i n  hearing the loans 
made avai lab le  to farmers a l ready in bus iness. T h i s  
promise is  c lear; a program to assist farmers enter ing 
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agriculture. When can we expect that annou n cement, 
in view of the fact that he is cancel l i n g  long-term loans 
and wi l l  not  be bringing forward land lease? When w i l l  
the program c o m e  forward? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, i f  the honourable 
m e m ber wou l d  aga in  recheck the documents which 
we have i n  front of us ,  he wou ld  note that i t's a docu
ment  perta i n i n g  to a request for a mandate, a mandate 
to p rovide G overnment  in the Prov i nce of M a n i to ba,  
that mandate wi th respect to a five-year program.  Th is  
M i n ister of Agricu l tu re ,  i ndeed this Government, in  
the short space of seven months, u n der extreme d i ffi
cu l t  economic c ircu mstances that Man i to bans u nd er
stand even though members across the way appear to 
fai l  to understand ,  has been mak ing some measurable 
progress in regard to programs to assist the you ng 
farmers i n  th is  provi n ce. 

It is  u n fortunate, i ndeed, i f  we hear the bay i n g  of 
some hysteria from mem bers across the way that are 
concerned because growi n g  n u m bers of farmers i n  
this prov ince are i n d eed recogn iz ing that a t  long l ast 
there is  a government in Man i toba that's atte m pti ng, 
u nder very very d i f f icu l t  c i rc u mstances, in a very d iff i
cult wor ld s i tuation ,  to u ndertake some measurable 
progress in regard to agr icu l tu ra l  pol icy .  

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra b l e  Leade r  of the 
O pposition .  

HON. S .  LYON: M r. Speaker, i n  v iew of the  fact that 
the New Democratic Party of Man i toba when i n  
O pposit ion was a s u p porter of the National Energy 
Program of Mr .  Trudeau , and  said i n  fact that it d idn ' t  
go far  enough i n  Canad ian iz ing the  o i l  i n d ustry; in  
v iew of the  fact that the  New Democratic Party when in  
O pposit ion was a lso a stron g  s u p porter of The For
e i gn I nvestment Review Act and ,  i n  fact, said it d i dn ' t  
go far enough ,  a long with the i r  N ational  Leader who 
voiced s i mi l ar statements to the a l l  who wou ld  l isten to 
h i m ;  i n  view of the fact that B u si ness Week, one of the 
most presti gious economic  and busi ness magazines 
i n  the U n ited States h as i n d icted the Nat ional  Energy 
Pol icy and  The Foreign I n vestment  R eview Act as 
being responsib le ,  i n  their  words, for br inging Canada 
to the br i n k  of economic  d isaster; w i l l  the F i rst M i n is
ter of the p rovince now tel l  us whether h e  sti l l  supports 
these two i nv id ious  programs foisted on the people of 
Canada by the Trudeau regi me; and secondar i ly ,  w i l l  
he give t h e  assurance to t h e  people o f  Man i toba and 
through them to  h is  Leader i n  Ottawa, that he w i l l  ask 
his Leader not to s u p port the Trudeau regim e  when it 
is  faced with a Want of Confidence M otion in the next 
two days, not to save their bacon as the New Demo
crats have on a n u m ber of previous occasions? 

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

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, I ' m  somewhat s u r
prised that the Leader of the Opposition wou ld  sug
gest that i n d eed it was this party, wh i le  i n  O pposition ,  
that su pported the jack ing u p  of o i l  pr ices across 
Canada. It was i ndeed the former govern ment  of this 
prov ince led by the then Leader of the O pposition .  
who was then  the  Premier  of th is  p rovince, that jo ined 
s h o u l der-to- s h o u l d er ,  i n  fact n ose-to-n ose, M r. 
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Speaker, toe-to-toe and b u m-4o- b u m  with those that 
provided pressu re, constant pressu re, upon the Fed
eral Government to i ncrease oil prices throughout 
Canada. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. S peaker, in order to br ing the 
F i rst M i n i ster back to real ity, may I rem i n d  h i m  that i t  
was not the Nat ional  Energy Pol icy of the Clark Gov
ernment that was i n d i cted for br ingi n g  this country to 
the br i n k  of d isaster, it was the National  Energy Pol icy 
announced by the Trudeau Govern me nt, s u p ported 
by the N ew Democrats in Ottawa and here. 

Mr. S peaker, the Canadian ization program t hat was 
supported by the socia l ists opposite; Petro-Canada 
supported by the socia l ists opposite; Foreign I nvest
ment Review su pported by the socia l ists opposite; 
these are the programs, M r. S peaker, that are being 
i n d i cted now for br inging Canada to the br ink  of eco
nomic  d isaster. 

A very s i m pl e  q uest ion ,  does the F i rst M i n ister st i l l  
s u p port t hose programs? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General  
on  a point  of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 

HON. R .  PENNER: Once aga in  I ' m  constra ined a s  
Government  House Leader to rise on  a point  of order 
when the Leader of the O pposit ion m is uses and  
abuses q u estion period to give a rhetorical ,  declama
tory, e m pty, but  t i me-co n s u m i n g  speech i nstead of a 
s hort preamble  to a q uestion.  You h ave d rawn the 
attent ion of the House to your  r u l ings i n  th is  connec
tion before and before par l iamentary p ractice, I wou l d  
u rge that y o u  do s o  aga in ,  because apparently, once, 
twice, t h ree t i mes is  not e nough to penetrate some 
sku l l s  aro u n d  th is  

MR. SPEAKER: I hope t hat a l l  mem bers w i l l  heed 
those words of wisdom and try for brevity in the i r  
answers to q uest ions ,  as  to the  q u est ions them selves. 

The Honourable Leader of the O pposit ion.  

HON. S.  LYON: Yes,  on  the  facetious point  of  order 
that was raised by the House Leader,  I wou l d  merely 
want the record to be c lear, S i r, in your defence, that 
you were n ot say ing i n  any way, shape or form that the  
advice that was  be ing p roffered by the Govern ment 
House Leader was advice that shou ld  be fol lowed, 
because, S ir ,  we've come to u n derstand that this man 
neither k nows nor  u n derstands th is  House; i n deed 
spent a good part of his l ife in a party that was p re
pared to su bvert th is  i nsti!ut ion.  

ORAL QUESTIONS (Cont'd) 

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

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. S peaker, I ' m  not goi n g  to 
com ment too m u c h  in respect to those last words, 
except to say, M r. S peaker, that I f ind those frequent 
comments vu lgar and u nworthy. 

Mr .  S peaker, i f  I recall correctly when we deal with 
oi l  p ri ces, oi l  and gas pr ices, i t  was a former Federal 
M i n ister of F i nance,  one J o h n  Crosbie from New-

fou n d l and ,  that i ntroduced a B udget that would have 
i nc reased gas pr ices by 18 cents. Mr. S peaker, the 
Tweedledee Government of J oe C lark was replaced 
by the Tweedledum G overn ment of P ierre El l iott Tru
deau. Mr. Speaker, that's for sure. 

MR. SPEAKER: O rder p lease. Order p lease. The 
Honourable F i rst M i n ister. 

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. S peaker, the reason i ndeed 
that we are in d i ff icu lty today in 1 982 - and I t h i n k  it 's 
t ime that the Federal Government and Prov inc ia l  
Governments commenced to work together to sort 
out the d i re econ o m i c  problems of today - but the 
basic p roblem and I th ink we m u st ident i fy the prob
lem as to why we're in econom i c  d i ff icu lt ies today, is  
( a) because of a n  i n terest rate pol icy that i s  neither 
rat ional  nor  i ntel l i gent;  (b)  an energy pr ice p o l i cy t hat 
has contr ibuted in a s harp way to i nf lat ion all across 
Canada; and t h i rd ly ,  Mr. S peaker, the lack of con
structive alternat ives that have been proposed by the 
governments that had been i n  office  federal ly ,  both 
Conservative and L i beral .  

Mr .  Speaker, unti l  that happens in Canada we w i l l  
n o t  h ave c o m e  t o  grips w i t h  the  recession that pres
ently exists that is  affecti n g  each and every fam i l y  i n  
t h i s  prov i n ce a n d  cou ntry, each a n d  every bus i ness i n  
t h i s  p rovince i n  Canada, a n d  i ndeed is  w i d e n i n g  the  
gap ,  u nfortu nately, Mr .  Speaker, i nsofar as  the various 
regions of this country. 

HON. S. LYON: Mr. S peaker, the F i rst M i n ister can 
cont i n ue as long as he w ishes goi ng back to the Cros
bie B udget, but it's not the C rosbie B u d get that is 
be ing i n d i cted. I br ing h i s  m i n d  forward, if I may, to the  
B u d get of the Government  that h i s  party s u p ported 
and helped to put i nto office, the Trudeau Govern ment. 
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M r. S peaker, is the F i rst M i n ister of th is  prov ince 
p repared to w i re the Pr ime M i n ister of Canada and ask 
h im to abandon the Nat ional  Energy Po l icy and  For
e ign I n vestment R eview, both of wh ich ,  accordi n g  to 
B u s iness Week and many other sensib le people i n  
Canada, have caused Canada t o  come today t o  the 
br i n k  of d isaster, or do  they sti l l  c l ing to the i r  ideo logi
cal social ist responses w h i c h  M r. Trudeau adopted 
foo l ish ly  and he lped br ing the cou ntry to the sorry 
state it's i n ?  

HON. H .  PAWLEY: Mr.  Speaker, reference is  m a d e  to 
the jo in ing  wi th  the L i berals to br ing down the C rosbie 
B udget. Let me assu re the Leader of the O pposit ion,  
in  case there be any doubt on  the part of any of the 
mem bers across the way,  that the New Democratic 
Party led by Ed B roadbent did not vote against the 
C rosbie B u d get to e lect a L i beral Govern m ent, we 
voted again st the C rosbie B udget because we hoped 
to e lect a New Democratic Party Govern ment in  
Canada. 

M r. Speaker,  i f  the record of votes be c h ecked i n  
Ottawa, you w i l l  f ind  that i t  is  m u c h  m u c h  more fre
quent  that L i berals and  Conservatives in Ottawa voted 
together to cont inue pol ic ies that h ave i nf l i cted great 
damage u po n  the economy in Canada, great damage. 
M r. S peaker, i t  was ar is ing out of these very c i rcum
stances t hat a week ago I wrote a letter to the  Pr ime 
M i n i ster req uest i n g  a meet i ng of F i rst M i n isters in  
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Canada so that again  we can sit down and hopefu l ly, 
hopefu l ly  enjoy some more p rod uct ive resu lts than we 
did in the Conference of February 2nd and 4th of t h is 
year. 

H opefu l ly ,  Mr. S peaker. at th is  point  the Federal 
Government w i l l  recogn ize that the po l ic ies that have 
been pursued are p roving  themselves more and more 
i ncapable each d ay of rescu i n g  Canada from the 
present economic turmoi l  wh ich  Canada is  confronted 
with. Hopefu l ly, day by day the Pri m e  M i n ister and the 
government of this country recog n ize that they m ust 
again reexam i ne the alternat ives, the alternatives that 
were presented to it February 2nd to February 4th of 
th is  year, rather than d ism iss ing them as easi ly  as they 
d i d  on February 2nd a n d  February 4th of th is  year. 
Hopefu l ly ,  M r. Speaker, we can commence a process 
soon of exa m i n i n g  alternatives rather than l iv ing in the 
past, exa m i n i n g  alternatives so we can bui ld  towards a 
healthier economy throughout the whole of Canada. 

HON. S. LYON: M r. Speaker, in v iew of the  fact t hat 
the F irst M i n i ster has betrayed the k i n d  of a d ream 
world that h e  l ives in, in terms of try i n g  to defend the  
i n defensib le ,  namely, the s u p port by the NOP for  the 
Li berals' Nonconf idence M otion i n  1 980 - wh ich  the 
people of Canada wi l l  not forget: in  view of that fact 
amd in view of the fact t hat h e  has n ow sauntered 
along at the s ide of the Premier  of Quebec or the 
Premier  of Al berta in cal l i n g  for a Federa l-Provi nc ia l  
Economic Conference, wou l d  the F i rst M i n i ster te l l  
the H ouse, what are  the ma in  posit ions that Man i toba 
wou l d  put  forward to t hat Conference, having in m i n d  
t h e  fact that o n e  o f  t h e  m a i n  posit ions t hat M a n itoba 
took in the Febru ary Conference was the 75-cent dol
lar? We now have a 76-cent dol lar today and that 
doesn't seem to be h e l p i n g  the economy. What other 
breathtak ing s uggest ions has the F i rst M i n ister got to 
i mprove the Canadian economy? 

HON. H. PAWLEY: M r. Speaker, f i rst I 'd  l i ke to correct 
the Leader of the O p posit ion on  a matter of record. 
The Leader of the O pposit ion i n d i cated we'd sup
ported a Liberal  Mot ion ,  as I u n d erstand it ,  to br ing 
about the defeat of the C rosbie B udget .  I t  was a N ew 
Democratic Party M otion that was i ntroduced,  s u p
ported by the Liberals that brought about the  defeat of 
the C rosbie B udget. 

M r. Speaker, 

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

HON. H. PAWLEY: Mr. Speaker, the Leader of the 
O pposit ion obviously has not read the br ief that was 
presented by the Government of the Prov ince of Man i 
toba to the F i rst M i n isters' Conference, February 2nd 
to 4th of t h is year. I f  he had read that  br ief he would 
have observed t hat t here was i ndeed a l ist  of alterna
tives t hat were prov ided to the then Government of the 
Canada.  I wi l l  make a point i ndeed of forward i n g  i t  to 
the Leader of the O pposit ion,  because obviously he 
has not received it or i f  he has received it has not read 
the brief that was submitted by the Government of the 
Province of  M an itoba at that  t ime to the Pri me M i n ister. 

M r. Speaker, I suspect that as wel l  t here w i l l  be need 
for u pdat ing of t hat brief in respect to further va luable 

i nformat ion,  because that which we s u b m itted on  
February 2 n d  to 4th  is  coming more t rue ,  more to 
home day by day. 

M r. S peaker, in addit ion I want to say this to the 
Leader of the O p posit ion ,  M a n itoba's not the only 
provi n ce to prov ide constructive proposals i n  that 
Conference of February 2nd to 4th.  There were Con
servative Govern ments, M r. Speaker, who provided 
very posit ive and construct ive proposals to the Pri m e  
M i n ister, Conservative governments, M r. Speaker, 
that provided alternat ives that were q u ite at variance 
with what we hear dai ly across the aisle in th is  
Cham ber. -(I nterject ion) - Yes ,  M r. S peaker, i n  fact 
you wouldn 't know i t  was the same colour of b l u e  i f  
y o u  exa m i n e  the briefs o f  some o f  t h e  Conservative 
Govern ments and what t hey presented to the Pri m e  
M i n i ster on  February 2 n d  to 4 t h ,  w i t h  w hat we hear 
from across the a is le in th is  C h a m ber. 

So, Mr. S peaker, there is  an  array of positive alterna
t ives that we wish to present. I t h i n k  the last four or  five 
months h ave demonstrated more c lear ly than ever 
before t hat the Pri me M i n i ster's route is n ot s ucceed
i ng .  I t h i n k  that day by day we're seei ng  an  i ncreasi n g  
deteriorat ion i n  the economic  s ituat ion:  a n d  day b y  
d a y  we s e e  the  n e e d ,  the u rgent n eed,  for the po l i t i 
c ians of th is  country, regardless of party stripe, to get 
together in the i nterests of Canadians as a whole.  

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. The t i me for O ra l  Q u es
t ions has exp i red.  Before O rders of the Day, I have a 
Procedura l  Statement to make to the House. O rder 
p lease. 
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PROCEDURAL STATEMENT 

MR. SPEAKER: O n  Fr iday,  June 1 8th ,  d u ri n g  debate 
on  the Crow R ate Resolut ion,  the Honourab le  M e m ber 
for Pemb ina rose in h is p l ace to object to remarks 
made by the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture. The M i n ister 
withdrew his reference to the absence from the House 
of the H onourable M e m ber for Pem bi n a  a n d  con
t i nued ,  "but  in actual m i n d ,  h e  was way out of t h i s  
area." 

The m atter was taken u nder advisement by the 
S peaker i n  order to review H ansard and exam i n e  the 
context of the remarks. 

Wh i le  the pr inted word in H ansard did l itt le to c larify 
the s i tuat ion,  t here was a clearly i m p l ied reference to 
the honourab le  member's mental capacity. 

Order p lease. 
This i nterpretation is  c lear in the context of the 

spoken word a n d  the same i m p ression was obviously 
received by the Honourab le  M e m ber for Pem b i n a  who 
sa id  in part ,  "that i s  a reflection on  my m ental  capac
ity," and went on to seek the withdrawal of the 
remarks. 

W h i le this s ituat ion is  not covered d i rectly in Beau
c hesne, C itation 3 1 6(1) does say t hat a mem ber m u st 
not "make a personal  c harge agai nst a mem ber." 
Another C itat ion ,  322 states that "a  statement by a 
member respect i n g  h i mself and part icu lar ly w i th in  h is 
k nowledge who m ust be accepted ."  

Even i f  the quoted c itat ions do not apply ,  the refer
ence to a mem ber's mental  capacity is  certa i n l y  d i s
courteous, clearly i nf lammatory and probably i nsult ing.  

Order p lease. 
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I therefore conc lude that the remarks of the Hon
ourab le  M i n ister of Agr icu l ture were u nparl i a mentary 
and shou ld  be withdrawn.  

The Honourable M i n ister. 

HON. B. URUSKI: M r. S peaker,  w h i l e  I am not medi
ca l ly  q u a l i fied to j u d g e  the com petence of the hon
ourable mem ber, I do withd raw that  statement .  

MR. SPEAKER: O rders of the Day. The Honourable  
Government H ouse Leader. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

HON. R. PENNER: Mr.  Speaker, may I f i rst, by way of 
a coup le  of a n n o u n cements, welcome back to the 
House the  M e m ber for M i n nedosa . I may say to h i m  
w e  were a l l  concerned,  certai n l y  on  t h i s  s i d e  of t h e  
House a n d  I ' m  sure I ' m  speak ing  for t h e  House a s  a 
whole ,  when we heard t h at he was not wel l  a n d  are 
very p leased to see h i m  back and in h is p l ace and wish  
h i m  a speedy recovery. 

COMMITTEE MEETING 

MR. R .  PENNER: I 'd l i ke  to an n o unce a cont inu at ion 
of the meet i ng of the Committee on  Statutory O rders 
and Regu lat ions for Thu rsday next of th is  week at 
1 0:00 a.m. 

Mr. S peaker, would you p lease ca l l  the R eport Stage 
on  B i l l  No. 40. 

REPORT STAGE 

Bill 40 -THE LABOUR R ELATIONS ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: The q uestion before the House is  the 
Report Stage on  Bi l l  No.  40.  Shal l  the report of the 
Committee on Bi l l  N o. 40 be concurred i n? 

The H onourable  M i n i ster of F i nance.  

HON. V.  SCHROEDER: Yes,  M r. Speaker,  I do have 
an amend ment.  

I move, seconded by the Attorney-General ;  THAT 
the p roposed c lause 75.1 (4)(b) of The Labou(Rela
t ions Act as set out i n  Sect ion 9 of B i l l  40 be amended 
by add ing  t hereto, at the end thereof the words 
"except as may be d i rected by an  order of the Board 
made for the sole pu rpose of a l lowing the  em ployer, at 
a tota l l y  s h utdown workplace,  who in order to res u m e  
normal operat ions m ust do  so i n  stages." 

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  M i n ister. 

HON. V. SCHROEDER: Mr. Speaker, with respect to 
the amendment ,  as the mem bers oppos ite w i l l  recal l  
t here was a representation made t o  t h e  Comm ittee by 
the Canadian M a nufactu rers' Associat ion in w h i c h  
thAy i n d icated that the wording a s  i t  was i n  the p ro
posed B i l l  40, would req u i re return  to work strict ly by 
seni ority.  They poi nted out that in certai n  i n dustr ies a 
return  to work m ight  be req u i red not in accordance 
with sen iority, but  rather in accordance with depart
ments; that is ,  you m i g ht have the mai ntenance staff 

coming in to do the prepatory work and you might 
res u me work i n  stages. The proposal was one wh ich  
appeared to be a very sensible proposal and i n  accor
dance with i t  we have proposed this amendment, 
w h i c h  wou ld  a l low the Board to order a return  to work 
by people in order to set u p  the work process in stages 
as opposed to being req u i red to order employees 
back on ly  strictly with seniority. 

A l though the or ig ina l  wordi n g  i n d icated that return  
was by sen iority, I understand t hat specif ical ly i n  the 
B ri t ish C o l u m bi a  j u risd ict ion,  w here word i n g  is  s im
i l ar, the Board i n  fact d id take i t  upon i tse l f  on  several 
occasions, without bein g  cha l lenged in court ,  to set 
up the terms and c o n d it ions of a return  to work. Not
withstand ing  t hat fact, we thought  that i t  wou ld  not be 
i n a ppropriate to set forth c learly i n  the Act that the  
B oa rd wo u l d  h ave th is  r ight  a n d  therefore the 
amendment i s  proposed. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable M e m ber for St. 
N orbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, I move seconded by 
the  Honourab le  M e m ber for Sturgeon Creek, that 
debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  Government  House 
Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. S peaker, wou ld  you p lease 
c a l l  the Seco n d  Read ings in the order in w h i c h  they 
appear i n  the O rder Paper. 

SECOND READING - GOVERNMENT B ILLS 

Bill NO. 31 -THE CHILD CUSTODY 
ENFORCEMENT ACT 

HON. R. PENNER presented B i l l  No. 3 1 , The C h i l d  
Custody Enforcement Act.  L o i  s u r  !'execut ion des 
ordonnances d e  garde for secon d  readi ng .  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  Attorney-General .  

HON. R. PENNER: Mr.  S peaker, B i l l  No .  31 i s  a b i l l  
i ntended t o  repeal a n d  replace t h e  exist ing Extra
Provi nc ia l  Custody Orders E n forcement Act. The 
exist ing legis lat ion was enacted in J u ly of 1 975 as a 
resu lt of the then recom mendat ions of The U n iform 
Law Conference of Canada. This piece of u n iform 
l egis lat ion h as also been enacted by the Provinces of 
B ri t i s h  C o l u m bi a ,  A l berta,  Saskatchewan,  N ew 
Brunswick ,  Newfound land  and Pri nce Edward I s land.  
The Provi nce of N ova Scotia h as e nacted the  U n iform 
Act with some modif ications. 

N ow,  the  U n iform Law Conference of Canada 
recently reexami ned the exist in g  U niform Act and at  
the  1 980 annual  meeti ng  of the conference, O ntario 
was requ ested to redraft and revise and put  forward a 
proposed new U n iform Act. The resu l t  was The U n i 
form Custody J u risd ict ion and E nforcement A c t  a n d  
t h i s  legis lat ion,  a s  recommended b y  t h e  U ni form Law 

3404 



Monday, 21 June, 1982 

Conference of Canada, is presently before the Legis
latu re of Ontario. H owever, the other p rovinces do 
not, at th is  t ime ,  i ntend to e nact th is  new legis lat ion 
but  wi l l  cont i n u e  to operate u nder the previous U n i 
form Extra-Prov inc ial C ustody O rders E nforcement 
Act. We're proposi n g  in B i l l  31 to retai n  the exist ing 
p rovisions in the Extra-Provincial  C ustody Orders 
Encorcement Act in order to mainta in u n iformity with 
the majority of the other prov i n ces. H owever, B i l l  3 1  
a l s o  conta ins  n ew p rovis ions taken from the n e w  U n i· 
form Custody J u r isdict ion a n d  E n forcement Act 
i ntended to i ncrease and strengthen the powers of the 
courts when faced with the  problems of enforci n g  
c ustody orders. These i nc reased enforcement powers 
are app l icable,  not on ly, M r. S peaker, to custody 
orders made outside the Prov i n ce of M an itoba, but to 
orders made by the M a n itoba Courts by reason of the 
defin i t ion sect ion i n  the b i l l .  

Now B i l l  3 1  contains a specif ic provis ion a l l owing a 
court to order t hat the pol ice p rovide assistance i n  a 
s ituat ion w here there are reasonable grounds to 
bel ieve that a c h i l d  is being u n lawful l y  wi thhe ld  from a 
person ent it led to custody or access, or that a person 
is  i ntend i n g  to rem ove a c h i l d  from the Provi nce of 
Man itoba contrary to a court order or a separat ion 
agreement.  Thus ,  a parent ent i t led to c u stody w i l l  
now, i f  the b i l l  passes, have the assistance o f  the  
po l ice  i n  locat i ng the c h i l d  a n d  i n  apprehend ing the 
ch i ld .  

The  b i l l ,  Mr .  S peaker, a l so  contains a p rovis ion 
where by the court may order any person or  p u b l i c  
body, wh ich  h a s  i nformation a s  to the address o f  a 
person su bject to a Custody O rder, to p rovide t hat 
add ress for the p u rpose of enforc i n g  the C ustody 
Order. 

F u rther  powers are g iven to a court where i t  is satis
fied t hat there a re reasonable and probable grounds  
to be l ieve t hat a person may remove a ch i ld  s u bject to  
a C ustody O rder from M an itoba contrary to a Court 
O rder or a Separat ion Agreement,  a n d  the  court may 
order a transfer p roperty to be held in trust,  s u p port 
payments to be h e l d  in trust, a bond to be posted or 
the del ivery up - and this is  very i m portant - of pass
ports or  t ravel docu ments ,  a l l  of course as a n c i l l ary to 
attempt ing  to make s u re that the C ustody O rder is 
obeyed. 

A specif ic penalty clause permitt i n g  a court to 
i mpose a f ine of not more than $500 or  i m pr isonment 
of not more than 30 days with respect to any conte m pt 
of or res i stance to the orders of the court is i n c l u ded.  

Mr.  Speaker, B i l l  3 1  also contains a sect ion which 
provides that the 1 980 Ha ig  Convention on the Civ i l  
Aspects of I nternational  Chi ld  Abduct ion be enacted 
in M a nitoba. A l though Canada has approved and rat i
f ied th is convent ion ,  i t  i s  now up to each i nd iv idua l  
prov ince to pass  leg is lat ion wh ich  would i m p lement 
th is  convent ion .  The Prov ince of O ntario has a b i l l  
before i t s  Legi s lature wh ich  wou l d  i mplement t h e  
Ha ig  Convent ion a n d  i t  is  also the intent ion o f  the  
other  p rovi n ces in  C a n a d a  to i m p l e m e n t  t h i s  
convention. 

M r. S peaker, B i l l  3 1  as a whole deals with the ever 
i ncreasi n g  and very very serious problems of what has 
someti mes been ca l led civ i l  k i d napp ing ;  c iv i l  k id nap
ping of a c h i l d  by one parent from the c ustody of the 
other parent .  We know that  th is  is  very detri mental to 

the welfare of the c h i l d .  By i n c reasing the powers of  
the courts when d ea l i n g  with such s i tuat ions i n  the 
course of enforc i n g  a Custody Order, the provis ions 
of th is  Act w i l l  be a s ign if icant deterrent to parental 
k i d nappers with i n  Man itoba and w i l l  a lso,  we hope, 
deter parental k i d nappers from br ing ing c h i l d ren i nto 
this prov ince.  

I am therefore recommending that Bi l l  3 1  be enacted 
as proposed. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  M e m ber for St. 
N orbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, a couple of q uest ions 
for c lar if icat ion .  The Attorney-General h as i n d icated 
t hat other p rovi n ces do n ot intend to enact t h i s  new 
legisl at ion .  Can h e  i n d i cate the reasons why the other 
provinces are tak i n g  this posit ion? 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  

HON. R. PENNER: I ' l l  take that q uestion as notice.  
don't  bel ieve it 's because of opposit ion to the  part i c u
lar  p rovis ions of the b i l l ;  I t h i n k  it's j ust a q uestion of 
t i me. 

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr. Speaker, the Attorney-General 
referred to a specific p rovision a l lowing a court to 
order that p o l i ce p rovide assistance. C o u l d  the 
Attorney-General conf irm that courts are presently 
mak ing  t hose types of orders authori z i ng pol ice to 
p rovide assistance in these situat ions? 

HON. R. PENNER: I be l ieve they do i n  some cases, 
but n ot in a l l  and we want to,  by statute, set an o b l iga
t ion that can rea d i ly be referred to.  The p o l i ce ,  a n d  I 
admi t  there are d iff icu lt ies, are somet i m es loathe to 
enforce fam i ly court orders ,  w hether they're for ma in
tenance access or c ustody,  and I t h i n k  by m a k i ng a 
c lear statutory p rovision i n  th is  part icu lar  Act, there 
w i l l  be no  d o u bt as to the d uty of the pol ice in those 
k inds of situat ions.  

MR. G. MERCIER: Mr.  S peaker, I beg to move, 
seconded by the Honourab le  M e m ber for Fort Garry, 
t hat debate be adjourned. 
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MOTION presented and carried. 

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

B I LL NO. 51 
THE CHILD WELFARE ACT 

HON. L. EVANS p resented B i l l  No. 5 1 ,  An Act to 
amend the C h i l d  Welfare, for second readi n g .  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honou rable M i n ister. 

HON. L. EVANS: Yes, Mr. S peaker, this b i l l  conta ins 
many m inor  amend ments that cou ld  be considered of  
a housekeepi ng nature. There are a n u m ber of items 
however that are a l itt le more serious and I 'd l i ke to 
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make reference to them at th is  t i me. 
The f ive that I would refer to, beg i n n i n g  with the 

change in the def in i t ion of a c h i l d-care agency, 
mem bers may reca l l  t hat The Dakota Oj i bway C h i l d  
and F a m i ly Services were set u p  a s  an  agency h a n 
d l i n g  c h i l d  and fami ly service matters on  the i r  part icu
lar  reserves, and mem bers may not be as much aware 
that the C h u rc h i l l  Heal th  Centre, as wel l ,  was estab
l ished as a C h i l d  Welfare Comm ittee u nder Sect ion 7 
of the Act to p rovide c h i l d  protective serv ices. 

Wh i le  they have been g iven this r ight,  they do not 
have the r ight to apprehend c h i l d ren ,  wh ich  is  part of 
the funct ion of any c h i l d-cari ng  agency such as the 
C h i l d rens  A i d  Societies t hat we have i n  the p rovi n ce. 
Accord i n g  to Sect ion  17 of the Act, on ly  an off icer of a 
ch i l d-cari ng  agency, a fam i l y  court or a peace off i cer 
may apprehend c h i l d re n .  

T h e  def in i t ion of a c h i l d-carin g  agency does n o t  at 
present i nc lude  c h i l d  welfare committees. So w hat 
we're do i ng,  M r. Speaker, in effect is  exte n d i n g  the 
defi n i t ion  of a c h i l d-car ing agency i n  order to a l leviate 
t h i s  part icu lar  d i ff icu lty; i n  effect, to a l low the C h u r
c h i l l  Heal th  Centre and the Dakota Oj i bway C h i l d  a n d  
F a m i l y  Services Agency t o  funct ion w i t h  the f u l l  pow
ers that are g ranted to the C h i ldrens Aid Societies. 

A nother amendment s i mp ly  i mproves a defi n i t ion 
or makes c lear a defi n i t ion  of an  u n married mother. 
There is  reference to i t  at the p resent t i me u nder a 
part icu lar  part of the Act and what we're do ing  now is  
mak ing a def i n i t ion of u n married mother app l icab le to 
the whole Act 

At present, there is  a def in i t ion of "mother" u nder 
Part 5 of the Act and i t 's  app l icab le  on ly  to the provi
sions for that part. So for the p urposes of vol u ntary 
s u rrender of guard ianshi p  and for adopt ion,  a c lear 
defi n it ion  of an  u n married mother is  req u i red and we 
bel i eve t h i s  i s  now prov ided in t h i s  part i c u l a r  
amend ment. 

Thirdly, another amendment wh ich  I would refer the 
M e m bers of the Leg is lature to is  the rewordi n g  of 
Sect ion 7 on  page 2 of the b i l l .  This change provides 
for c h i l d  welfare comm ittees to be estab l ished by reg
u lat ion to formal ize their  j u risd ict ions and funct ions. 
This I would suggest, M r. S peaker, is  pr imar i ly  an 
ad m i n istrat ive matter. 

Fourt h ly,  in Section 16 and a new proposed Section 
128.2 ,  we decl are a c h i l d  who is  sold or g iven up for 
adoption in exchange for monetary benefits as a c h i l d  
i n  need o f  protection .  There is  provis ion i n  Sect ion 9 7  
o f  the A c t  t o  penal ize a person accept ing payment for 
adopt ion and now we are b r i n g i n g  in a s i m i l a r  penalty 
for persons sel l i n g  or  acqu i r i n g  a c h i l d  through the 
sale of such persons. This does not relate, M r. Speaker, 
I m ight  add,  to any recent i n c i dents or any recent 
a l legations. There was a case a year or so ago which 
prom pted mem bers of the  department to req uest th is  
type of  amendment.  

Last ly ,  M r. S peaker, there is  a new Sect ion 102. 1 
dea l i n g  with i nternational  adopt ion.  This addit ion to 
the Act deals with the sponsors h i p  of c h i l d ren i nto 
Man itoba for the p u rposes of adoption; that is, c h i l
d ren be ing brought  i nto the p rovince.  The i n tent  of 
t h is section is to ensure t h at t h e  leg is lat ive requ i re
ments perta i n i n g  to adoption are met in M an itoba as 
wel l  as i n  the c h i ld 's  country of or ig in  a n d  that the 
i nterests of the c h i l d ,  the n at u ra l  parents and the 

sponsors are al l  p rotected. I m i g ht also point out t hat 
t here is  a provis ion here for a k i n d  of form to be u sed 
and the k inds  of deta i l  that we wi l l  req u i re i n  th is  type 
of transact ion .  

These are essent ia l ly  the amend ments proposed for  
the Act As I sa id ,  t here are many very m i nor  amend
ments ,  a n d  I wou l d  commend t h is amendment to the 
members of the Legis lat ure. 

MR, SPEAKER: The Honourable  M e m ber for Fort 
Garry. 

MR. L SHERMAN: M r. Speaker, because Hansard i s  
necessar i ly  a few days b e h i n d ,  I wonder i f  the  M i n ister 
w i l l  be k i n d  enough to send me a copy of h is speak ing  
notes on  the b i l l  and t hat be ing  the case, I move, S i r, 
seconded by the Honou rable Member for St Norbert, 
that debate be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  

BILL NO. 53 - AN ACT TO AMEND THE 
BUILDERS' LIENS ACT 

HON. R. PENNER p resented Bi l l  No.  53, A n  Act to 
amend The B u i lders '  Liens Act, Loi  modif iant  l a  Loi 
sur le  pr iv i lege du constructeur, for second readi n g  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable  M i n ister. 

HON. R. PENNER: M r. S peaker, most members i n  
t h i s  H o use w i l l  b e  fami l i a r  with the  B u i ld ers' Liens A ct 
wh ich  was passed by the Legis lature l ast year. The Act 
fol lowed very c l osely recommendations made by the 
Man i toba Law Reform C o m m ission.  

S i n ce the Act came i nto force when p roc la i med on  
September 28,  1981, t here h ave been a n u m ber of 
compla ints by persons i nvolved in the construction 
i ndustry with regard to many of the provis ions of the 
Act This ,  may I say parenthet ical ly ,  is  to be expected 
i n  a complex new piece of legislation that w i l l  obviously 
have wr ink les in it .  

This government h as cont i n u ed to reta in  Jack 
M cJ a nnet, O.C. and David Newman as consultants on  
The B u i ld ers' L iens  Act They were consu ltants when 
i t  was f i rst be ing  d rafted. Mr .  M cJ a n n et a n d  M r. N ew
man were consultants to in fact my p redecessor, the 
M e m ber for St N orbert M c J an net a n d  Newman,  
together with Legis lat ive Counsel ,  have considered a l l  
concerns and compla i nts regardi n g  The B u i lders' 
Liens Act and have been work i n g  most ass iduous ly  
s i n ce Decem be r  to see how we may dewri n k l e  the  Act  
as i t  were. This b i l l  represents their  best efforts tc 
remedy p roblems encou ntered in  the workings of the 
new Act and to c lari fy certai n  p rovis ions of the Act 

What I propose to do i n  the in terests of effic iency 
and th is  of course is  not to foreclose debate on  secon d  
read ing,  nor  c o u l d  I ,  but  I am advis ing  mem bers that I 
wou l d  propose to have M r. McJan net and/or M r. 
Newman avai lab le  at Law Amend ments Committee to 
respond to any q uest ions from mem bers or i nterested 
persons who make s u b m issions at Law Amendments 
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Committee. I t h i n k  t h is may be an expedit ious way of 
dea l i n g  with the very legit imate concerns pr imar i ly  of 
the construction i n dustry as to the provis ions of the 
Act. I would hope that we can deal  with i t  at t h i s  
Session because some o f  t h e  problems a r e  q u ite 
grave. 

Therefore. I recommend t h is b i l l  to the Hou se. 

MR. SPEAKER: The H onourable  M e m ber for St. 
Norbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. S peaker, I move, seconded by 
the H onourable M e m ber for Fort Garry, that debate be 
adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Attorney-General .  

B I LL NO. 60 - THE STATUTE 
LAW AMENDMENT ACT (1982) 

HON. R. PENNER presented B i l l  No. 60, The Statute 
Law Amendment Act (1 982) ,  for second read ing .  

MOTION presented. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  Attorney-Genera l .  

HON. R .  PENNER: Mr.  Speaker, perhaps I can save 
the t ime of the H o use, with consent. M r. Tal l i n  pre
pared an exp lanatory set of notes on  the b i l l  a n d  i t  has 
been c i rcu lated to a l l  mem bers. I f  the mem bers oppo
site are w i l l i n g, I ' l l  d ispense wi th  the read i n g  of t hose 
notes. So the explanation is  ava i lab le .  

MR. SPEAKER: The H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  for St .  
N orbert. 

MR. G. MERCIER: M r. S peaker, I move, seconded by 
the Honourab le  M e m ber for Fort Garry, that debate be 
adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  Govern ment H o use 
Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: W o u l d  y o u  p l ea s e  c a l l  t h e  
adjourned debates on  second read ing  i n  t h e  order i n  
wh ich they appear o n  t h e  order paper? 

ADJOURN E D  D EBATES 
ON SECOND READING - PUBLIC B I LLS 

B ILL NO. 21 - THE COMMUNITY CHILD 
DAY CARE STANDARDS ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of the Hon
ourable M i n ister of C o m m u n ity Services, B i l l  No. 2 1 ,  
stand ing  i n  t h e  name of t h e  Honourable Attorney
General .  

HON. R. PENNER: M r. Speaker, my remarks wil l  be 
very very br ief. I had adjourned the d ebate. The M i n is
ter was not then in the H ou se.  I si mply want to say that 

there has been an excel lent d ebate i n  the H ouse on  
the b i l l .  

T h e  b i l l ,  I t h i n k ,  is  a landmark b i l l  a n d  w i l l  set a 
precedent i n  Canada for sett ing  standards a n d  rea
sonable regu latory provis ions for what has become 
one of the most s ign if icant social services in the coun
try a n d  one that the i m portance of which is  i nc reasi n g  
day by d a y  as m o re women enter the work force. I t  
wou ld  be ,  I t h i nk ,  v i rt u a l ly an  abomi n at ion to a l low the  
"daycare i n d u stry," a n d  I use that word i n  quotes, to  
go u n regulated or without adequate standards. 

I am advised that there may be as many as some
w here between 35 and 40 delegat ions w ish ing  to 
present their  views at committee stage. I would hope 
that at a very ear ly po int ,  many members a l ready hav
i n g  s poken on  the pr inc ip les i nvolved, we can move 
th is  into committee stage a n d  hear w h at var ious 
com m u n ity g roups and i nd iv idua ls  tiave to te l l  us 
about their  perceptions of the p rovisions i n  the Act .  So 
I am speak ing  strong ly  i n  s upport of this leg is lat ion 
a n d  express i n g  the  hope that we can get  i t  to c o m m it
tee stage as soon as possib le .  

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  M e m ber for  M orris. 

MR. C. MANNESS: Thank you, M r. S peaker. I move, 
seconded by the Member for Gladstone, that debate 
be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

3407 

BILL NO. 23 - THE LEGAL AID 
SERVICES SOCIETY OF MANITOBA ACT 

MR. SPEAKER: On the p ro posed motion of the H o n
o u rab le  Attorney-General ,  B i l l  No.  23, stand ing  i n  the  
name of the Honourab le  Member for  Pembina .  

MR. D .  ORCHARD: Thank  you ,  M r. Speaker. I want  to  
contr ibute a few remarks on  t h i s  b i l l ,  A n  Act to a m e n d  
The Legal A id  Services Society of M an itoba. I do  i t ,  
n a t u r a l l y ,  w i th  s o m e  trepidat ion s i n ce i t  i s  the  
Attorney-General  who has  i ntro du ced th is  b i l l .  At the 
start of my remarks, I want to te l l  the Attorney-General 
t hat I am n ot a l awyer, therefore, a l l  of the i ntr icac ies 
of the law are not part of my day-to-day forte. I m ight  
be spea k i n g  on  t h i s  b i l l  as one of those nonent ities in  
the  O pposit ion,  that the Attorney-Genera l  f rom t ime 
to t i m e  refers to, who l acks u nderstan d i n g  in  some of 
the  ways that he is  p roceedi n g  and in some of the 
t h i ngs  h e's  attempt ing to do.  I m ay wel l  fa l l  i nto that  
category of one real l y  not i nte l l igent enough to suff i
cient ly appreciate what he's try ing  to do.  

I do  speak on  this b i l l  from the  basis of some pract i
cal  concerns that I have in terms of the main provi
sions of this b i l l ;  namely, to m ove the ava i l a b i l ity of 
Lega l  A id  Services i nto a brand new group of i n d iv id
ua ls  who can ava i l  themselves of l egal  a id ,  that being 
g roups which may or may not be i n corporated. The 
b i l l  prov ides that these gro u ps m ay apply for legal a id  
a n d  successfu l ly obta in  legal  a id  i f, i n  the op in ion  of  
the  Society, the objective for w h i c h  t h i s  group has 
been formed and is  represent ing i s  common i nterest 
to the members h i p  of the group.  

F i rst off ,  I would hope that any group that is  formed,  
a l l  the i nd iv idua l  mem bers have a common i nterest 
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a n d  they s up port that common i nterest, but  secondly ,  
that the issue may wel l  relate to pub l ic  concern . Spe
c i f ica l ly  ment ioned as areas of p u b l i c  concern are 
consumer and env i ron mental  i ss ues wh ich  from t ime 
to t i m e  various gro u ps i n  M a n itoba a n d  i ndeed across 
Canada have expressed concerns as to what various 
levels of govern ments and, q u ite often and more often 
I suppose, what var ious pr ivate sector u ndertak ings 
are atte m pt i ng to do.  

That is  part icu l arly true in the env i ron mental issue 
w here we have from time to t ime heard concerns 
expressed about ac id  ra in  and a n u m ber of very topi
cal  env ironmental  issues, po l lu t ion  always be ing one 
that everyone h as concerns - and I say this with no  
der is ion  - w h i c h  may not  be predicated on  sou n d  
facts, because it's p retty easy to take on  the f l a g  f o r  a 
very good sound ing  issue of prevent ing  certa in  th ings  
f rom happen i n g  to the  environment without real ly 
knowing whether in fact the issue that t hey're address
i ng themselves to w i l l  h ave the consequences that 
they bel ieve. 

I t h i n k  as an  i nteresti ng  recent example was some of 
the env iron mental  concerns wh ich  su rfaced pr ior to 
a n d  d u r i n g  the l ast prov inc ia l  e lect ion campaign as to 
the pol l ut ion wh ich  may or m ay not have been part of a 
successfu l  complet ion of an A l can  a l u m i n u m  refin i n g  
smelter i n  t h e  provi n ce. There was a great deal of 
debate wh ich  emanated from statements made by cer
ta i n  i nd iv idua ls .  Some of the i nformation t hat was put 
forward at the t i me by t hose i nd iv idua ls  did not have 
relevance to the proposal made by A lcan  to locate in 
the Province of M a n itoba. 

Some of the reference poi nts used by the people 
who were oppos i ng A l can  from an  env i ron mental  
standpoint were predicated on i nformation developed 
back in the late '40s when a l u m i n u m ,  because of  the 
war effort, was in very very h i g h  demand. Plants were 
coming  on  stream at that t i m e  very rap id ly  because of 
the demand generated for their  prod u ct, a l u m i n u m ,  i n  
t h e  a i rcraft i n d ustry. Certa in ly ,  t here i s  no  d o u bt t h at 
t hose part icu lar  p lants had some severe i m pact on the 
envi ronment i m med iately arou n d  their  locale.  

Those k i n ds of environ mental examples were d rawn 
to the pub l i c  attent ion by groups and i n d iv iduals  
oppos ing  Alcan as a necessary outcome of Alcan 
locati n g  in the province. N ot h i n g  cou ld  be further 
from the  truth. The example  of. I bel i eve, the K i t i mat 
ref inery in B . C. was used where square m i l es of natu
ral forest were destroyed because of the fl uoride 
em iss ions from the p lant,  the s melter i n  K it imat, j ust 
wou ld  not be the case in Man itoba because technol
ogy has c hanged and,  q u ite frankly,  publ ic op in ion 
has changed i n  the last 30 years s i n ce that smelter 
went i nto K it i mat. 

The com panies and the p u b l i c  together are more 
conscious of environmental issues a n d  it's my u n d er
sta n d i n g  the A l can  s melter wou l d  remove some 97 
percent of the f luoride e mi ss ions .  Recent experience 
on new generation a l u m i n u m  s melters in Eastern 
Canada prove that t here is  very l i tt le env ironmental  
concern downw i n d  from the p lant .  That was the k i n d  
o f  p l a n t  M a n itoba was gett i n g ,  but  certa i n l y  the group 
that  was opposed to it was mak ing  a case t hat was not  
so. 

N ow,  accord i n g  to t h i s  amendment in the Act, I 
t h i n k  it wou l d  be fa i r  to assu m e  that group,  whether 

i ncorporated or not,  could apply to Legal  Aid to 
receive fund ing  from the prov i n ce, the Prov inc ia l  
Government, to  b u i l d  a case against Alcan.  Wel l ,  the 
whole p u rpose of h o l d i ng env iron mental heari ngs,  
which were u nder way or were scheduled to be under 
way as of l ast fa l l ,  had i m p l ic i t  i n  the i r  mandate to 
assure that the M an itoba environment was p rotected. 
I n  other words, the govern ment of the day, w hether it 
be ours or the i n coming  new government,  were to 
appoint  and w i l l  appoint ,  i f  and when Alcan becomes a 
real i ty i n  M a n itoba, a hearing committee w h i c h  w i l l  
h ear the concerns and m a k e  decis ions.  N ow,  t h i s  b i l l  
w i l l  a l l ow t h a t  g rou p to u s e  p u b l i c  funds  to protect the  
p u b l i c  aga inst  a p u b l i c  i n q u i ry. Wel l ,  then m aybe we 
don't need the p u b l i c  i n q u i ry because the people that 
we wou l d  have appointed as govern ment, and I 'm sure 
the new government would appoint  to the Comm is
s ion  to study the environmental  i m pacts of Alcan 
wou ld  make a very prudent decis ion for  the province.  

The bi l l  a lso prov ides for consumer p rotect ion .  
There has been an  example  come u p  that people who 
wish  to lobby against the Greater W i n n i peg Gas 
Company,  as an example ,  who are app ly ing  for 
i n c reased natural  gas u t i l ity rates pr imar i ly  in the  C ity 
of W i n n i peg u nder this amendment m ay well receive 
legal  aid f u n d i n g .  No doubt ,  they wou ld  from th is  
government and from the Legal A id  Executive D i rec
tor and appointees by t h i s  government.  N ow,  that's an 
example  of a group of taxpayers in W i n n i peg form i n g  
an  associat ion, incorporated or not, t o  lobby with 
taxes pa id  by a l l  Man itobans i nc l u d i n g  a great many 
M a n itobans i n  rura l  Man itoba, who do not have even 
n atura l  g as service to argue a bout the price of, to 
provide taxpayer dol lars to support the ir  efforts against 
a rate appl icat ion.  Once again ,  t hat rate app l icat ion 
goes before the  Pu b l i c  Ut i l i t ies Board w h i c h  has as its 
mandate the n ecessity to assu re t h at o n ly u t i l ity costs 
are passed t h rough .  O n ce agai n ,  we are g o i n g  to be 
u s i n g  taxpayer do l lars to fund opposit ion to a rate 
i nc rease wh ich ,  t heoret ica l ly  a n d  I t h i n k  successfu l ly ,  
has been assu red to the pub l ic  of M an itoba v ia ru l ings  
by the Pu b l i c  U t i l it ies Comm ission t hat on ly  t hose 
rates wh ich  are absolutely necessary are g ranted to 
the  var ious u t i l i t ies, be they the Gas, Telephone,  or 
M i l k  Board for that matter. 
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This Act a l lows groups wi th  part icu lar  cau ses a n d  
part icu lar  grudges to receive taxpayer f u n d i ng t o  
p lead  the i r  case before the courts and I q uest ion ,  No.  
1 ,  the  necessity; a n d  No.  2, how t h at d e l icate l ine  w i l l  
be d rawn by the  Legal A id  Services Society appointed 
by the Attorney-General w i l l  exercise their d iscret ion 
in dec id ing  who shal l  receive f u n d i n g  and who s h a l l  
n o t .  That's a g reat d e a l  o f  power t o  g ive to a group of 
government appoi nted off ic ia ls  a n d  i f  we fol low the 
examples that have a l ready been set  from day to day,  
when th is  government h as made the i r  appointments, 
t hey h ave from t i me to time made appoi ntments to 
boards of people who have had no d i rect background 
on  the board that  they are  dea l i n g  w i th .  

For i nstance, the M a nitoba Agr icu ltural C redit  Cor
poration is  one board that comes i mmediately to note. 
The m e m bersh i p  on  t h at board was not j u st i f ied 
necessari ly by the k nowledge the i n d iv idua ls  had of 
the  agr icu l tura l  requ i rements of f inancia l  assistance, 
but  rather t hat they were pol i t ica l ly  in t u n e  with the 
new government .  That's fine; we do t h at as wel l .  But  



here we have a board, wh ich  is go ing to be pol i t ica l ly  
i n  tune with the  Attorney-General ,  decid i n g  what 
advocacy groups are going to receive taxpayer fund
i n g  to take their  cause before the courts. 

I have some serious q uest ions as to the objectivity 
of that board in dec id ing which grou p receives fund
i ng a n d  which group doesn't.  For i nstan ce,  a n d  I ' l l  ask 
t h is q uestion of the Attorney-General ,  l et's ass u m e  
t h a t  a group o f  M an itoba bus i nessmen who a r e  c u r
rent ly fee l i ng severe f i nanc ia l  hardsh i p s  because of 
the econom i c  s ituat ion i n  the province; they are u nder 
f inanc ia l  stress; they have no addit ional  d o l lars to put  
towards legal fees, but yet  they bel ieve t hat the soon 
to be i m posed payrol l  tax i mp lemented by th is  gov
ernment in its f i rst B udget w i l l  be the straw that breaks 
the camel's back in terms of the v iab i l ity of the ir  busi
ness.  C learly,  t h is grou p h as an  i nterest of p u b l i c  
concern. because I don't t h i n k  anybody i n  th is  prov
i nce wants to see bus i nesses go u nder. The loss of 
those bus inesses is  i ndeed of p u b l i c  concern because 
of the e m p loyment in the f i rms and because of the 
services those f i rms prov ide that  w i l l  be lost  to the 
people of M a n itoba. So t hat group wou ld  meet the 
publ ic  concern cr i ter ion in  th is  amend ment and,  
because they are i n  f inanc ia l  d i ff icu lty a n d  cannot 
afford to fight a lengthy legal  battle in court as to 
whether this tax shou ld  be i m posed, they certa i n ly 
meet the f inanc ia l  cr iterion .  

I ask the Attorney-Genera l ,  does h e  th ink  that a 
bus i nessmen's association against the p rov inc ial pay
rol l tax would have a snowba l l 's chance in Hades of 
receivi n g  l ega l  a i d  s u pport from h i mself ,  his govern
ment,  or  his board? H ence, my concern about who 
receives the assistance. shou ld  t h is become law, a n d  
who doesn't .  O n e  can d raw a n u m ber of further exam
p les of groups that could be formed of p u b l i c  i n terest 
and without the f u n d i ng to fight their  cause. 

For i nstance, t h roughout rural M an itoba young 
farmers cou ld  band together as a grou p of concerned 
you n g  farmers .  concerned a bout the cancel lat ion of 
this govern ment's M i n ister of Agr icu l ture's long-term 
loans to the M an itoba Agr icu l tura l  C redit  Corpora
t ion ,  and they could leg i t imately point  out that the lack 
of those long-term loans cancel led by th is  govern
ment a n d  by th is  M i n ister of Agr icu l ture i s  prevent ing  
their  entry i nto agric u lture. That group has the p u b l i c  
concern a t  t h e i r  f i ngert ips because a l l  members o f  t h i s  
House. the N D  Govern ment,  wants y o u n g  people 
enter ing agr icu lture and we want young people enter
i ng agricu l ture. That's good for the p u b l i c. They h ave 
been deprived of an  avenue by th is  government who 
has arbitrari ly  decided not to provide long-term fund
i ng .  Wou l d  that g roup q ua l ify to f ig llt for and lobby for 
rei n statement of the l ong-term loans through MACC? 

Once agai n ,  I 'm not sure whether they would qua l 
ify. I k now, I ' m  fa i r ly  conf ident to say that  r ight  now a 
gro u p  of people who wish to oppose the next m i l k  
pr ice i ncrease i n  t h e  Prov ince o f  Man itoba would 
receive support and Legal  A i d  Services. They wou ld  
be g iven assistance through Legal A id ;  the ir  app l ica
tion would be approved. We've got a lot of d iscretion 
and decis ion-making capab i l it ies vested in this b i l l  to 
determine  what groups receive fund ing  and present 
the i r  case; the board and the M i n ister can very wel l 
use that power i n  a n  exclusive way to h i s  own means i f  
he s o  desi res. I ' m  n o t  for one m i nute saying that th is  

Attorney-General wou l d  do that, but  there's noth ing  
i n  t h is b i l l  that  prevents h im f rom us ing the amend
ments  and the provis ions i n  t hese amend ments i n  t hat 
m a n ner,  so t hat I don't  t h i n k  t h i s  is  a good amend
ment ,  a good precedence to set  a n d  a good p o l i cy to 
bring in through Legal A id  Services. 

It can become akin to c it izens of Man itoba hav ing 
another compla int  form i n  add i t ion  to the ta lk s hows 
where they can phone i n  and compla in  about various 
issues; on ly  in this case, they can take them through 
the courts. I don't  t h i n k  anybody on  either s ide of th is  
House wou l d  d ispute the fact that rig ht  now the courts 
are o perat ing  u nder a s u bstant ia l  caseload. This 
amenclment has every a b i l ity of further exasperat ing  
the caseload problem and put t ing  more cases before 
the court. 

So I have some concerns on  the b i l l .  They are not 
u n l i ke  concerns that have been expressed by others 
who have spoken to th is  amend ment, a n d  I wou l d  
h o p e  t hat the govern ment sees the wisdom i n  the  way 
t h i s  b i l l  i s  very loosely d rafted so that there are real ly 
no f i rm c riter ion g u i d i n g  who q u al i f ies a n d  who does 
not. That is  akin to openi n g  the floodgates and with 
only the  M i n ister and h is  appointees determi n i n g  who 
may or who may not receive assistance u nder these 
new amend ments. That i s  somet h i n g  the M i n ister 
shou ld  address h i mself  to and assu re us that some of 
the c i rc u mstances that I a n d  others have descri bed 
wi l l  not h ap pen.  Thank you, M r. S peaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable  M e m ber for Turtle 
Mounta in .  

MR. B. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, I move, seconded by 
the M e m ber for  Virden,  that  debate be adjourned.  

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: O n  the proposed motion of the 
Attorney-General ,  B i l l  No.  27 ,  sta n d i n g  i n  the name of 
the Honourable M e m ber for Lakeside. ( Stand)  

340 9 

O n  t h e  p ro posed mot ion  of t h e  H o n o u ra b l e  
Attorney-General ,  B i l l  No.  3 0 ,  stan d i n g  i n  the n a m e  o f  
t h e  Honourable M e m ber for M i nnedosa. (Stand) 

BILL NO. 33 - AN ACT RESPECTING THE 
ASSESSMENT OF PROPERTY FOR 

TAXATION IN MUNICIPALITIES 
I N  1 981 and 1 982 

MR. SPEAKER: On the p roposed motion of the Hon
ourab le  M i n ister of M u n ic ipa l  Affai rs, stand ing  i n  the 
name of the Honourable Member for Pembina ,  B i l l  No.  
33. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This  b i l l  
addresses a problem wh ich  I be l ieve, i f  my memory 
serves me correctly, we addressed about two years 
ago in a s i m i lar amendment wherein we amended the  
Act  such that assessments were frozen u nt i l  a f ixed 
t i me. I u n derstand the reason why such an  amend
ment is  put  before u s  today i n  th is  Session because 
obviously the reassessment process has not ach ieved 
a co mplete reassessment of the province or  of the C ity 
of W i n n i peg for that m atter, and that once aga in  the 
M i n ister is  facing somet h i ng of a problem as we d id 
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and no doubt as previous govern ments h ad done. 
O u r  a d m i n i strat ion did move to a dd ress t he 

assessment problem, somet h i n g  wh ich  h ad n't been 
done for approx i m ately 1 2- 1 4  years in the Prov ince of 
Man itoba. We u n dertook a m ajor  review of assess
ment throughout the p rovi n ce with the fu l l  i ntention of 
receiv ing  p u b l i c  o p i n i o n ,  w h i c h  I be l ieve in l arge part 
was accompl ished because the Comm ission,  u nder 
the stewards h i p  of Walter Weir ,  he ld a n u mber of hear
i ngs and meet ings throughout the prov ince tal k i n g  to 
e lected m un ic i pal  off ic ia ls  a n d  i ndeed to h o l d  m eet
i ngs w here the general  p u b l i c  was i nv ited to present 
their views, their suggestions, their cr i t ic isms,  where 
they cou ld  point  out the shortcomings  c u rrently p res
ent in the whole area of m u n ic i p a l  assessment a n d  of 
course relat ing from t hat assessment,  the levy ing  of 
taxes for various m u n i c i pa l  and education pu rposes. 

N ow,  t hat C o m m ission u n dertook a very very 
extensive rev iew. The f i n d i ngs  of t hat took, I be l ieve 
it's fair to say, some t i m e  longer than  w hat we h ad 
ant ic i pated, and it's on ly  i n  the l ast two months I 
bel i eve, rou g h ly, t hat report i n  f u l l  has been received 
by the govern ment.  We enacted an  amendment to 
freeze assessments for a g iven period of t i m e  in antic
i pation of having that report, having the recom menda
tions and the wisdom of that report ,  so t h at we c o u l d  
address the  real u nderly i ng p roblems o f  assessment 
and the  related taxat ion on  that assessment through
out the p rovi n ce,  so that we d elayed and we i nvoked 
an amend ment s i m i l a r  to th is .  But the problem with 
th is  amend ment - the M i n ister of M u n ic i pa l  Affai rs and 
h i s  g overnment we l l  k n ow the  prob lem i n  t h i s  
amendment - i t  does n o t  have a n y  date attached to i t .  I t  
i s  an a m e n dment w h i c h  str ikes out " in  1 982" a n d  s u b
stitutes " i n  subseq uent years," so that t h i s  govern
ment and this M i n ister i f  they so c hoose, and I 'm not 
say ing  they do,  but t h i s  amend ment g ives them the 
ab i l ity to do not h i n g  on  m u n ic i pal  assessment over 
the n ext n u m ber of years. I n deed, they cou ld  l ast the 
f u l l  four years of the i r term and do not h ing .  They don't  
even have to come back to th is  H ouse for an  amend
ment to reval idate the  assessment i n  the Provi nce of 
Man i toba because they have it r ight here. 

I suggest that is  j u st too easy an amend ment for the 
M i n ister of M u n i c i pa l  Affa i rs to p resent to t h i s  'House 
and too easy an amendment to expect Members of the 
O pposit ion to su pport .  We can not s u p port that k i n d  of  
a step which w i l l  a l low the M i n ister to study for the 
next three-and-a-ha l f  years a complete Assessment 
Review R eport that has taken some two years to for
m u late w h i c h  has not on ly  talked to many M a n itobans 
as i nd iv iduals  and as e lected m u n i c i pa l  offic ia ls ,  but 
has i n deed,  I be l ieve it 's fa i r  to say, raised the  ex pec
t ion ,  part icu larly  amongst e lected m u n ic ipa l  off ic ia ls  
that i ndeed the whole issue of assessment wou ld  be 
dealt  w i th  a n d  wou ld  be dealt  with i n  as fa i r  a n d  as 
equ itab le  a way as was poss ib le .  That is  a lways sa id  in  
the background of the fact that no  one,  but  no one,  
loves to pay property taxes. You wi l l  a lways f i n d  peo
ple who are not satisf ied . Probably the m ajority of 
peop le  are not satisfied with the level of taxation t hey 
pay on the i r  properties, but there are very real i neq u i
t ies i n  d ifferent ia l  taxat ion levels i m posed u pon M an
itobans t h roughout t h is prov i n ce because of an 
assessment which is  in need of revamping .  

Th is  M i n ister a n d  t h i s  govern ment,  thanks to the 

effort of the previous a d m i n istrat ion and the Comm is
sion set up by that p revious ad m i n istrat ion,  do  have a 
report wh ich  has been extensively researched and has 
a n u mber of recommendations. They have that report 
at the i r  d isposal .  They have the ab i l ity, the op in ion  
a n d  the s uggestions f rom M an itobans upon wh ich  
they can act  to resolve some of the assessment prob
lems that are d rawn to the i r  attent ion ,  I wou l d  suspect, 
every t i m e  the M i n ister of M u n ic i pa l  Affa i rs and h i s  
Cabi net meet w i t h  various counc i ls  from rural  m u n i c
ipa l i t ies ,  towns, v i l lages and ,  i n deed, the C ity of Win
n i peg.  But  th is  amendment ,  M r. Speaker, a l lows the 
M i n ister of M u n ic ipal  Affa i rs a n d  h is  government to do 
noth i n g  with that report. They can leave i t  s i t ;  they can  
s tudy it ;  they can review i t .  They can do not h i n g  upon 
i t  and t hey can a l l ow the  i nequ it ies t h at h ave g rown - I 
attach no b lame for t h i s  to any previous a d m i n istra
t ion ,  the Schreyer one or  o u rs - in taxat ion and m u nic
ipa l  assessment. They can leave t hose problems there 
a n d  they can put  off  any requ est to deal  with i t  by 
s i m ply sayi ng  we are review i ng the  report. This 
amend m ent ,  M r. Deputy S peaker, a l lows them to do 
so w i thout  hav ing  to come back  to th is  Assembly  i n  
the  next three Sessions and ask ing for a further 
amend ment to reval idate the  assessment which has 
t hose i nequit ies part a n d  parcel  of i t  a n d  they do not 
have to address it .  

That's why on  this side of the  H ou se,  M r. Deputy 
S peaker,  we f ind t hat amendment w h i c h  g ives the 
govern ment a carte b lanche ab i l ity to do not h i n g  with 
the  press ing p roblems of assessment when they have 
the  report at the i r  d isposal .  We can not accept t hat and 
nor  d o  we bel ieve, M r. Deputy S peaker,  t hat the  peo
ple of M a nitoba and the e lected m u n ic ipa l  off ic ia ls  i n  
Man itoba wou ld  a l low u s  to let that amendment go 
t h rough.  

We th ink i t  is  an u nfai r  th ing for the  M i n ister of  
M u n ic i pal  Affa i rs to ask th is  Asse mbly ,  with the 
n u m bers a n d  the weight of government as they have, 
to vote in that k i n d  of an  amendment .  We wou ld  prefer 
to hope that the M i n ister of M u n ic i pal  Affai rs wou l d  
amend t h is Act a n d  replace " i n  s u bsequent  years" 
w i th  a def in it ive date so t h at we can work towards 
some posit ive p rogressive change to the assessment 
system in M a n itoba which has been recom mended to 
h i m  via the Weir  Report on  Assessment,  "A Fa ir  Way to 
S h are." We cannot accept this and we hope t h at the 
M i n ister can see f i t  to amend h is b i l l ,  put  in a def in it ive 
date that we can s u p port so that we can work with h i m  
a n d  h i s  g overn ment i n  br ing i ng about t h e  chang es 
that many M a n itobans have said are i ndeed n ecessary 
to take assessment rea l ist ical ly i nto the 80's a n d  
revamp i t  f o r  the 90's. T h a n k  y o u ,  M r. S peaker. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER, J. Storie: The Honourable  
M e m ber for  Rob l in-Russel l .  
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MR. W. McKENZIE: M r. S peaker, I move, seconded 
by the  H o nourable M e m ber for Lakeside,  that d ebate 
be adjourned. 

MOTION presented and carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  G ov e r n m e n t  
House Leader. 
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HON. R. PENNER: Mr.  Deputy Speaker, would you 
p lease call  the adjo u rned debate on B i l l  No.  43? 

BILL NO. 43 - AN ACT TO AMEND 
THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS ACT 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: On the proposed motion of 
the Honourab le  M i n ister of Educat ion ,  the d ebate 
stands  in the name of the Honourab le  M e m ber for 
Robl i n-Russel l .  

MR. W. McKENZIE: I thank you.  Mr .  S peaker, I 've had 
conversations with my const ituents who were con
cerned about this b i l l .  They are now sat is if ied,  I ' m  
prepared t o  let i t  pass and move a l o n g  to committee. 
Thank you.  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable  M i n ister of 
Education wi l l  be closi ng  debate. 

HON. M. HEMPHILL: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yes, 
I 'd j ust l ike to put  a few com ments on  the record prior 
to t h is b i l l  going to c o m m i ttee. The port ion of the  b i l l  
that relates t o  agreements between schoo l  boards a n d  
I nd ian  Bands.  a t  t h e  present t i m e  i n  The Pub l i c  
Schools Act, I n d ian  B a n d s  a r e  n o t  specif ica l ly  named 
as organizat ions t hat school  boards are permitted to 
enter i nto an  agreement with.  

The p resent statute does conta i n  a reference to 
agencies of the Government of Canada.  For the l ast 
five years, everybody at a l l  levels of govern ment was 
operat i ng u nder the ass u m pt ion that I n d ian  Bands 
were covered lega l ly  thro u g h  that c lause. They were 
s i g n i n g  M aster Tuit ion Agreements, enteri ng  i nto 
them with school boards based on  t hat ass u m ption;  
one that everybody thought was accurate. There are 
about 23 I nd ian  Bands who h ave opted out of the 
Master Tuit ion Agreements. 

About a year-and-a-ha l f  ago, the legal i ty of these 
local agreements was q uestioned and upon review, 
the Prov inc ia l  Attorney-General's Department a n d  
the  Department o f  I nd ian  Affa i rs agreed t h at the c u r
rent statutes, both p rovi nc ia l ly  a n d  federa l ly ,  were 
i nadequate to provide a legal  base for these agree
ments. So the s ituat ion that we had, Mr. Speaker, is 
one where people entered i nto legal contracts, i nto 
agreements, agree i ng to the contracts wi th  the be l ief 
that they were legal  a n d  b i n d i n g .  We had a s ituat ion 
where we recognized that leg is lat ion had to be 
changed and in the meant ime the exist ing contracts 
had to be p rotected. 

I had com m u nication from the H onourable  J o h n  
M u n ro on Novem ber 25th ,  i n  h is  letter and a fo l lowing 
letter from me,  we agreed to s ign  tr ipartite agreements 
in the meanti me t hat wou l d  make these contracts 
legal and t hat we would both move to change legis la
t ion that would designate I nd ian  Bands as i nstitut ions 
that school boards could s ign contracts with .  This w i l l  
not take place. A lthoug h w e  are changi ng t h e  legis la
tion at the provi nc ia l  level now, it w i l l  not be i n  force 
unt i l  they also change the leg is lat ion at the federal 
level. In the meanti me, we w i l l  have to conti n u e  s ign
i n g  the tr ipartite agreements. 

What it does, B i l l  43, is  g ive effect to the c o m m it
ment of both the Federal Government and the Provi n
c ia l  Govern ment to place in statute the l egal  a b i l ity for 
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I nd ian Bands to be i nvolved i n  the eduat ion of the i r  
c h i ldren.  I t  is  someth i ng that we are a l l  s upport i n g  a n d  
a l l  mov i n g  towards, a n d  we cannot a l l o w  a c la use 
w here we do not h ave l aws that a l l ow u s  to do w h at i t  i s  
that we a l l  want t o  do.  

In answer to a question raised by the  M e m ber for 
Tuxedo w here he was a l itt le b i t  concerned t hat there 
m ight  be d u p l i cate fund ing  with the two b i l ls. When 
Bi l l  43 is  passed and g iven Royal Assent, any neces
sary amend ments w i l l  be made to M an itoba Regu la
t ion 1 6681 to e l i m i nate the poss i b i l ity of doub le  pay
ments, so that w i l l  be covered there. 

I j ust want to make a few poi nts about the sick leave 
c l ause, Mr. S peaker, before i t  goes on to C o m mittee. I 
consider th is  to be a m inor  change i n  exist ing l egis la
t ion that w i l l  c larify the  exist i ng  c lause so that it w i l l  be 
consi stent with past  p racti ce ,  past tradi t ion ,  and 
i n deed so t hat i t  wi l l  be consistent with the i ntent ions 
of t h e  p revious Govern ment a n d  t h is Government .  
School  trustees a n d  teachers h ave negotiated s ick 
leave for 25 years. Those s ick  leave c l au ses are con
ta ined i n  a l most every contract i n  the school  d iv is ion 
a n d  when m inor  c hanges were made i n  1 980, it 's c lear 
t h at i t  was never i ntended with those m inor  changes to 
take away the a b i l ity to negotiate s ick  leave. 

The c hanges t hat we've made do t h ree t h i ngs:  it 
makes s ick  leave negotiable ;  i t  m akes i t  arbitrable;  a n d  
ensures that n o  provis ions that a r e  contained i n  pres
ent col lective agreements w i l l  be l ost. So t hat it very 
s imp ly  says that they can cont i n ue to negotiate i t  up or 
down. I m i g ht add ,  Mr. S peaker, that i t  i s  arbitrable,  as 
are al l  other matters that are negotiated by teachers 
a n d  trustees, and that a l l  exist ing p rovisions a n d  exist
i ng contracts w i l l  be protected. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

BILL NO. 50 - AN ACT TO AMEND 
THE CROWN LANDS ACT AND 

THE MUNICIPAL ASSESSMENT ACT 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: On a proposed motion of 
the Honourable  M i n ister of Agr icu l ture, B i l l  No. 50, A n  
A c t  t o  a m e n d  T h e  C rown Lands A c t  a n d  T h e  M u n ic i 
pal  Assessment Act. 

The B i l l  stands in the name of the Honourab le  
M e m ber for  Lakeside. 

MR. H. ENNS: Mr.  Deputy S peaker,  we have had an 
opport u n ity i n  look ing at t h is B i l l  and h ave no d iff i
c u lty in recommend ing it to go to Committee. 

I n  sayi n g  that, Mr. Deputy S peaker, we assu m e  that 
the 13 i l l  covers p recisely w hat i t  descri bes in Sect ion 
9 (6) : namely ,  C rown lands for hay, graz ing ,  forage 
and other agricu l tura l  pu rposes. 

There h as been some concern - I caut ion tile M i n is
ter to be aware of, as I ' m  sure he is  - that there are 
some d i f f icu lt ies from time to t i m e  i n  the manag ment 
of C rown lands other than these descr ibed i n  h is B i l l .  
Pri n c i pa l ly ,  those recreat ional  lots l y i n g  i n  the Provi n
c ia l  Park systems and I wou l d  feel a l itt le more comfor
table i f  the M i n ister assured me in h i s  few comments, 
as we move t h is b i l l  on to Committee Stage, that the 
b i l l  t hat we are tal k i n g  about h ere has to do w i th ,  as I 
say. tile use of C rown lands for hay, graz i n g ,  forage 
and other agr icultura l  p urposes. 
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With those few com ments,  M r .  Deputy Speaker, 
we're prepared to move th is  b i l l  on  to Comm ittee. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: O n  the proposed motion of 
the Honourab le  M i n ister of Agr icu l ture, B i l l  No.  54, 
The Farm Lands Owners h i p  Act. The d ebate also 
stands  in the name of the Honourab le  M e m ber for 
Lakeside.  

MR. H.  ENNS: M r. Speaker, I beg the i n d u lgence of  
the H ouse to have th is  matter stand .  

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I s  i t  agreed? (Agreed) The 
b i l l  w i l l  stand in the name of the Honourab le  M e m ber 
for Lakeside.  

The H onourable Government H ouse Leader. 

HON. R. PENNER: Mr. Speaker,  I move, seconded by 
the Honourable M i n ister of M u n i c i pa l  Affai rs, that Mr .  
S peaker do now leave the Cha i r  a n d  the House resolve 
itself i nto a Committee to consider of the Supp ly  to be 
granted to Her M ajesty, and I shou ld  i nform the H ouse 
t hat i t  is  the  i n tent ion to h ave the Comm ittee consider  
Supp lementary S upply at th is  t ime.  

The Deputy S peaker m ay take a few m i n utes to have 
the appropriate M i n i sters attend to the Hou se. 

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Honourable  M e m ber 
for Pem bi n a. 

MATTER OF G R IEVANCE 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Mr.  S peaker,  I r ise on  a M atter of 
Grievance. 

M r. S peaker,  over the s hort cou rse that t h i s  Gov
ernment  h as been in power there h as been an a larm
ing trend d evel o p i n g  in  t h e  agr icu l tura l  c o m m u nity. I 
can u nderstan d  f u l l  wel l  how t h i s  Government is i nsu
lated from that tre n d ,  from w hat i s  happe n i ng i n  rura l  
Man itoba, from the needs a n d  the concerns and the  
problems i n  the  agr icu l tura l  c o m m u n ity. I can u nder
sta n d  that ,  M r. S peaker. because the i r  representation 
in the farm com m u n ity of M a n itoba i s  smal l ,  and I say 
that with no  adverse comment to any of the M LAs who 
are represent ing  some of the rura l  com m u n it ies and 
are New Democratic M e m bers of th is  Assem bly .  With 
al l  due  respect, I suggest t hat t hose members are not 
actively enough i n  tune with agr icu l ture ,  its problems 
today and w hat is  real l y  happen ing in the farm com
m u n ity and more i m portantly, M r. Speaker, I don't 
bel i eve that those N D  Party mem bers, who represent 
rural  const i tuencies. even i f  they did recog n ize some 
of the problems could convince mem bers of their  
Treasury Bench to act in a responsi b le a n d  leg i t imate 
way to address those k i nds of p roblems that are in the 
agric u ltura l  com m u n ity. 

Mr. S peaker, th is  gets i nto a p h i losophica l  debate, I 
w i l l  admi t ,  but  bear i n  m i n d  t hat when t h is Govern
ment - now the M e m ber for Spr i ngf ie ld  is  one of the 
guys who represents a rura l  const ituency and I j ust 
heard h i m  i n d i cate from h is  seat, n ot even h i s  seat. 
that I ' m  i n capable of enter ing i nto a p h i losoph ica l  
debate. Wel l  some of the t h i ngs that h e  shou ld  be 
reco m m e n d i n g  to h is  Treasury Bench i n  terms of 

agr icu l tural pol icy ,  I f u l l y  s u b m it i s  the  reason why it 's 
not being done because the Member for Spr ingf ie ld 
doesn't  u n d erstand agr icu l ture and what i t  needs 
today to become a force in the M an itoba economy of 
the future. That's part of the problem a n d  t hat's why 
I ' m  r is ing today on a matter of grievance. People l ike 
the  M e m ber for Spri ngf ie ld don't  k now what is  needed 
to k ee p  the farm populatio n ,  the farm c o m m u n ity 
strong .  I respect that. I mean,  he's been a Deputy 
C lerk of the H ouse and hasn't rea l ly  u nderstood Man i 
toba a l l  that wel l  wh i le  he was there. 

M r. S peaker, this government came to the Session 
- ( I n terjectio n ) - Mr. S peaker, the M i n ister of M u n ic
ipa l  Affa i rs says,  never mind the persona l it ies. Sug
gest  t hat to you r  bench mate and tel l h im to sit over in  
h i s  seat i nstead of back here saying t h i ngs  that h e  
doesn't k n o w  what he's ta lk ing about.  Then we' l l  get 
the personal i t ies out of it, M r. M i n ister. Would that be 
f ine? 

Now, M r. Deputy S peaker, t h i s  government came to 
off ice on a c rest of popu lar  su pport a n d  i n  the i r  f i rst 
Throne S peech, they said - a n d  I don't have the 
Throne S peech i n  front of m e  - but  basical ly they said 
that they bel i eved in the trad i t ional  values of the rural  
c o m m u n ity ,  the h ard work and the  perseverance t h at 
the  rural  comm u n ity h as ,  and the strengths of the rural  
c o m m u n ity. Wel l ,  those were very l ovely words to say. 
As a matter of fact, I bel ieve t hat mem bers of the 
backbench over t here said they contr ibuted those 
words to the Throne S peech. 
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I congratu l ate them for that ,  but  I w ish  t hey'd fol low 
i t  up with some pol icy which would p rove that they 
real l y  meant w hat they sa id  i n  the Throne S peech 
Debate. because their actions in the last s ix  months 
have not demonstrated t hat they rea l ly  mean what 
t hey said in the Throne S peech Debate; n a mely, t h at 
t hey k new, appreciated a n d  agreed with the  values of 
the  rural  com m u n ity because, M r. S peaker,  one of the 
strengths i n  the  rura l  c o m m un ity - as a matter of fact 
the reason why the rural  com m u n ity in Western Can
ada is  as v ibrant ,  as p rogressive a n d  as strong as i t  i s 
has been that successive generat ions of farmers have 
entered the i r  far m i n g  operation on  the basis of lan
downers h i p. They have been ab le  to p u rc hase land  
even  f rom the  Government of the Day when i t  was  f i rst 
sett led ,  from the CPR and in successive generat ions 
they have bought free-ho ld  land  from any i nd iv idua l  
who had i t  for  sale, p rovid ing  they cou ld  afford to buy  
i t  and they needed it for  the i r  o perat ion .  

In  s ix  s hort months, t h is government has done a 
n u m ber of th ings .  It started out with the M i n ister of 
H i g hways and Transportation on  a very m u ndane,  
rout ine,  a d m i n i strative deta i l  in  the d isposal of ra i l 
road r ight-of-ways which were vested by the Federal 
Government when the rail l i nes were abandoned.  The 
Federal Governm ent vested the r ight-of-ways on  which 
those rai l  l ines were located; they vested them to the 
Prov inc ial Govern ment.  We had set  i n  process a 

method of d is posal of those r ight-of-ways: f i rst ly,  the 
C rown,  the Provi nce of Man itoba, would reta in  them i f  
they were n eeded; secondly ,  i f  the C rown d idn ' t  need 
them,  then m u ni c i pa l  people wou l d  have the a b i l ity to 
retai n those r ight-of-ways i f  they needed them for a 
m u n i c i pa l  road, for instance; and t h i rd ly ,  if neither 
level  of government and the p rovince needed them,  
then the  adjacent landowner, thro u g h  w hose land that 
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abandoned ra i l  road r ig ht-of-way passed, would have 
the ab i l ity to obtain title to that land  for a nomina l  fee 
and complete h i s  quarter-sect ion or ha l f-sect ion or 
whatever port ion of land that rai l road r ight-of-way 
went through.  It was not a m ajor  operation ;  i t  wasn't 
d isposing of i n c red ib ly  vast tracts of lands. It was a 
routi ne properly exercised d i s posal of abandoned 
r ight-of-ways. 

The M i n i ster of H i gh ways a n d  Transportat ion  
i mm ed iately put  a freeze on  it ,  rev iewed i t  and ,  we 
u nderstan d  as of s ix  weeks ago ,  was  res u m i ng the  
d isposal i n  the method t hat we had set out ,  except that 
we are n ow start ing  to hear that once aga i n  there are 
problems. They are slowing i t  down. It 's not happen
ing. That is  No.  1 in this govern ment's desire to pre
vent l a n d  from go ing to the owners h i p  of the farm 
com m u n ity. 

The second t h i ng that t h i s  government did was they 
i nstructed the Man itoba Agr icu l tural Credit Corpora
tion to no  longer consider app l ications and ,  h en ce, 
approvals of any l oans to young farmers in M a nitoba, 
long-term loans, some 29-year loans for the p u rc hase 
of land  to add to the i r  far m i n g  base. N ow,  t hey based 
that decis ion on some i n teresti ng premises. I won't 
deal with al l  of them today, but  they stopped the avai l
able f low of credit from MACC to you ng farmers want
ing to expand their  land  base. 

Wel l ,  w hy? Why wou ld  they do t hat? There are var
ious reasons but, M r. Speaker, the basic reason t h at 
they d ropped it is that t hey don't  want,  I bel ieve, to 
lend money to young farmers to get them i nto a farm
i n g  operation w here i n  they own the i r  land base. -
(I nterject ion) - Wel l ,  you know, once again  the  
M e m ber for  Spr ingf ie ld  i s  contr ibut ing h is usua l  i ntel
l igence by saying that's a lot of bunk .  Well ,  you k now, 
i f  i t  i s  a lot of b u n k ,  then why d i d  your govern ment and 
the M i n i ster of Agr icu l ture stop long-term loans. I f  it 's 
a f inanc ia l  shortage, they seem to have fou n d  1 3  per
cent for the M GEA; they seemed to h ave fou n d  $.5 
m i l l i o n  to h i re secu rity guards rather than contract 
them out, 1 . 5 m i l l ion ,  pardon me, to h i re c iv i l  servants 
to u n d ertake security serv ices and not conti nue  with 
the  contract i n g .  They fou n d  a l l  sorts of ways to spend 
addit ional  mon ies, but  yet  i f  money was the problem 
for cance l l i n g  long-term loans, they solved the money 
prob lem i n  areas they wanted to, but  they wouldn ' t  
solve it i n  an  area t hat they d i dn't want to ;  namely ,  
prov i d i n g  long-term loans so t h at you ng farmers can 
own the i r  land .  That's a c lear  and del i berate decis ion.  
You back that one up with the  t h i rd decis ion t h i s  
government h as m a d e  and that b e i n g  t o  suspend a n y  
further  s a l e  o f  agr icu l tura l  Crown leased l a n d s  t o  t h e  
leaseholders. 

N ow,  you k now, you put the three together and you 
start to see a scenario of th is  government ,  the 1 981  
vers ion of th is  government revert i n g  r ight  back to the 
1977 posit ion that the Schreyer a d m i n i strat ion had 
he ld  w here they real ly be l ieved t hat the  on ly  long
term owner of l a n d, agr icu l tura l  farm land,  should be 
the govern ment, because they have,  and I wi l l  repeat 
for the members opposite who are h av i n g  d i ff icu lty 
u nderstand ing ,  he ld  up the sale of r ight-of-ways, a 
rout ine p rocedure; they d ropped the l ong-term lease 
monies to young farmers through MACC; they d ropped 
that a n d  t hey have got an  i ndef in ite freeze on the sale 
of Crown land. Now,  i f  I am wrong on  any one of those 
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th ings ,  p lease sta n d  u p  a n d  correct me a n d  I w i l l  
cont inue  after you've done so, b u t  t here i sn't o n e  of 
you over t here who can stand a n d  correct t hat 
because a l l  t hree of them are abso lutely correct. That 
is  what this government has done. 

I can agree with a p h i losoph ica l  stand t hat the N . D .  
Party may h ave i n  that they don't want Man itobans to 
own farm land .  We're opposed to t hat p h i loso p h i cal 
approach;  we a lways h ave been. That's why we 
stopped the Land Lease Program in 1 97 7  and rei n
stated the long-term loan p rogram through MACC to 
assist young farmers to get i nto agr icu l ture .  We are 
p h i losoph ica l ly opposed to w h at they be l ieve in t hat 
the state shou ld  own the land .  We are ph i losoph ica l ly  
opposed to that, but  what is  d istress ing ,  M r .  Deputy 
S peaker, is that th is  new government refuses to te l l  
the peop le  of M a n itoba real l y  what  they want to do in  
terms of land  owners h i p. They want  to s l i de aro u n d ,  
and the  F i rst M i n ister d i d  i t  t h i s  morn ing  at a press 
conference, where h e  s l i d  around and when h e  was 
q u estioned d i rectly, as I have been q uest ion ing h is  
M i n ister of Agr icu l ture d u ri n g  h i s  Est imates a n d  every 
o p port u n ity I 've had in q uestion period as to j ust w h at 
he intends to do to assist young farmers i n  gett ing  
started i n  agr icu l ture ,  we get  th is  manoeuveri ng ,  th is  
nonanswer and t h i s  lack of fact. They won ' t  tel l u s  
what they're g o i n g  to d o .  

I t  was i nterest ing th is  morn ing i n  the p ress confer
ence that the Premier  he ld  with the mem bers of the 
rura l  media when he was asked the  d i rect q uest ion ,  
" Does your  government i ntend to get  i nto the land 
lease p rogram?" The F i rst M i n ister, for the f i rst t ime,  
sa id ,  "No,  t hat is  not an  i ntent ion of our  government 
for  now." H e  d i dn ' t  ru le i t  out .  -(I nterject ion)- the 
M e m ber for  Spr ingf ie ld says,  " H e  better n ot, because 
it's a good program ."  Wel l ,  I want him to j ust l isten for 
another coup le  of m i n utes. H e  m ig h t  be able to ask 
h i mself  some q uestions that deserve aski n g  in t h i s  
issue. 

M r. S peaker,  you w i l l  recal l  that, I t h i n k  i t  was l ast 
Friday or  maybe i t  was Thursday, I was ask i n g  the 
M i n ister of Agr icu l ture i f  h e  was going to br ing in land  
lease after the Session .  H e  cou ldn ' t  answer i t  l ast 
Fr iday or l ast Thursday, but h is F i rst M i n ister saw f it  to 
answer i t  out of t h is House to mem bers of the rural  
media t h is morn ing .  That's f ine;  I 'm p leased with the 
assurance t hat for now they're not going i nto l a n d  
lease programs. That's fa ir. Y o u  w i l l  reca l l  a lso, M r. 
S peaker, t h at I asked the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture l ast 
Friday as to whether he wou l d  offer long-term loans to 
young farmers enterin (;  agr icu l ture at a d iscounted 
i nterest rate, and I ' l l  exp la in  the backgrou n d  of that 
question so t h at the M e m ber for Spr ingf ie ld might  
u nderstand i t .  

When the prev ious a d m i n i strat ion ,  the Schreyer 
Govern ment,  brought in the Land Lease Program, t h is 
was the way l a n d  l ease worked. They went out a n d  
t hey b o u g h t  the land  a n d  there were a n u m ber of 
i nstances where they bought t hat land  in d i rect com
pet i t ion to young farmers .  They would be out  t here 
and with the large f inanc ia l  capabi l ity of the govern
ment back i n g  MACC,  t hE.y would outb id  pr ivate lan
downers for parce ls  of l a n d .  That  has d iff icu lt ies a l l  of  
i ts  own where you have a government b idd ing agai nst 
p rivate i nd iv iduals ,  outb idd ing  them for the acqu i re
ment of that l a n d ,  br ing ing  that land under  the  C rown 
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owners h i p  and then leasing it out to whom t hey 
desired to have that land .  

M r. S peaker, another part  of the Land Lease Pro
gram was that i f  that land  cost the govern ment - a n d  I ' l l  
p ick  a f igure o f  $500 an  acre a n d  the in terest rate l et's 
say at the t i me they were do ing it was approxi mately 
1 O percent - that means the in terest cost to the Prov
i n ce of M a n itoba a n d  to taxpayers was $50 per acre; 
p u rc hase pr ice of $500, by the i nterest rate that the  
prov ince borrowed the money at  approx imately 10 
percent back in '76 and '77.  They would make that land  
ava i lab le  to the i r  chosen l a n d  l ease rec i p ient  for 
approxi mately $25 an  acre. I t  was l ess than the cost to 
the tax payers of M a nitoba. The taxpayers of M an itoba 
were su bs id iz ing t h at new entrant i n to farm i n g  by 
approx i m ately $25 per acre in the exam p l e  I have 
used. I f  the pr ice was $300 an  acre, the taxpayers 
wou l d  have been s u bs id iz ing by $15 an acre. 

U n t i l  that program was c hanged, thank Heaven, at 
the i ns istence of Her M ajesty's Loyal O p posit ion,  u p  
t o  1977 t hey were not going t o  have i t  s o  that even the 
land  l ease rec i p ient  cou ld  buy the l a n d, but  t hey 
changed that. They al lowed the land  leaseholder  to 
buy that l a n d  p rov id ing  he d i d  one th ing ,  that he pa id  
back a l l  of the acc u m u l ated subs id ies; i n  other  words, 
the d i fference between the $50 cost i n  i nterest a n d  the 
$25 lease payment .  Those $25 per year i n  lease pay
ments,  the d i fferent ia l ,  was tacked to the price of the 
land so that when the farmer exercised his p u rc hase 
offer, the government recou ped the su bsid ization 
over the n u m ber of years t hat the land leaseholder had 
it .  

That had an  i nterest i ng capa b i l ity, Mr .  S peaker, 
because i f  and when the land  leaseholder exerc ised 
h is  opt ion to p u rchase, w hat h e  would f ind  i s  that he 
was paying market va lue for the land ,  No.  1, and 
tacked on  top of i t  was two,  t hree, four, or f ive  years of 
subs id izat ion costs. Let's say that the  l a n d, when he 
exerc ised h is  p u rchase offer, was $600 two years later. 
He wou ld  have to pay MACC $650 to buy that l a n d .  
What i t  wou ld  bo i l  d o w n  t o ,  Mr .  S peaker, is  t hat the  
farmer  w o u l d  be ab le  to buy  a nother parcel of l a n d  
m o r e  economica l ly  than the  subs id ized parcel of l a n d  
that h e  w o u l d  h ave to repay the s u bs idy. So w hat i t  
bo i led down to,  M r. Speaker, was permanent govern
ment owners h i p  of land .  I submi t  respectfu l ly, Mr. 
S peaker, that i s  exactly w h at the ND Party wants, 
aspires to, and is  deve lop ing po l ic ies toward r ight  
now. 

What do we see now? The q uestion I posed to the 
M i n ister of Agr icu l ture i s  that i f  you f i n d  the Land 
Lease Program to be so attractive, so a d m i n istrat ively 
u n ique,  such a good p rogram to get young farmers 
start i n g  a n d  I ass u m e - the  M i n ister of Agr icu l ture has 
not answered i t  - that i f  h e  asks to pay $1,000 an  acre 
today to buy land  and the  i nterest rate is 18 percent 
that the govern ment borrows it at, the i nterest rates 
are $180 per acre, I ass u me that they're going to offer 
the new land  lease owner a d iscou nted rental rate, 
maybe $60 an acre, maybe $40 an acre but it's going to 
be d iscounted. 

That's why I asked the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture the 
other day t hat i f  the taxpayers of M a n itoba, when he 
br ings i n  land l ease - as h e  wi l l  do  despite what h is  
F i rst M i n i ster has said because the F i rst M i n ister h as 
sa id  eventual ly ;  for now it 's off, but  eventual ly  he ' l l  

br ing i t  i n  - I would on ly  ask h i m ,  s ince the taxpayer is  
go ing to provide  a substant ia l  s u bsidy to that new 
entrant v ia  land  lease, i n  other words, he 's  not going to 
be paying an  i nterest rent, he's go ing to be paying 
theoret ica l ly  an  economic  rent for the land and it's 
go ing to be s u bstant ia l ly  below the cost to the  
government, w i l l  h e  offer a para l le l  program;  very 
s i m p ly, a para l le l  p rogram of long-term mortgages so 
t hat the young farmer can come i n ,  receive a d is
cou nted in terest rate on  a long-term mortgage and a 
d iscount equ ivalent to the d isco u nt the government 
wi l l  offer in the i r  Land Lease Program, and let the 
young farmer c h oose w hether the government owns 
the  land  or  w hether he has the ab i l ity to own the land? 

N ow, M r. Speaker, my backbench m ate here, the 
M LA for F l in  F lon,  has some rather strong grassroots. 
He grew up in a great part of rural Man itoba, Ba ldur, 
j ust to the west of my own constituency a n d  i n  the 
constituency now represented by the  M L A  for Turtle 
M o u nta in .  Now, he told me at one time that h e  did not 
bel ieve that government shou ld  own the land .  H e  
d i d n 't t h i n k  that was anyt h i ng t o  d o  wi th  getting  young 
farmers i nto farm i ng nowadays. I suggested to h i m  
that when h i s  M i n ister o f  Agr icu lture comes i n  with h i s  
Land Lease Program, w h i c h  he w i l l  s u re ly do, that h e  
f ight  i n  caucus t o  have t h e  k i n d  o f  opt ion p u t  forward 
by h is M i n i ster of Agr icu l ture so t h at young farmers i n  
t h e  Province o f  Man itoba can i n d eed c hoose whether 
they want to start up a farmi n g  operation on  state
owned land  or  on  land  that t hey owned via v i rtue of a 
l o ng-term mortgage a n d  i n  the long term w i l l  own 
themselves, to turn i t  i nto a true fami ly  farm. 
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Wel l ,  you k now, i t 's go ing to be very i nterest ing to 
watch ,  M r. Speaker, as this M i n ister of Agr icu lture 
cont inues to develop h i s  Land Lease Program to see 
w hether he i ndeed w i l l  devel o p  that second opt ion 
a n d  let young M a n itobans who want to farm make the 
choice as to who owns the  land on  which t hey start 
the i r  farm i n g  operat ion .  I suggest, with a l l  d u e  respect 
to t h i s  s ix-month-old govern ment, t h at w hat we w i l l  
see v is-a-v is  the  s low u p  o f  t h e  sale of r ight-of-ways, o f  
abandoned rai l  roads; what w e  w i l l  see i n  v iew o f  t h e  
fact t h at t h is govern ment has suspended s a l e  of agr i
cu l tu ra l  C rown land  that's under a permanent review;  
a n d  i n  v iew of the fact that  th is  M i n ister of Agr icu lture 
i n  one of h is  f i rst moves with the M a n itoba Agr icu ltu
ral C redit  Corporat ions suspended long-term loans 
so the you ng farmers could buy land a n d  get started 
farmi n g  on  land  that they have a chance of owning .  
Those three t h ings add very heav i ly  to the  conc lus ion 
that I m ake, my col leagues make, a n d  M a nitobans are 
mak ing  r ight now, that th is  government w i l l  get into 
the  Land Lease Program a n d  the Land Lease Program 
only. They wil l  not, because of their p h i losoph ica l  
bel ief that  on ly  the state should own agr icu l tura l  farm
land, t hat they won't offer an  option w hereby young 
farmers have an opportun ity of obtai n i n g  assistance 
to get i nto agricu l ture and to own their l a n d .  
( Interject ion)- I f  it 's n o t  b u n k  - the  M e m ber for 
S pr ingf ie ld keeps on  saying,  it's b u n k .  - If it 's not b u n k, 
then w i l l  you assure me with the weight and the  in f lu
ence and the strong d i rection you prov ide to the  gov
ernment over there and the tremendous c lout  you 
h ave in that Cabi net even though you're not a m e m ber 
of i t ,  w i l l  the M e m ber for Spr ingf ie ld  assu re us on  th is  
s ide  of the House that a dua l  act ion prog ram evolves 
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from h i s  M i n ister of Agricu l ture, so that young farmers 
have the choice between the state own i n g  the land  
and h i mself as a young fam i l y  farmer own ing  the 
land?  Use your  extreme i nf l u en ce, M e m ber for  
Spr ingf ie ld ,  a n d  assu re us that choice is  there. I s u g
gest. Mr .  S peaker, that he is say ing  b u n k  because he 
k nows he doesn't have any in f l uence. In  fact, I q u es
t ion w hether the Mem ber for Spr ingfie ld  believes that 
young farmers should own their own land. H e  hasn't 
made that c lear  and he won't make t hat c lear over the 
next n u m ber of months. 

So, M r. S peaker, you can see the d i l e m m a  t hat we 
are faced with here. We have a M i n ister of Agr icu l ture 
that d u ri n g  h i s  Esti mates came u p  with that pearl of a 
statement wherei n he asked, "What does owners h i p  
have t o  do with the prov is ion o f  food?" I f  the  M i n ister 
of Agr icu l ture wants to get up on  a matter of pr iv i lege 
and say he d idn ' t  say that, I w i l l  d raw h is  attent ion to 
Hansard w here he says that in p l a i n  b lack and white 
pr int .  Now. w hat does he say? "What does owners h i p  
o f  land  have t o  do w i t h  the p rovis ion o f  food?" Wou l d  
t h e  M i n ister of Agr icu l ture. who h as been g reatly sen
sit ized by h is lack of d iscret ion in f ina l ly  tel l i n g  the 
truth in what h e  real l y  bel ieves on land owners h i p  i n  
th is  H ouse d u ri ng h i s  Est i mates, wou l d  h e  care to 

MR. SPEAKER, J. Walding: O rder p lease. O rder 
p lease. 

I am having some d iff icu lty hear ing the remarks of 
the Honourab le  Member for Pem b i n a  due to other 
mem bers who seem to wish to want to carry on  their  
own debate. M ay I rem i n d  them t h at they wi l l  h ave the 
same opportun ity to take part  i n  t h is d ebate when the 
H o no u rable M e m ber for Pem bina  is  f in ished.  

The Honourable Member for Pem bina.  

MR. D .  ORCHARD: Thank you,  Mr .  S peaker. You see, 
the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture gave us those words to 
t h i n k  u pon a n d  to reflect u pon a n d  he gave them to a l l  
Man itobans w h e n  he sa id ,  "What does owners h i p  
have t o  do w i t h  the  provis ion of food?" H e  fol lowed i t  
u p  by another statement, where h e  said that  our  sys
tem of l a n d h o l d i n g  i n  the p ro v i n ce is rap i d l y  
approach i n g  t h e  Soviet U n i on system. 

You know, Mr .  Speaker, I apologize for being m aybe 
as the mem bers opposite describe i t  as being s l ig ht ly 
paranoid as to the i ntentions of this governm•rnt,  but  
how m u c h  more ev idence do we need to come before 
us as mem bers of t h is Assem b ly, a n d  how m u c h  more 
i n d icat ion do the people of M an itoba need as to the 
d i rect ion on farmland owners h i p  of th is  government;  
suspend ing  the sale of Crown lands;  cancel l i n g  long
term mortgages; ho ld ing  up sale of r ight-of-ways and 
the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture saying he doesn't know 
what the owners h i p  of land  has to do with the p rovi
sion of food and t hat we're m ov i n g ,  in fact, toward the  
Soviet land-ho ld  system.  

M r. S peaker, i n  the real world outs ide of the Per i me
ter H i g hway in rura l  M a n itoba, those words are fr ig ht
e n i ng ;  they are very fr ighten i ng .  The M i n ister of Agri
cu l tu re wi l l  s m i l e  when he says that. H e  w i l l  say, "Wel l ,  
I d i d n ' t  rea l ly  m e a n  that .  I t  was a Freud ian s l i p .  I rea l ly  
meant  to say  somet h i ng else and I ' m  sorry i f  i t  came 
out that way."  But  what is  shock ing  is  the fact that h e  
s a i d  it and he's gradual ly d o i n g  i t .  H e's removi ng - a n d  
I won't go t h ro u g h  t h e m  a g a i n  - every act ion t h i s  

M i n ister o f  Agricu l ture and th is  government has done 
t hat poi nts toward a system whereby the g overn ment 
w i l l  be the  ones who own the  farmland. You k now, I 
don't  know where i n  th is  document,  "A C lear Choice 
for M a n itobans," they prom ised i n  the  agr icu ltural  
sect ion  that M an itoba farms for M an itoba farmers 
wou l d  mean M a n itoba farms owned by the govern
ment, for Man i toba te nant farmers on  the state farms. 
That isn't what the head l ine  read, not at a l l .  

As a matter of fact, w hat t h i s  document sa id  a n d  I 
ment ioned to the F i rst M i n ister just  in q uest ion  period 
today, i t  promised; i t  says M a n itoba New Democ rats 
wou ld  i ntroduce a program to assist young farmers 
enteri ng  agr icu l ture, and for t h ree sol id  months we've 
been gett ing  the baff le-gab from the F irst M i n ister a n d  
the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture sayi ng  that we a r e  d o i n g  
th is ,  t hat and the other t h i n g  to i nterest rate rel ief and 
conso l idat ion of debts through MACC to he lp  young 
farmers .  That, M r. S peaker, i s  not the p rom ise.  The 
prom ise was a program to assist young farmers enter
ing agr icu l ture ,  not he lp ing the ones that are t here and 
are i n  some d iff icu lty, that's new farmers t hey're p ro
v id ing  to develop a p rogram to assist. What have they 
done to develop that program? Cancel led long-term 
loans through MACC; the Premier  j ust t h i s  morn i ng 
has said they're not go ing i nto land lease for now. 
Where is  this program to get young farmers into agri
cu l ture? I f  you t h i n k  that you can provide an  operat ing  
loan,  conso l idat ion of debt  and get  you n g  farmers i nto 
agr iculture, what are they going to farm - the i r  back
yard? They need land .  

That  gets i nto the next  a n d  the f ina l  straw of what we 
are  say ing  about  th is  government and the i r  land  
owners h i p  pol ic ies. T hat's gett i ng r ight  to the n u b  of 
it ,  as would some of my col leagues say, that m aybe 
t hey expect t hose new young farmers enter ing agr i
c u lture to farm on  the 10 acres that  they have been so 
kind as to bestow upon M a nitobans as a r ight of 
ownershi p  of farmland of 1 O acres. Everybody can 
have 10 acres,  and do we assu m e  that MACC w i l l  
provide t h e m  an  operati ng  l o a n  t o  farm i t ?  W e l l ,  we're 
not very opt i mi st ic  about t h i s  government and where 
it's going to take agricu l tural po l icy .  
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F irst of a l l ,  w i th  a l l  d u e  respect to the M i n ister of 
Agr icu l ture as a person ,  as an  i nd iv idua l  and as a 
gent lemen,  he is a decent sort of a fel low; but  he has 
no control  w hatsoever on  his department a n d  the pol
i ci es and prog rams that h e  is  d i rect i n g  h is  department 
to do. H e  is  gett i n g  h is  po l ic ies from somewhere else 
and  i f  I m ight  be pardoned a l itt le b i t  of specu lat ion ,  I 
would t h i n k  that part of t.1e pol icy development wou ld  
come from the g lorious years of 1977 when h is  bench 
mate,  now the M i n ister of H ig h ways and Transporta
tion who was M i n ister of Agr icu l ture at that t ime,  had a 
gent leman on staff who was in the restau rant bus i ness 
for four years and now is  back as this M i n i ster's eco
nomic  pol icy adviser. The man who hel ped the former 
M i n ister of Agr icu l ture in the Schreyer a d m i n istrat ion 
develop a l l  of those sought  after, i n  demand a n d  popu
lar  farm programs is  now an  economic adviser to the 
new M i n ister of Agr icu l tu re .  N ow,  i f  that isn't  one 
M i n ister of the C rown , ,rnn ing another  M i n ister's 
department,  I don 't rea l ly  k now what it is .  

The M i n ister of Agricu l ture says who are we ta l k i n g  
about.  I t 's Mr .  Weiss, a n d  I h o p e  I pronounced t h e  
name correctly. Then t h e  second fel low that h a s  come 
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along s i n ce th is  govern ment has been e lected has 
been the former Deputy M i n ister of Agricu l ture who 
was act ing  on  a consult ing basis to the M i n ister of 
H i g h ways and Transportation and,  M r. S peaker, no  
one i n  t h i s  C h a m ber can te l l  me t hat M r. J an ssen d i d  
n o t  have a very act ive hand i n  d raft i ng the M i n ister of 
Agr icu l ture's Beef I ncome Assurance Plan,  no  one 
can te l l  me that.  That man i s  in the background p u l l i n g  
the stri ngs o f  th is  M i n ister o f  Agr icu l ture a n d  tel l i n g  
h i m  t o  d a n c e  t o  the  po l ic ies o f  l eft-wing agr icu lt ure 
and th is  M i n ister is do ing i t  because he doesn't have 
control over h is department .  Every t i me he goes to a 
rural  meeti ng i n  M a n itoba and d iscusses the po l icy h is  
govern ment is  bri n g i ng i nto agricu l ture, he l eaves less 
another p i n t  or two of blood because rural M a nito
bans - I wou l d  suggest 78  percent in the beef produc
t ion i n d u stry because t h at's the n u m ber that voted 
against his former col league's beef p rogram in 1 977 - I 
wou l d  say 78 percent are against h i s  beef p lan .  It may 
wel l even be 90 percent ,  a n d  I 'm not so sure that th is 
M i n ister of Agr icu l ture h as no  s u pport to go i nto land  
lease program u nless, M r. S peaker, the M i n ister 
i ntends to i ntroduce what I s ug gested; namely, l and  
lease program p l u s  the opt ion  of a low i nterest l oan  
subs id ized to the same extent by the taxpayers so t hat 
the young farmer enterin g  agr icu l ture can c hoose 
whether he or the state shou ld  own the land.  

M r. S peaker, you can see how we are somewhat 
d istressed on t h i s  s ide  of the  House because t h i s  M i n 
ister o f  Agr icu l ture i s  moving towards pol ic ies wh ich  
the farm com m u n ity, the  rura l  com m u nity of M a n i 
toba, ne i ther voted f o r  - t h e y  were never presented to 
rural  M a n itobans in any e lect ion p romise. They were 
never d iscussed at any t i m e  d u ri n g  the elect ion or 
i m mediately before it. They d i d  n ot tell rural M a nito
bans that they wou ld  cancel lon g-term l oans through 
MACC as an  elect ion promise;  no .  They d id not te l l  
M an itobans t hat they wou ld  replace long-term mort
gages through MACC with land  lease; no, they d i d n't.  
They d i d  not say that their Beef I ncome Assurance 
Program w o u l d  be t ied with a str ing ,  a carrot, a n d  
locked them i nto a compul sory market ing  organiza
t ion .  They d i d n't tel l  the beef p rod ucers that's the way 
the assistance wou l d  be provided . They never said a 
word about that. They n ever sa id  to rural  M a nitobans 
that t hey d i d n't u nd erstan d  what ownersh i p  of land  
had to do wi th  the p rovis ion of food a n d  that i ndeed 
t hey be l ieved M a n itoba was moving to a Soviet U n i o n  
system o f  land  owners h i p .  T hey d idn ' t  t e l l  M an itobans 
that in the e lection .  

What d i d  they tel l  M a n itobans? Wel l ,  essent ia l ly  
noth i ng ;  a l though the one th ing t hey d id  say to M a n it
obans and the Prem ier, then Leader of the O pposition ,  
promised i n  art ic les to h is  loca l  newspaper, i n  cam
pa ign meet i ngs with h is candi date in Spr ingf ie ld ,  in  
t h is e lect ion document ,  that no  farmer wou l d  lose h i s  
farm d u e  to h i g h  i nterest rates. W e l l ,  we k now, M r .  
Speaker, that was the fi rst p romise that they broke. I 
suggest, with a l l  due  respect to the M i n ister of Agr icu l
ture, who has not contro l  of h is  department that  h is  
co l l eagues on  the front bench - I don 't know who t hey 
are; I 'm q uite sure the Attorney-General is  one of them 
a n d  no d o u bt the M i n ister of H i g hways and Transpor
tation is another one of them - w i l l  i n sist that he force 
young farmers enteri ng  agr icu lt u re in M an itoba to go 
v ia the Land Lease Program i f  t hey deal with MACC 

and wi l l  not i n  any way,  shape or form make ava i lab le  
long-term loans at the same subs id ization cost to the 
taxpayer. They won't  do  that. 

M r. S peaker, once agai n ,  and I 've said this on a 
n u m ber of occasions,  if I am proven wrong ,  a n d  if t h i s  
M i n ister o f  Agr icu l ture does br ing  i n  land  lease a n d  at 
the same t ime br ings in a long-term loan program 
w h i ch costs the taxpayers the same amount  of money, 
because they c l a i m  they want farmers i n  agricu l ture, 
they c l a i m  that they want the fam i l y  farm, t herefore, 
they want to ass i st them,  so i f  t hey b r i n g  in the d u a l  
program wh ich  a l lows the young farmers t o  c hoose 
between state owners h i p  and p rivate owners h i p  in h i s  
o w n  name,  I w i l l  apologize to th is  M i n ister o f  Agr icu l
ture ,  to the  F i rst M i n ister a n d  even to the M e m ber for  
Spr ingf ie ld .  
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M r. S peaker,  I w i l l  not have to stand i n  my p lace i n  
t h i s  House o r  on  any e lect ion p latform a n d  make that 
promise because as we go to the people some four 
years from now, those pol ic ies wi l l  be in place of land 
lease a n d  land  lease on ly ;  there wi l l  be no  opt ion for  
long-term mortgages from MACC; there wi l l  be a Beef 
I n come Assurance Program wh ich  i n volves compu l 
sory marketi ng ;  there w i l l  not  be sale of agr icu l tura l  
C rown land  to the leaseholders a n d  we w i l l  st i l l  h ave a 
M i n ister of Agr icu l ture who,  i n  bewi lderment,  says 
w h at does owners h i p  have to do with the provis ion of 
food. I n  fou r  years, he truly w i l l  be ab le  to say that the  
land  system i n  the Soviet U nion i s  w hat we're coming  
to i n  M a n itoba because h e  w i l l  be h e l p i ng i t  by buy ing  
land  on  beha l f  of the state i n  M an itoba. That is  the  
posit ion we w i l l  be i n  four years f rom now and we ,  i n  
the O pposit ion,  w i l l  assure that a l l  M a nitobans are 
aware of the alternat ives that are avai lab le  in a Pro
gressive Conservative Government that w i l l  br ing san
ity back to the po l ic ies of agr icu l ture in the Province of 
M a n itoba and bring agr icu l ture back to the m a i n
stream of p roduct ion,  effic iency a n d  ded icat ion t h at 
has ru led fam i ly farms i n  t h i s  p rovince s i n ce t h i s  prov
i n ce was formed. Private owners h i p, M r. Speaker. We 
assure the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture a n d  his cack l i n g  
fr iends over there that w e  w i l l  point  that o u t  i n  spades 
to M anitobans when we get our o p portun ity at the  
next  e lect ion a n d  at every opport u n ity i n  the in teri m .  

T h a n k  y o u ,  M r. Speaker. 

PRIVATE MEMBERS' HOUR 

RES.  NO. 7 - TAXATIO N  O N  FUELS 

MR. SPEAKER: The hour  being 4:30, Private Members' 
H o u r. On the agenda for Private M e m bers' H o u r  today 
are Proposed R esolut ions.  The f i rst one is  the pro
posed R esol ut ion No. 7 as amended by the Honour
ab le  M e m ber for Pemb i na,  stand ing  i n  the  name of the  
Honourab le  M i n ister of Com m u n ity Services, who h as 
two m i n utes remai n ing .  It appears the Honourab le  
M i n ister w i l l  not  complete h is  two m i nutes. 

The Honourable M em ber for Rob l i n-Russel l .  

MR. W .  McKENZIE: M r. Speaker, I c a n  wel l u nder
stand why the honourable member cou ld n 't r ise in h i s  
p l ace t o  speak t o  th is  resolut ion because o f  the pol i 
c ies of th is  government t hat we have across there. I t's  
q u ite evi dent. They are very shal low, very tender on  
these s u bj ect matters and t h is is  one that  h a u nts them 



21 June, 1982 

so i n  off moments when we catch them that they're not 
in the best mood, they do rise in their p lace and say the 
odd th i ng,  the odd day, Mr .  Speaker. 

M r. S peaker, I can not su pport this amendment that 
was p roposed by the members opposite. The reasons 
are q u ite s i m ple because of the subject matter t hat 
was j ust raised by my honourab le  col league a n d  
whose resolut ion  we're dea l i n g  wi th  today, M r .  
Speaker, h e  said that we, i n  t h i s  prov ince, u rge  t h e  
Federal Govern ment t o  remove t h e  federal taxation 
from all  oi l  products and n atura l  g ases consumed i n  
t h i s  provi nce for t h e  p ro d u ct ion o f  food. A l l  the 
mem bers opposite i n  the i r  usua l ly wishy-washy, shal
low way come back with an  a m e n dment that t hey' l l  
rev iew it. Now,  how many more t h i ngs ,  M r .  S peaker, 
do we have to review? I don't  t h i n k  they h ave enough  
mem bers over there to  review a l l  the matters that 
they're reviewi n g  in this prov ince at this t ime and for 
us ,  in the O pposit io n ,  M r. S peaker, to ask t h is M i n ister 
of Agr icu l ture to review another matter related to 
agricu l tura l  matters and food is an  abso lute d isaster, 
because we have h i m  rev iewing the beef program a n d  
we h e a r  com m u n i cations the other d a y ,  the  Southeast 
Cattle Producers, they're sti l l  wait ing for a meet ing .  
So ,  Mr .  S peaker, I can not leave th is  resolut ion in  the 
hands of the mem bers opposite to review anyt h i n g  
because I don 't t h i n k  they c a n  review anyt h i n g  a n d  I 
don 't t h i n k  they i ntend to review anyt h i ng .  

Secondly,  i n  the further resolve of t h i s  resolut ion,  
Mr .  S peaker, t hese great social ists said that they're 
goi n g  to consider rebat i n g  the federal sales tax. Wel l ,  
Mr .  S peaker, with the ser ious a n d  the most  d i f f icu l t  
economic  problems o u r  No.  1 i n dustry i n  th is  prov ince 
has ever  faced i n  its h istory is  when we stand here 
right today, I say that this Legislature and the members 
that represent the people of th is  prov ince shou ld  not 
be consider ing a n d  we shou ld  have posit ive action 
programs before the peop le  such as the M e m ber for 
Pem bi n a  put. H e  said, " I  u rge the feds to remove t hose 
taxes." 

M r. S peaker, what br ings me to my feet today m o re 
than anyt h i n g  on t h i s  s u bject matter is the  editor ia l  
that appeared in M aclean's M agazine on  the weekend .  
Mr .  S peaker, I 've been a great s u p porter of Libera l i s m  
over most of my l i fet i m e  because Liberal  h a s  been 
great for Canada u nt i l  the t ime that th is  gen ius, T ru
deau,  arr ived on  the scene.  T h i s  is  a very in te�est i n g  
editor ia l  a n d  I h o p e  t hat every mem ber of t h is Leg is la
ture w i l l  take the t i m e  to read it ,  study it a n d  see w hat 
Peter Newman has said about the Liberal Party w h i c h  
he's been s o  c losely adhered to f o r  a l l  h i s  l ife. R e a d  i t  
and read it l i n e  by l i n e  to s e e  w h a t  he sa id  about t h e  
government that's i n  p lace i n  Ottawa today. W e l l ,  h e  
s a i d  f i rst, " O n ly a c h a n g e  o f  government c a n  restore 
busi ness conf idence in t h i s  cou ntry." That's the f i rst 
t h i n g  -(I nterject ion )- wel l ,  nevertheless. J ust read 
it. I t's a devastati n g  editori a l ;  a rea l ly devastat i n g  
editoria l .  

H e  says, "About  the  on ly  rem a i n i ng service Trudeau 
and h is  M i n isters can perform in the  national i nterest 
is  to res ign  and make way for a l ess tarn ished s ucces
sor." Now, isn 't that a b l isteri n g  attack on  the govern
ment of t h i s  count ry wh ich our members opposite 
have propped up in Ottawa for months on  end and 
stan d  s ide by s ide with Trudeau ,  pat h im on  the back,  
put  more flowers i n  h is  lapel? 

Mr .  Speaker, the tragedy of this document is  that the 
remarks that M r. Newman has referred to came from a 
speech that was made by a gent leman by the name of 
W.D.  M u l ho l l and,  Cha i rman and Ch ief Executive 
Officer of the Bank  of M ontreal .  I strongly recommend 
that the members opposite read that  speech .  J ust read 
it. I j ust ask the members, espec i a l ly the mem bers of 
the Treasury Bench to read t h at s peech , because 
u nless we're go ing to get some u nderstan d i n g  of w hat 
the economic  p roblems a re in th is  cou ntry today a n d  
h a v e  a general u ndersta n d i n g  o f  matters t h a t  are 
spoken to by M r. M u lho l land ,  then we're n ot go ing to 
solve the problems of th is  country a n d  the t h i n g  is 
go ing to get worse and worse a n d  we're going to lose 
our  agr icu l tura l  i n dustry. 

I k now the honourab le  mem bers opposite have 
b l i n kers on  when you start tal k i n g  about banf' ers but ,  
Mr .  Speaker, it 's strange t hat the mem bers opposite 
raise t h is terr ib le  heat i n  Ottawa about the f iascos of 
ban kers and al l  the profits that they are mak ing  and 
when they get to the com mittee table the  other day, 
what' I I  you f ind out, M r. S peaker? It's not that way at 
a l l .  Here they've been rais ing  th is  fur in Ottawa, day 
after day after day, M r. S peaker, and when they get 
there, they f ind  out that they loaded the wrong g u n .  
They d id n 't have the r i g h t  a m m u n it ion a n d  t h e y  were 
on  the wrong track. That's what scares me about 
social ism. 

M r. S peaker, i n  dea l ing  with t h is resolut ion  on food 
a n d  e nergy, Mr. Newman,  i n  the l ast col u m n s  of 
by the way, M u l ho l l an d  d i dn ' t  ca l l  for a change i n  
government;  Newman d i d .  H e  goes o n  a n d  h e  says 
hem: "The cred i b i l ity of Ottawa's c urrent crop of pol i 
t ic ians has sunk so l ow t hat even when they a d m it 
they've l ied ,  nobody bel ieves them." Now, isn't  t hat a 
d a m n i n g  statement of our  nat ional  government of t h is 
country today. Even when they have l ied, n obody 
bel ieves them, M r. S peaker. I t  goes on. H e  says:-

"Ttlat's why the on ly  recourse left is for the Li beral 
M i n isters to pack the i r  bags and l eave town," by M r. 
N ewman. "The sense," he g oes on and says here,  "of 
nat ional  renewal and fee l i n g  of being granted at least 
a f ight ing  c h a n ce of rev iv ing the economy w o u l d  be 
well worth the d isruption i nvolved." 
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I ' l l  bet you anyth i n g ,  M r. S peaker. the N D  Party i n  
Ottawa w i l l  p rop t h e  Grits u p  aga in .  I ' l l  bet t hey w i l l .  
They be l ieve i n  Trudeau;  t hey bel ieve i n  h i s  p h i l oso
p hies; they put f lowers in h i s  lapels a n d  pat h i m  on the 
back. 

M r. S peaker, let's go back.  I gave you the reasons 
that I can't  sup port the amendment as proposed. But ,  
M r. Speaker, I 've leafed throug h  th is  famous docu
ment that  has got  to be so wel l  k nown i n  th is  Cham ber. 
M r. Speaker, some of the mem bers today were worry
i ng that my copy was worn out. M ay I i n form the 
honourab le  mem bers, I had enough of th is  copies 
passed to me by my constituents i n  the e lect ion ;  I have 
two boxes of them stored away. We're not go ing to run 
short in our caucus for awh i le, as we read th is  
mani fest. 

I got through th is  context of th is  report, Mr. Speaker, 
and I ask the honourable mem bers oppos ite i f  any 
i nd iv idua l  mem bers addressed themselves to the s u b
ject matter of th is  resolut ion d u ri ng the election cam
paign? M r. S peaker, no.  Whi le  the Mem ber for Pem
b i na and the M i n ister of Agr icu l ture have had some 
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discuss ions on the product ion of food, the M i n i ster of 
Agr icu l ture has told us where he stands on the pro
d uction of food. 

You go t h ro u g h  the f i rst page here and i t  says: 
"G reat People with a G reat Future ,"  Mr. S peaker. "We 
can b u i l d  a dynamic  future in M a n itoba," and i t  says 
and th is  is  the statement t hat I can't accept, "We can 
turn  aro u n d  the h arsh econom i c  c i rc u mstances of the  
past fou r  years ."  M r. Speaker, that shows how shal low 
the i r  t h i n k i n g  i s ;  what backg rou n d  they come to th is  
p lace with .  I k now that a lot  of them are new and 
haven't been  here; t h i s  is  the i r  f i rst t ime.  I do  excuse 
t hose but  I certai n ly don't  excuse t hose veterans of 
this Chamber for coming here with those k i nds of 
remarks. 

A nyway, i t  goes on to say, M r. Speaker, "With 
Mano i !  and M a n itoba H y d ro, we can devel o p  pro
grams to guarantee that no M an itobans lose the i r  
homes or farms d u e  to h igh i nterest rates." N ow, M r. 
Speaker, we've a lready been told Manoi l 's  down the 
t u bes; s he's gone.  I don't  t h i n k  it ' l l  ever be revived. Mr. 
S peaker, w hat about Hydro? Alcan's gone down the 
tu bes; I don't  t h i n k  t h is government wi l l  ever revive 
Alcan.  So w hat future h ave t hese so-cal led farmers 
you said were not g o i n g  to l ose the i r  farms or  the i r  
homes when t hose two p rojects are a l ready set  aside, 
Mr .  S peaker? 

Let's m ove over, M r. S peaker, on  the secon d  page 
here. T hey said, "This i s  concrete action. A n  N O P  
Government w o u l d  get action t o  get M a nitoba's 
tro ub led economy mov i n g  agai n . "  N ow, Mr. Speaker, 
i f that is  you r  i ntent, why wou l d  you amend this resolu
t ion  and  say  that they're go ing to do another s tudy or 
they're going to consider? What hope has the future of 
agricu l ture in t h i s  p rovince got with a government l i ke 
t hat s i t t ing across t here, Mr .  Speaker, when a l l  we're 
ask i n g  for is some taxat ion  rel i ef on  the cost of energy 
that h as been used to produce food in th is  prov ince 
wh ich  i s  o u r  No .  1 i n dustry? The members opposite 
say, no, we're not go ing to grant it  We don't buy that .  
We're go ing to review i t  agai n i m mediately and we're 
going to cons ider it ,  M r. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, let's move on  to the next page of th is  
b i g  book and see i f  t here's any possi b le re l ief for  the 
farm c o m m u n ity at a l l  or  i f  there's any m e m ber over 
there that can talk a bout the reduct ion of taxat ion.  I s  
there anyt h i ng i n  t h is that they're going t o  reduce 
taxes i n  any way, shape or  form? H as any m e m be r  on  
th is  s i de of the ben c h  seen  one word i n  here  of rel ief 
from taxes? - ( I nterjectio n ) - Smal l  b id ,  yes, on the 
I n terest Rate Re l ief Program. We k now how effective 
that has been, Mr. Speaker. 

M r. S peaker, let's move over to the agricu l ture sec
tor of th is ;  th is  is  the meat Manitoba fam i l ies are be ing 
sq u eezed off  the l a n d  they h ave developed, c u lt ivated 
and sweated over for generations. M r. S peaker, r is ing 
costs and  p u n is h i n g  in terest rates are leav ing many 
fam i l ies with staggering debt loads .  That's never been 
truer, M r. S peaker, I daresay, s i nce the 1 930s. 

I don't  suppose, Mr. S peaker, t here are many 
members around th is  H ouse that  d i d  r ide fre ights in  
the D i rty T h i rt ies .  I rode the fre ight  trains across t h is 
country, p ic ked potatoes i n  New Brunswick for 1 0  
cents a bag and then f lew by ra i l road the 1 0  rods 
u nderneath,  rode in between the tenders, rode on the 
back of the water car and  had the eng i neer come back 

and  chase us off with the shaker bar.  
M r. S peaker. we are back a lmost at t hat stage in t h i s  

prov i n ce today u nless t h is govern ment wakes u p  a n d  
realizes s o m e  of the  problems that we've g o t  out there 
and  tr ies to come to the rel ief of the d i f f icu l t  t imes that 
we're hav ing ,  i nstead of com i ng with the wish-washy 
amendments of the resolut ion such as we h ave here. 

There are g o i n g  to be a lot of farmers come t h i s  fa l l ,  
M r. S peaker, who w i l l  n o t  be far m i ng t h i s  fol lowing 
year  u n less they get  re l ief  f rom some of t hese u n bear
able costs that they're bei ng  asked to bear today as 
they produce food, not o n ly for the people of th is  
country but  for  around the world. 

M r. S peaker, they ta lk  in here about fore ign  owners 
of land, they ta lk  about specu l ators and  they talk 
about how the  Conservatives sat o n  their hands about 
hog p roduct ion.  We k now how factual that is .  Here's 
the real cruncher.  U nless decisive action is taken now, 
M a n itoba's fam i l y  farms and the rural com m u n it ies 
t hat serve them are s i mp ly  going to vanish .  

I ask you,  M r. S peaker, by setti n g  u p  another  revi ew 
c o m mittee, is that what you're tal k i n g  about when you 
told the peop le  of th is  province what you were going 
to do? To set up another review - wel l ,  here i t  i s  - that 
you're go ing to review the Federal Sales Tax on a l l  
f a r m s .  - ( I n ter ject i o n ) - Wel l ,  t h at 's  w h at the  
amendment  says, and  then on  the second part of the 
resolut ion ,  Mr .  Speaker, they say they're prepared to 
consider. N ow, M r. Speaker, either this document is 
wrong,  the  amendment to this resolut ion ,  or  this one is 
wrong; t hey're not both r ight. They say in their man i
festo, M r. S peaker, " U nless decisive act ion is  taken 
now." Is a rev iew a decisive action in t h i s  C h a m ber? 
N ot in m y  l ifeti me,  M r. Speaker. A review i s  not a 
dec is ive act ion;  so I ask the  honourable mem bers to 
reconsider that resolut ion .  The people of this prov
i n ce deserve better than a review or  tel l them that th is  
i s  not  w hat you meant You say here, " U nless decis ive 
act ion is  taken now." 
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M r. Speaker, on the secon d  part of the  resolut ion  
they say ,  "We are prepared to cons ider . "  Is  that deci
s ive? E i ther  the  resolut ion i s  not in tune wi th  t h i s  
C h am be r  or  that d o c u m e n t  that's s i gned a n d  wi th  
your  F i rst M i n ister's p icture on  the f i rst page i s  wrong.  
One or  the  other must go because they can't h ave i t  
both ways, M r. S peaker. - ( I nterject ion)- Wel l  maybe 
they can. 

Let's move on, M r. S peaker. They said t hey're going 
to br ing  i n  a packag e  of p o l ic ies. N ow, t h i s  i s  a pack
age;  this i s  not j u st one. We're only ask i n g  for one l itt le 
po l icy s u pport to he lp  the ag r icu l tura l  c o m m u n it ies of 
this prov i nce but ,  Mr .  S peaker, they g o  farther than 
that. They're br ing ing  in a package. Wel l ,  w here is  the 
package? I t  was never needed more than i t  has ever i n  
th is  p rovi nce today to h e l p  save o u r  i n dustry, the  N o. 1 
i n d u stry of t h i s  p rovince to f i n is h  t h is year out,  and  
they  say  they're bri n g i n g  i n  a package of pol ic ies 
designed to make s u re that the people i n  smal l  com
m un it ies have the  k ind of access to government servi
ces that people in the larger centres do. I apolog ize. I 
thought it was agricu l ture, M r. Speaker. 

We' l l  m ove on over i nto the energy part of it and  see 
what they g ive us.  There's a wealth of i nformation here 
for especia l ly  - ( I nterject ion)- Wel l ,  Mr .  S peaker, 
we'l l move i nto t hat later. 

M r. S peaker, I ' m  wait ing for my honourable col-
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l eague beh ind  me to stand u p  and spe l l  out for the  
New Democratic Party what  they're go ing to do to  
h e l p  us prod uce food. Wel l ,  w hat are  you go ing to do?  
They're not  go ing to h e l p  the  farm c o m m u n ity in  t h i s  
prov i n ce reduce t h e  energy costs. T hey're n o t  pre
pared to support that ;  t hey're go ing to review it. The 
other matter w here they u rged the Government of  
Canada to remove, they' l l  on ly  consider t hat. By the 
t ime,  Mr .  Speaker, they consider i t, i t' l l  be too l ate. 

I wonder if i n  fact the po l ic ies of the New Demo
cratic Party are at a l l  rea l is t ic  and have been t ho
rou g h ly thought out in th is  s u bject matter. I doubt it 
very m u c h .  I don't t h i n k  that t hey consider agr icu l ture 
at a l l  i n  the i r  book.  Agr icu l ture i n  the pr ior it ies of th is  
party I t h i n k  are  down about  n i nth or  tenth .  We've seen 
it before when the Schreyer Government  was here. I t's 
not considered to be one of the i r  h i g h  pr ior it ies l i k e  i t  
is  i n  o u r  caucus.  The product ion of food,  M r. S peaker, 
is  not a h i g h  pr iority i tem with the mem bers opposite 
because we have no ev idence s ince this Session has 
opened that t hey're going to do anyth i n g  about it .  

The M i n i ster of M u ni c ipal  Affai rs has done not h i ng 
about the cheese p lant  at R ossburn and t hat's o n e  of 
the great p rodu c i ng p lants that we have in this pro
v ince;  food p roduction of the best food that everybody 
can use and he sat there l ike a b u m p  on a log for s ix  
months  and h asn't  done anyth i ng .  H e  d id  say  the 
other day he had a meet ing  or  somet h i ng with them,  
M r. S peaker. Remember when h e  was i n  O pposit ion,  
h e  d ragged th is G l ene l la  C reamery in h ere day after 
day about the p roblems t hey were h av ing? In fact, he 
even came one t i me and said i t  was c losed - the 
M e m ber for Ste. R ose - he said t hat creamery i n  G le
ne l la  in my constituency is  c l osed . When we c hecked 
later we found, Mr .  S peaker, they c losed i t  up because 
they were pai nt ing i t  inside and that the p lant actual ly  
had never c losed at a l l :  the produ ct ion cont inued.  
That was h is term i nology for c los ing ,  but  I te l l  h im the 
c losure of the  p la nts at P i lot Mound and R ossburn are 
not c los ing up for pa int ing .  They're real  and they're 
sti l l  c l osed, so there's another exam ple  why t h i s  gov
ernment is  not concerned a bout food p roduct ion i n  
t h i s  p rovince.  T h e  dairymen i n  t h i s  p rovi n ce are d rag
g i n g  their  m i l k  i nto Saskatchewan and that's a tragedy. 
Here's a govern m ent that says, " O h  yes, we're con
cerned about agricu l ture, we're concerned about the 
product ion of food." I fa i l  yet to see any evidence of i t ,  
Mr .  S peaker. M aybe the M i n ister wi l l  r ise i n  h is  p lace 
and say he's  got a l l  these matters u nder control ,  but  I 
doubt it very m uch .  

I asked the other day, M r. Speaker, i f  the F i rst M i n is
ter had been out to talk to CSP Foods in H arrowby. 
No,  no,  never been there. I asked i f  any of his M i n isters 
had been out. A brand new i n dustry in t h is p rovi nce 
j ust b reak i n g  i n  and none of them had been there. Are 
they concerned about the p roduct ion of food,  M r. 
Speaker? When we were Government of the Day, I 
t h i n k  before the p lant  was hardly opened there were 
four and f ive M i n isters of the Lyon Govern ment who 
had vis ited CSP Food Plant .  

I asked the M i n ister of M u ni c ipal  Affai rs i f  h e  and h is  
government h ad seen the  i rr igat ion problems i n  the 
program th at's in  place us ing  eff l uent i n  R ob l i n .  I was 
there yesterday. No, nobody's been there. There 
again the p roduct ion of food and the socia l ists of 
course, they don't bel ieve in those type of programs, 

but maybe someday, M r. S peaker, they w i l l  again .  
M r. S peaker, I take great concern o f  the way the  

Member for  Ste. R ose has conducted h i mself as  the  
M i n ister of M u n ic ipa l  Affairs and a member of long
stan d i n g  who should know somet h i n g  a bout  c heese 
because he raised cheese in h ere for years when he 
was in O p posit ion.  Now he's got cheese coming  a l l  
over h i mself  a n d  h e  can't do a t h i n g  about i t ,  M r .  
Speaker. H e's got two p lants t here on  h is  desk a n d  h e  
can't  do a t h i ng about i t ,  M r. S peaker. H e's  got two 
p lants there on  his desk and h e  can't get either one of 
them fu nct ion ing .  

So, M r. S peaker, I suggest Manoi !  i sn ' t  go ing to 
solve the p roblems of this prov ince because your 
Hydro-Electric Program is  not going to solve the prob
lem of agr icu l ture in th is  prov i n ce or the energy needs 
of our agr icu l tura l  c o m m u nity. I can not suprort the 
amendment that has been p roposed by the members 
opposite, because f i rst of all I don't t h i n k  t hat we, the  
ag r icu l tura l  com m u n ity i n  th is  prov ince needs or 
deserves any more reviews by this govern ment .  We 
h ave had reviews up to about here and I don't t h i n k  the 
words that they are going to consider the possi b i l ity of 
u rg i ng the Federal Govern ment to reduce some of the 
energy costs on  taxat ion o n  the  e nergy costs i n  t h is 
prov ince.  

Mr .  S peaker, that isn't  good enough, it 's not good 
enough for a Govern ment that came here with al l  i ts 
reams and reams of i nformat ion ,  the promises and 
pledges and then they come with a wishy-washy reso
lut ion  l i k e  t h is. I j ust can't  accept it and o u r  caucus 
isn't  go ing to accept it .  

MR. SPEAKER: O rd e r  p lease.  The H o n o u ra b l e  
Member f o r  l nkster. 

HANSARD CLARI F ICATIONS 

MR. D .  SCOTT: Thank you,  M r. Speaker. I hate to 
d isappoint  the members opposite, but  I 'm not r is ing to 
speak on  the reso l ut ion but  rather  to correct a n u m be r  
of errors t hat were - I j ust received i n  o u r  H ansard t h i s  
afternoon from both last Monday and from l ast Wed
nesday, and with the permission of the H ouse I would 
l i ke to make a n u m ber of correct ions to my record. 

The f i rst one is on M onday, J u n e  1 4, 1 982 on page 
3292, on the second parag raph i t  h as Treasury Secre
tary Donald - it's spel led R eagan, it shou ld  be spel led 
Regan - very serious. 

On M on day, the same day. next page, c o l u m n  2, 
that's page 3293 on the fast of the second paragraph,  
"We had N oranda, just  a coup le  of years ago,  bought  
out B rascan ,  leveraged i tse l f  so h eavi l y  that i t  became 
suscept ib le  and then" - the word shou ld  be "Edper" 
i nstead of as was spel led, the company that B ronf
mans owned. 

The next one is  j ust below t hat on  the same para
graph,  referr ing to the A l berta Government,  and i t  was 
pr i nted as "nouveau corporat ion" - i t  shou ld  be nova. 
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O n  the top of the next page - 3294, i n  the  f i rst 
col u m n ,  f i rst paragraph w here i t  uses, "the amend
ment came in which gave Petro-Canada" - i t  shou ld  
not  read Petro-Canada, i t  shou ld  read " Dome." 

Then in the l ast paragraph of the speech ,  r ight  in the 
m idd le  of the l ast paragraph the word " in" should be 
su bstituted for "and,"  it's probably my own pro n o u n-
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ciat ion ,  but  there was so m u ch heck l ing  d u ri n g  th is  
s peech ,  i t 's h ard for  H ansard to p ick  i t  u p ,  I was sure, 
but i t  s h o u l d  read, " because i t  rea l ly states not h i n g  
and the passing  o f  the proposed resolut ion by t h e  
Honourable Member for Thompson." 

O n  Wed nesday, J u ne 1 6th ,  on  page 335 1 ,  on the 
bottom of the  second col u m n ,  or  the secon d  para
graph on  the bottom of the secon d  col u m n ,  it shou ld  
read "they're not  the on ly  ones that were p ress i n g  
other nat ions from."  

O n  3352, the bottom of the  f i rst page,  whereas i t  
states, beside the state " Israel" should go the state 
" I ran ."  

O n  3352,  the seco n d  colu m n ,  on  the  secon d  para
graph, the secon d  l i n e  of the second paragraph 
s h o u l d  read: "we've had over 1 25 wars in t h is l itt le 
earth of o u rs s i nce 1 945," n ot 1 925. 

Thank you for lett ing  m e  make the record stra ight, 
Mr. S peaker. 

A MEMBER: One of the best s peeches you ever 
made, Don!  

MR. SPEAKER: Order p lease. I thank the honourable 
member for that e n l i g htenment.  

RES. NO. 7 - TAXATION ON FUELS 
FOR FUEL PRODUCTION Cont'd 

MR. SPEAKER: Are you ready for the q uest ion? The 
Honourable Member for Dauph in .  

MR. J .  PLOHMAN: Mr.  S peaker, thank  you.  I want  to 
address this resolut ion  brief ly and  to the point and 
that's somet h i ng I cannot say or  what has been said on  
the other s ide  of the  House when they're talk i ng about 
th is  resolut ion ,  I real ly  have problems knowing exact ly 
what the  s ubject is ,  Mr .  Speaker. I th ink there was a 
pr ime example of that w h e n  the M e m ber for R o bl i n
R ussel l  was j ust speaki n g  a few m i nutes ago. N ot on ly  
d i d  h e  not tal k about  the resolut ion with any great deal  
of s i n cerity;  what h e  d id  do ,  as a matter of fact, i s  
m isread the  resolut ion  on  several occasions .  What h e  
s a i d  was that 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please, the Honourable Member 
for  Turt le  Mounta in  on  a Point  of O rder. 

MR. B. RANSOM: Mr. Speaker, I bel ieve that the 
member shou ld  be aware that he shou ld  not be q u es
t i o n i n g  t h e  s i n ce r i t y  of m e m b e rs a d d ress i n g  
resol ut ions.  

MR. SPEAKER: I assure the Honourable Mem ber for 
Dau p h i n  that h e  wi l l  receive the same lat itude as other 
members in th is  H ouse. 

The Honourable M e m ber for Dau p h i n .  

MR. J .  PLOHMAN: Y e s ,  M r. Speaker, what I s h o u l d  
have s a i d  i s  that he certain l y  wasn't speak i n g  about 
the resolut ion with any degree of consistency. He ,  on  
a few occasions,  d i d  refer to the resolut ion  and  when 
he d id ,  h e  m isread it .  H e  said constantly d u ri ng the 
cou rse of h i s  address that th is  Government was going 
to rev iew the matter of the Federal  Sales Tax on  farm 
fuels .  I don't  know h ow the  Provinc ia l  Government  

can review the  Federal  Sa les  Tax on  farm fue ls .  What 
the  resolut ion ,  i n  fact, does say is t hat t h i s  Govern
ment w i l l  ask the Federal Gover n m ent to review the 
Federal Sales Tax on  farm fuels, and t h i s  is  someth ing 
that we can o n ly ask  the  Federal Government to do,  to 
consider d o i n g  that - ( I nterjectio n ) - Well ,  I don't 
k now how the Members of the Opposit ion, M r. S peaker, 
feel that by demand ing  or  by stan d i n g  u p  and stam p
i n g ,  j u m pi n g  u p  and  down,  they're g o i n g  to get the  
Federal Government to do anyt h i n g  other  than what 
we're do ing here is ask i n g  them to review. 

Certai n ly ,  we h ave fou n d  over the last four years, 
M r. Speaker, d u ri n g  the four years that they were i n  
g overnment,  that f ight ing constantly head t o  h ead 
with the Federal Govern m ent d i d  not get them any
where and certa in ly  that approach is not go ing to get 
them anywhere, and I wou l d  t h i n k  and hope that they 
would have learned somet h i ng by now. 

Of  course, M r. Speaker, when we're d iscussing a 
review certa in ly  no decis ions are g o i n g  to be m ad e  on  
any removal of any tax  by s i m pl y  say i n g  to them,  you  
m ust take it o f f  and  that's i t ,  r ight  now.  Certa i n ly 
they're not g o i n g  to do it ;  they're g o i n g  to review i t  
f i rst. They're g o i n g  t o  review i t .  These people have 
been in government ,  Mr. Speaker, long enough to 
know that you j ust do  not make decisions and  act now 
and t h i n k  l ater. I t  certai n l y  isn't  going to work and they 
d i d  that,  M r. Speaker, for four years and  they fou n d  
o u t  the  resu lts; i t  was o n e  term. We certa in ly  do  not 
want to see that h appen.  We d o n't be l ieve the Federal 
G overnment w i l l  do that.  M r. Trudeau h as been 
aro u n d  long enough  that h e  certa i n l y  isn't g o i n g  to 
make decisions on  that basis,  Mr. S peaker. So, w hat 
we're do ing is ask ing for somet h i ng real ist ic and  reas
onable ;  we're ask i n g  the Federal  Govern ment to 
review the Federal Sales Tax and its i mpact on farmers 
and then we're ask i ng them to go ahead from t hat 
po int  and to consider removi n g  i t  after that review. We 
w o u l d  hope that wou l d  take p lace very q u ick ly ,  
because we do appreciate, as the  M e m bers of the 
O pposit ion when t hey h ave spoken about the resolu
t ion ,  that the  farmers are i n  a serious s i tuat ion and 
certa i n l y  we wou ld  l i ke the  same as they do.  We would 
l ike to he lp  them as m u c h  as possi b l e, but  we are 
ask i n g  for somet h i ng that we th ink i s  atta inable .  We 
are ask ing for someth i n g  t hat we t h i n k  is  atta inable 
and  something t hat can happen.  What they were ask
i n g  for in the or ig i na l  resolut ion ,  M r. S peaker, was 
somet h i ng that t hey k new very well cou ld  not take 
p lace; t hey were look ing  for pol i t ical points on  i t .  T hey 
did n ot receive those and t hey're a l itt le u pset t hat 
we've amended i t  to someth i n g  that can actua l ly  occu r  
a n d  t hat is  t h e  federal sales tax be ing removed from 
the fuels. That's why we've amended i t  that way. 
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I wou ld  j ust want to refer to the t hree k i n d s  of tax 
that are current ly in p lace on  petro leum products. 
T here i s  a tax at the extract ion stage,  M r. Speaker,  the 
refinery entry-gate stage and the ref inery exit-gate 
stage.  N ow of those three taxes, o n l y  one has been 
tradi t ional  and that is  the ref inery exit-gate stage.  The 
other two were p laced by the Federal Government 
thro u g h  their National E nergy Program that the Fed
eral Government i ntroduced on ly  w i t h i n  the  last two 
years. So we have, Mr .  S peaker, the ref inery exit-gate 
stage tax that has been tradit ional .  

Now, that part icu lar  tax consists of the federal 
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excise tax and the federal sales tax. The excise tax 
cu rrently is  rebatable on  appl ication by farmers and 
we are s imply say ing  t hat the Federal  Govern ment 
wou l d  consider rebat ing  the federal sales tax,  the 
other part  of the refi nery exit-gate stage tax that i s  
cu rrent ly i n  p lace. Agai n ,  t h a t  w o u l d  be poss i b l e  to do 
u nder the  same mechan ism that i s  c u rrently used for 
rebati ng  the excise tax c urrently. So we t h i n k  i t  is  a 
very poss ib le  t h i n g  and somet h i n g  that could take 
p lace. 

I n  look ing  at the speech ,  M r. S peaker, of the H on
ourable Mem ber for A rt h u r  when h e  referred to the 
federal mem ber, Don Maza n kows k i ,  who made a 
comment that the Federal M i n ister of F i nance wou ld  
cons ider that  partic u l ar move of removal of some of  
the tax  or  the federal tax on  farm fue l ,  but  i t  wou l d  
req u i re p ressu re a n d  w e  are d o i n g  exactly that,  M r. 
S peaker. H e  went on to say that we have now made 
t h is a wort h l ess proposit ion - the Member for A urther 
sai d - that by amendi ng t h i s  resolut ion to i nc lude  on ly  
the federal sales tax, we h ave made i t  a worth less 
p roposit ion.  I wou l d  assu m e  from that h e  was not 
going to support i t ,  M r. S peaker. H e  goes on  to say, "I 
wou l d  hope that al l  the members on the other s ide 
who have any contact with the farm com m u n ity would 
go out to t hose commun it ies and  say that I voted 
again st p utt ing pressure on  the Federal Government 
to remove the federal sa les tax on your gas and o i l . "  
N ow,  I don 't know whether  h e's say ing t hat we shou ld  
go out and te l l ,  Mr .  S peaker, the farmers i n  o u r  consti
tuenc ies that the M em ber for Art h u r  voted against 
removing  the  federal sales tax or we shou ld  go and tel l 
h i m  that we voted again st tak ing the  federal sales tax 
off fuel .  

Certain ly ,  there's a problem with both of t hose 
statements. We are not going to vote against tak ing 
the federal sales tax off. That's what o u r  amended 
resolut ion  says and  we intend to vote for i t ,  for remo
val  of the federal sales tax. We have to wonder ,  M r. 
Speaker, whether the Member for A rt h u r  is i n d eed 
say i n g  he's g o i n g  to vote against i t  and he wants us to 
tel l everybody, a l l  the farmers in the constituencies 
that h e  did vote agai nst it .  I t h i n k  he's confused on  th is  
resolut ion ,  Mr .  Speaker. 

The Federal M i n ister of Agr icu l ture has also said 
that we could help the farmers by removing the federal 
sales tax and the excise tax. We certa i n l y  then :ire on 
the same wavelength ,  M r. S peaker. The excise tax is 
a l ready rebatable. We're say i ng s imply  in our resolu
t ion that we wou ld  l i ke to have the federal sales tax 
removed as wel l  and that's what we i ntend to do and to 
let them k now that. 

When the Member for Pem b i na f i rst i ntroduced th is  
reso lut ion ,  h e  d i dn't get  a great dea l  of p u b l icity on  i t ,  
M r. S peaker, not  the  k i n d  that he was look ing for ;  so I 
heard h i m  on the radio i n  Dauph in  a couple of days 
l ater and he was announc ing  to all the people t here 
that he had i ntroduced this great reso l ut ion that was 
real ly  g o i n g  to make th i ngs c heaper and better for the  
farmers and t hat the N O P  somehow cou ldn't see  f it  to  
support it .  What he d idn't  say ,  M r. S peaker, is  that the 
New Democrat i c  Party h ad moved an amendment on  
th is  resolut ion t hat would i ndeed take the federal 
sales tax off the fuels and t hat i t  was an atta inab le k i n d  
o f  o bjective, t h a t  i t  was real ist ic and  a reasonable 
app roach as opposed to the one that h e  proposed, 
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Mr.  Speaker. 
So I am say i ng to the House here today that what we 

have put  in place in t h i s  amendment is  one that can be 
looked at seriously by the Federal Government and I 
would ask the mem bers opposite to consider s u p port
i ng th is  resolut ion on the basis that i t  can be attai na
ble.  O n e  th ing  that the resolut ion that the M e m ber for 
Pemb i n a  put  in there i n it ia l ly  was to remove al l  of the 
taxes and we know very well that these are committed 
through the National  E nergy Program, committed to a 
n u m ber of objectives, Mr .  Speaker. 

One of them i s  east-west price equa l izat ion ,  n ew o i l  
i ncent ive payments, t a r  s a n d  i ncentive payments, 
encouragement of exploration to Canadian-owned 
p roducers and to encou rage and assist the g reat ly 
expanded use of n at u ra l  gas. T hey have committed 
t h is tax to those objectives, the  other federal tax on  
fuels,  M r. S peaker, the extracti o n  stage fue ls  taxes 
and the ref inery entry-gate taxes. So for that reason,  
we do n ot bel ieve that they wou l d  even consider rem
oving those. 

I wou ld  ask the mem bers of the O pposit ion to j o i n  
and s upport t h i s .  I t h i n k  i t  is  a n  excel lent  resolut ion  as 
i t  stands r ight n ow. It is certai n ly  one that wou ld  he lp  
the farm i n g  commun ity and I th ink  you wou l d  be turn
ing you r  backs on the farmers, that they would ,  M r. 
S peaker, if t hey were to vote agai nst it .  I t h i n k  it wou l d  
be close t o  bei ng  somet h i n g  that wou ld  rese m b l e  a 
hypocrit ical  move to f i rst i ntroduce, M r. S peaker, a 
resolut ion of that sort and  then to vote against it later 
on  when i t  is  i ndeed g o i n g  to h e l p  the farmers that 
they say they represent. Thank you,  M r. S peaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: T h e  H o n o u ra b l e  M e m be r  f o r  
R hi neland.  

MR A. BROWN: Mr.  S peaker, I r ise to su pport the 
resolut ion .  I th ink that  the resolut ion is  very straight
forward, is  very c lear and I don't t h i n k  it needs to be 
tampered with. Certa i n ly ,  we don't need another study 
i nto the use of fert i l izers and the cost of taxes that are 
generated through fuels that are bein g  used,  con
su med on  the farm and a lso the fert i l izers. I t h i n k  t hat 
the  resolut ion is  very forward. The Federal  Govern
ment does have all the cost of production studies that 
are req u i red for them to assess the s ituat ion  and  I j ust 
can't see why we shou ld  ask them to delay this and  
have another s tudy i nto the situation.  

One of the areas, of course, w here we do get i nto 
problems is  that the cost of farmi n g  is  so h i g h  that you 
have to go i nto cont inuous cropp ing .  Cont inuous 
c ropp ing ,  of cou rse, requ i res huge amounts of n itro
gen fert i l izer and i t  also i nc reases the fuel  that you us 
on  the farms, you r  d iesel ,  your  gaso l i n e  and also your  
other  fuels  that you u se,  s u c h  as  propane for  dry ing 
corn.  

The Member for Pembi na,  when he i ntroduced t h i s  
resolut ion ,  h a d  s o m e  i nterest i n g  stat ist ics i n  t here. H e  
h a d  a 550-acre farm, wh ich  I wou l d  say is  about t h e  
average farm i n  Man itoba, that the d i esel f u e l  t a x  and  
the gaso l i n e  tax  amounted to about $4 per acre and 
about $ 1 . 20 tax for appl ical lon of n i trogen to the  land 
wh ich  g ives you a total cost of $5 .25 per acre  or 
approximately $ 1 2  per hectare. 

Now, the operat i ng cost per hectare of wheat, the 
operat ing  cost a lone is  $ 1 99.24 and add to that the 



fixed cost of $221 .05, you have a total cost per hectare 
of $420.29. N ow, a 45-bushel  crop of wheat w i l l  just  
about make you break even on  that,  you k now very 
wel l  that you can n ot average 45 bushels of w heat to 
the acre cons istently.  You m i g ht be able to do i t  in a 
good year every now and then ,  but  you can not do i t  
consistent ly .  So t h is means that extra $5.25 that could 
be k nocked off  on the  acre wou ld  make that operati o n  
that m u c h  more viable.  

You h ave other crops w h i c h ,  of course, need a l ot 
more i n p ut of n itrogen ,  fert i l izers and a lso of fue ls  and  
I ' m  t h i n k i ng of sugar  beets. I grow sugar  beets myself 
and I ' m  very well  fam i l i ar with that i n dustry. Your cost 
of p roduct ion over t here at the present t i me, or I 
shou ld  say not at the present t i m e  but  i n  1 98 1  it was 
$595 per acre or about $ 1 ,400 per hectare. N ow,  
there's no  way that with the  present p rice of sugar that 
you can cont inue grow i ng s ugar beets over any 
extended period of t i me. Either the  cost of product ion 
wi l l  have to come down or  the  pr ice of sugar wi l l  h ave 
to go up. So you could probably have a sav ing of 
about $40 an acre on  sugar beets if th is  tax was 
removed; t hat is  a considerable sum of money,  it's a 
considerable amount of money. 

We must recognize one t h i n g, that it's the consumer 
that benefits;  i f  the food pr ice i s  low, i t 's  the  consu mer 
that benefits.  So we're ta lk ing on  behalf  of everybody 
who is  eat ing ,  that's everybody of course in M an itoba 
and i n  Canada, t hat it wou ld  be benef ic ia l  to the  ent i re 
country if we c o u l d  get t hat tax removed. M a nitoba 
h as done it ;  they removed the tax o n  d i esel  fue l  and 
gasol ine ,  and  there is  no  reason why we shou ld  not 
ask the Federal Government to do the same. Thank  
you. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member for Pembina. 

MR. D. ORCHARD: Mr.  S peaker - ( l nterject ion)
wel l ,  the M i n ister of Natural Resources cou ld  solve the 
not-aga in  problem by speaking on  t h is resolut ion .  I f  
no  one is  prepared to speak on  i t ,  I ' l l  c lose d ebate. 

MR. SPEAKER: O n e  moment p lease. Is the mem ber 
i ntend i n g  to close the d ebate? I f  t here is  no  other 
m e m be r  w ish ing  to s peak, the Honourable M e m be r  
for Pembi na .  

MR. D.  ORCHARD: Thank you, Mr .  S peaker. I i ntro
d u ced t h i s  reso lut ion  some t i m e  ago in the hopes that 
I cou l d  g a i n  s u p port of the  House to i m press u pon the 
Federal Government what a series of taxat ion moves 
that they've i m posed over the past coup le  of years 
means to one very i mportant i n d ustry and that is the 
food product ion i n dustry. 

I t h i n k  some of the i nformation that came out d u ri ng 
the d ebate was valuable.  I t h i n k  the  amendment,  how
ever, demonstrates in some regard that our honour
able fr iends i n  the  govern ment don't have a good 
u nderstand i n g  of j ust what taxat ion is  doing to the 
cost  of p roduct ion on  the farm scene.  M r. S peaker, I 
don't  t h i n k  I have to repeat why I be l ieve that ,  because 
the amendment obviously s peaks for their  lack of 
concern and  maybe the i r  lack of u nderstand i n g  of the 
excessive amount  of taxat ion t hat is  be ing foisted 
upon farmers in the p roduct ion of the food that they 
enjoy on their  tables every s i ng l e  day of the year. 

The M e m ber for R iver East in be ing ,  I assume,  the 
party spokesman for th is  resolut ion i n  not on ly  speak
i n g  to i t  f i rst, but  in mov i n g  the amendment mentioned 
a couple of areas w here h e  thought  t here was no 
consistency i n  the resol ut ion and I ' d  l i ke to correct 
h i m  on  a couple of them. 

F i rst of a l l ,  h e  sa id that there was n o  need to remove 
the excise tax because i t  was c urrent ly removed. He 
was half correct, w h i c h  I s u p pose in terms of the 
pos i t ion  h e  somet i m es puts forward as a vast 
i m p rovement,  but  excise tax is  not refundable on  dyed 
d iesel fue l .  It 's ref u ndable  to the farmers on  dyed 
purp le  gaso l ine .  If you take an average farm, t here is  
m u c h  more d iesel fue l  consu med than there is  gaso
l ine ,  so that the l argest part of the excise tax is st i l l  not 
being refu nded,  contrary to the i m press ion  that the 
Member for R iver East l eft in h is open i ng remarks.  He 
ment ioned a lso that the prov i nce would l ose revenues 
and  he q uestioned whether th is  resolut ion ,  i n deed,  
was i n  order because i t  wou l d  cost  the prov ince 
reven u e  because of an ad valorem tax. O n ce again ,  I 
po int  out  to the  M e m be r  for R iver East that the  ad 
valorem tax is a road tax on n on-dyed fuels,  o n  gaso
l i n e  and d iesel fuel that was avai lab le  at the reta i l  
pump for cars and  trucks us ing  the h i ghways. The ad 
valorem tax never has app l ied to dyed fuels ,  purp le 
gaso l i ne ,  p u rp le d i esel ,  u n less of course the u nder
stand i n g  of t h i s  new government wou ld  say that they 
shou ld  put  it on and tax farmers i n  that regard. 
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N ow, he a lso made a ment ion that we wou ld  be 
payi ng  h i g her fuel  pr ices had the  Crosbie B udget 
gone thro u g h  that we s upported. I s u b m it,  o n ce aga i n ,  
that h e  wasn't q u ite t r u e  i n  mak ing  that statement 
because what has happened since the N OP-insp i red 
defeat of the C rosbie B udget in  the C lark Government  
i s  that we have had a federal L i beral Government that 
has brought i n  a N at ional  E n ergy Program w h i c h  has 
layered successive taxat ion  on  al l  fue ls  in Canada, 
i nc l u d i n g  the fuels  used to produce food. The Crosbie 
B udget had not that i ntention; i t  had an i ntention of 
g o i n g  to 75 percent of world market. I only point out  to 
mem bers opposite that the  world m arket h as d ro p ped 
i n  the  l ast n u m ber of m o nths,  rather than having 
h igher  fuel  pr ices, we i ndeed wou l d  have h ad l ower 
fuel pr ices shou ld  the C rosbie B udget have been i n  
force i n  Canada today. N ow,  that's somet h i n g  t hat the  
M e mber for  R iver East doesn't recognize and  fa i led  to 
say. 

The p roblem with the federal L i beral energy po l i cy 
is that they have essent ia l ly  i g nored wel lhead pr ices 
and the encou ragement of p roduct ion of new o i l  i n  
Canada a n d  replaced p rice i n c reases from encour
agement to produce new o i l  onto a layered taxation 
system w h i c h  has raised our p ri ces beyon d  the costs 
i m med iately across the board in the U n ited States, 
w here the wel lhead prices, q u ite frankly, are h igher  
than what we are pay ing  i n  Canada, so what the  
M e m ber for  R iver East sa id  was  not  qu ite i n  accor
dance with real ity. 

The Petrofi n a  acq u is i t ion has added another layer 
of taxat ion,  w h i c h  I don't bel ieve s h o u l d  be i m posed 
upon food produ ction in Canada. We are pay ing  for 
the acquis i t ion by Petro-Canada, Petrofina .  Petrofina ,  
I m ight  point  out to a l l  mem bers, d id  not have an o i l  
p roduc ing f i e l d  i n  Canada. A l l  they h ad w a s  ref i n i n g  
capacity i n  f i l l i n g  stat ions,  and that d i d  an awfu l  l o t  to 
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i n c rease Canada's self suff ic iency i n  o i l .  What i t  d i d  
d o .  I g ive the L i berals f u l l  credit for crass pol i t ics. it 
a l lowed the Petro-Canada s ign  to go up on  stat ions i n  
Ontario and  Quebec. that and  on ly  that. I t  never added 
one barrel of new oi l  to M a nitoba; in Canada. not one 
d rop of oi l .  I t  did fatten the pockets of the Belg ian 
shareho lders at the expense of the taxpayers of Can
ada and i t  gave Maurice Strong a $900,000 f ind ing  fee 
for arrangi n g  a sale of Petrofi n a  shares at approxi
mately dou ble the market pr ice - that also, compl i 
ments of the  Federa l  Trudeau L i berals. T hat i s  the  
k i n d  of tax  that we want  to remove. but  the N O P  i n  t h is 
prov ince have seen f it  to let farmers cont in u e  to pay 
that k i n d  of tax. 

A n  example  of taxat ion  and what i t  can do to 
encourage n ew oi l  f inds and n ew oi l  produ ct ion in the 
p rovince is  no  c l earer than what our a d m i n istrat ion 
d i d  f rom 1 979 o n  i n  mak ing o u r  royalty structure com
parab le  to Saskatchewan and A l berta. What do we 
see? We see the k i n d  of annou ncements t hat the n ow 
M i n ister of E nergy can stand u p  i n  th is  H ouse and 
annou nce proud ly  that  explorat ion and  d iscoveries i n  
M a n itoba are at a n  a l l - t ime h i g h  rate. That's what 
effective taxation po l icy can do i n  Canada to create 
new o i l ,  f i n d  new o i l  and put i t  towards the goal of 
self-suffic iency in Canada, n ot what the Federal L i b
erals. su pported by the  Federal N D  Party, are do ing 
wi th  their  layered taxat ion on  a l l  fuels i n  Canada. 

The M e m ber for River East further  g oes on  to quote 
from a book by Barry Wi lson.  " Beyond the H arvest," 
wherei n he says that fuel costs aren't i m portant; there
fore taxat ion on fuel  isn't  real ly  i mportant and  he uses 
a q uote in here that fue l  costs are small  in compared to 
mach in ery. etc. But he goes on  further  to say, quot ing 
f rom th is  book .  that "altho u g h  fuel  b i l ls were h i gher 
dur ing the decade,  fue ls  as a percentage of total cost 
decl i ned steadi ly ,  wh i le  fert i l izer, agr icul tura l  chemi
cals and  i nterest payments i ncreased." What d id  the 
Mem ber for R iver East  i ntroduce as an amendment? 
He factored out  i n  h i s  amend ment the  removal of the  
taxati o n  o n  n atura l  gas  go ing i nto fert i l izer produc
t ion .  the very t h i n g  he q u oted from as a h i g her cost 
increase than fuels themselves. 

N ow. Mr. Speaker. we've been accused from t i m e  to 
t ime of be ing i ncons istent. but .  good heavens. woul d  
t h e  M e m ber for R iver East a t  least admi t  that he m ig h t  
be a l itt le b i t  i ncons istent i n  t h a t  amendment i n  u s i ng 
that q u ote to j ust ify it .  I t 's i ncredi b le the  l ac k  of u n d er
sta n d i n g  of the cost of the farm c o m m un ity t hat's 
demonstrated over there. 

M r. S peaker, to go on  to a few other po i nts I want to 
make. c u rrently there is  a lobby go ing on by Federal 
O pposit ion M P's.  T hey are M e mbers of the Progres
s ive Conservative Party. a l though I may be corrected, 
but I be l ieve even Federal M Ps are c u rrently lobbying 
agai nst the removal  of federal taxat ion on  farm fuels .  
What we h ave seen i n  th is  H ouse is  the N D  Party of 
M an itoba. the c u rrent government of this provi n ce. 
going against the i r  own Federal M Ps and ask i n g  for 
removal of the taxat ion on farm fue ls  - some consis
tency with the i r  federal counterparts who they c l a i m  
are so m u c h  i n  tune w i t h  e a c h  other. W e l l .  a l itt le b i t  
i nconsi stent but  n o t  u n usua l  from the  N D  Govern
ment t hat we have in the province today. 

M r. S peaker. they want to d rop their amendment 
basical ly ,  on ly  s uggest the d ropp ing of the federal 

sales tax port ion  of the l ayered taxat ion i m posed by 
the Federal G overnment.  I t's i nteresti n g  that the 
Member for Dauph in  agrees with the posit ion of h is  
government - h e  be ing  a rura l  mem ber - say ing  t hat 
we've done a great t h i n g  i n  amend ing th is .  What the 
amendment does i s .  i t  o n ly removes 25 percent of the 
taxation that I wanted to s uggest removal of and  
leaves 75 percent of the taxat ion in  p lace. and he. a 
member represent ing a rural constituency, wanting to 
st ick his farmers with  75 percent of the  taxes that are 
st i l l  there .  That's h ardly consistent for a mem ber but 
then ,  of course, the M e m be r  for Dau p h i n  wanted to 
mainta in  his tenu re as a teacher because h e  feels h e's 
only got a fou r-year job  in front of h i m  here r ight now. 
so I can u nderstand where h e  is  real ly  out of tou c h .  

The rea l ly i ncredi bl e  speech o n  t h i s  resolut ion was 
from lhe M e m ber for B randon East. The M e m ber for 
Brandon East stood up and  s u p ported the amend
ment,  w h i c h  as I 've a l ready ment ioned removed the  
natural  gas  taxat ion port ion of my reso l ut ion .  -
( I nterject ion)- No, not H e n ry,  B randon East, I sa id 
the  M e m be r  for B randon East, the fe l low that gets jobs 
for peop le  that put  u p  campaig n  s igns  and t h i ngs l ike 
that. - ( I n terject io n ) - No,  the  M e m ber for  B randon 
East .  But  the  M e m be r  for B randon East  s u pported the  
amendment  by h i s  co l league,  the  Mem ber for  R iver 
East ,  and  w hat did t hat amendment do? I t  e l i m i nated 
the request to remove natural gas taxat ion and what 
do we have i n  the Province of Manitoba located i n  the 
constituency of B randon East? We have the on ly  fert i l 
izer  manufactur ing p lant  i n  M a nitoba, i n  h i s  own con
stituency, and he supports a reso l ut ion which removes 
the request of e l i m i nat ion of natural gas taxat ion  on 
the natural gas feedstock that goes i nto the p lant  that 
e m ploys a lot of h is  const ituents i n  Brandon.  H e  
agrees with that amendment.  

What w i l l  that amendment t hat h e  agrees with even
tua l ly  do? As the  U.S.  n at u ra l  gas pr ice gets l ower. i n  
relative terms. t o  o u r  h ig h ly taxed natu ral gas pr ice i n  
Canada. a n d  B randon be ing t h e  major user i n  M a n i
toba of n at u ra l  gas to produce fert i l izer. we w i l l  have 
fert i l izer p rodu cts c o m i ng up at a lower cost from the 
U n i ted States i n  compet i t ion to the  p lant  that is  in  the 
M e m be r  for B randon East's constituency and we' l l  
have layoffs potentia l ly  i n  the  major employer i n  h is 
constituency. He supported t hat k i n d  of an amend
ment; i t  i s  i ncred i ble .  the lack of touch that man has.  
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When the M e m ber for l n kster got u p  to speak here 
today, we thought  he was going to speak on  the reso
lut ion  and  I was look ing forward to h i m  spea k i n g  on it 
because he said that i t  is a "crock" resolut ion .  He .  the 
u nderstand i n g  M e m ber for l n kster. doesn't  agree with 
anyt h i ng that was i n  the original resol ut ion.  Wel l ,  that 
speaks wel l  for h is  understand ing of the costs i m posed 
by that level of taxation on  the Federal Government 
and he d i d n't even want to speak on  it .  I t's i n c redi b le .  

I ' m  c los ing debate r ight now, M r. Speaker, without 
hearing one s ing le  word from the  M i n ister of Agri c u l
t u re i n  the P rovi nce of M a n itoba as to what he t h in ks 
of taxat ion ,  wh ich  can range from $5 per acre and  u p ;  
h e  rema ins  s i lent .  O n ce a g a i n ,  I w i l l  repeat a s  I d i d  t h i s  
afternoon,  that M i n ister of /1gr icu lture is  so m u c h  out  
of touch with agr icu l ture and  the  aspirat ions and  
goa ls  of the  farm i n g  com m u n ity that he d id n 't even 
h ave the k nowledge and the u ndersta n d i ng in the 
po l i t ica l  sense to stand up and speak in su pport of my 
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resolut ion as or ig ina l ly p roposed; i n stead, he's s i lent .  
H e  m u st want farmers to pay i ncreas ing  amou nts of 
federal taxat ion .  That must be his posit ion when he 
was so s i lent  today, the last t i me this resolut ion was 
cal led,  and when i t  was i ntroduced. I f ind that i n credi
bly i nept on the part of the Premier to appoint  a M i n is
ter of Agr icu l ture who won't even s peak on farm 
issues in t h i s  House, but, M r. Speaker, we can't fault  
the man for not knowing the

· 
portfo l io that he's 

undertak i n g .  
N ow, I want to c lose off b y  saying that w e  never, i n  

t h is resol ut ion that I p roposed and my col l eagues 
s upported, asked for a s u bsidy. N o, contrary to what 
the M e m ber for Concordia told me, contrary to w hat 
the  M e m be r  for B u rrows i n d icated to me at one t ime ,  
that you can't have  i t  both ways, you  can't ask  for  a 
s u bsidy and then not pay taxes, etc. Th is  is not a 
subsidy we're tal k i n g  about. T h i s  is l ayered taxati o n  
that i mpacts upon the farm com m u nity, d rives u p  their  
costs and i n evitably the  consumer wi l l  pay t hose 
i ncreased costs across the retai l  counter.  I t's j ust l i k e  
the payro l l  tax. I t  w i l l  show u p  i n  the  food b i l l ,  a n d  
that's what w e  were ask i n g  to be removed because w e  
realized that consumers today are faced with a n um be r  
o f  problems. T h i s  was a method of re l iev ing s o m e  o f  
t hat problem and at the  s a m e  t i m e  d o i n g  the major 
i nd u stry in M a n itoba a b ig  service in removi n g  a s u b
stantial  a m o u nt of cost that they have to bear every 
s ing le  year through fert i l izer, t h rough fuels they p u r
chase, the propane they p u rchase, not to ment ion the  
energy costs in  the i r  chemica ls  and a n u m be r  of other 
goods that they buy. 

What did the Opposi t ion see f i t  to do? T hey saw f i t  
to amend t h i s  resolut ion ,  remov i n g  any request to 
remove natural  gas taxat i o n ,  wh ich  has a major 
i m p act as I 've po inted out on  a major i n dustry in M a n i
toba; namely ,  the  ammon ia  p lant,  the  fert i l izer p lant  i n  
B randon,  M a nitoba, and t h e  M i n ister for B randon East 
s poke as if he d i dn ' t  care about natural gas taxat ion.  
A l l  we were ask i n g  for was s u pport from t h i s  Govern
ment to lobby the Federal Government to remove the i r  
taxat ion  on  farm fue ls ,  an effort that Federal M P's in  
Oppos i t ion are do ing r ight  now.  What d id  we get?  We 
got a watered down resolut ion that removes l ess than 
25 percent of  the taxat ion and that's a l l .  N ow that isn't  
enough ,  Mr .  S peaker. 

I t h i n k  m aybe next year when we come back i nto 
t h is C h a m ber I 'm going to i ntroduce t h i s  resolut ion  
aga i n  a n d  m aybe we can hear  f rom the  M i n ister of 
Agr icu l ture next year and maybe the Governm ent 
won't  amend i t  and water i t  down to be a l most an 
i n effective resolut ion .  

Thank you, Mr .  Speaker. 

QUESTION put, MOTION carried. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Honourable Government House 
Leader. 

The hour  being 5:30, I am leav ing the Chair .  

HON. R. PENNER: I am wonderi ng  s i nce we have 
before the House, as I u nderstand it, the Mot ion to go 
i nto S u p pl y  whether we shou l d n't j ust take the vote on 
that Mot ion.  I u nderstand that the member's spoken 
on h is  gr ievance on  that .  

MR. SPEAKER: What is  the w i l l  of the House? 
The Honourable M em ber for Turt le  Mou nta i n .  

MR. B. RANSOM: M r. Speaker, I suggest that w e  fol
low the R u les that the H ouse has adopted. 

W h i l e  I 'm on  my feet, S i r, I 'd l i ke to p ropose a 
change to the Comm ittee of Law Amendments. I 
wou ld  l i ke to have the M e m ber for Portage replace the 
Member for A rt h u r. 
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MR. SPEAKER: Agreed? (Agreed) 
The t i m e  bei n g  5 :30, I am l eaving the Cha i r  to return  

at  8 :00 p . m .  tonight .  




