March 20/ 90

EVENI NG SI TTI NG

MOTI ON UNDER RULE 39 (conti nued)

Hel p for Saskatchewan Farners

Hon. M. Swenson: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | would like to continue with
my remarks which | started before the supper break. As | was saying
earlier, M. Speaker, | think that the gravity of this situation has neant

that all things which have happened in the past, as other nenbers in here
have said, are not necessarily the answers of the future. But | would like
to bring to the attention of nmenbers in this House that | and ot her nenbers
of our governnent have been involved in a | ong, ongoing process as far as
the agricultural sector goes.

You will know well enough, M. Speaker, having been part of the
agricultural caucus for sone period of tinme, as other nenbers here have
been for a nunmber of years, that it has been a very involved process, and
not one which, as the Leader of the Opposition would say, that we haven't
tried to acconplish certain things.

Rat her than go into the nunbers as a whole over the entire province, | just
thought it would be wise to relate ny own constituency over this period of
time, and tal k about sone of these prograns that have been in place that
have been worked on for various sectors.

In my particular constituency -- and | don't think it's nmuch different than
a lot of other large rural ridings in our province -- we've had a nunber of
prograns whi ch have been applicable over the last five years. The ACS
(Agricultural Credit Corporation of Saskatchewan) capital |oans programin
nmy constituency from 1985 until present has been involved with nearly $5
mllion in subsidized loans to farnmers to either establish or expand

| ivestock operations or irrigation. |I'mfortunate, M. Speaker, in that |
do have access to water in ny riding along Lake Di ef enbaker. The ACS cash
advance for |ivestock until present has been 4,867,515 and those are
interest-free loans to livestock producers in ny riding.

The production | oan program which everyone in this province is famliar
with, injected over $28 million into nmy particular riding, sone of that at
6 per cent. Since, people had the ability to restructure their |oans, M.
Speaker, at nine and three-quarters. 1In a riding such as mne, that is a
very significant amount of noney that was applied to the cash input side of
farmng. M entire riding, when you conbine those four particular areas

t oget her, had over $33 million injected into it.

As an aside, the counselling and assistance for farnmers which was an
initiative of this governnent, which has provided operating noney to
farmers in this province of ours when no one el se would | ook at them
bet ween April of 1986 and March of 1989 has put over a mllion dollars
t hrough the hands of farnmers in ny riding.

So obviously, M. Speaker, given the anbunt of noney that's been invol ved



in this ongoing process, and the fact that the farnmers in Thunder Creek are
still under a trenendous anount of pressure, tells you and tells nenbers in
this | egislature and people in the province of Saskatchewan that those

ot her pressures out there, weather-related, and international grain
subsi di es, have obviously got a lot to do wth the situation that
agriculture is in today. Because with that kind of noney, nornmally you
woul d have thought many of the agricultural prograns woul d have assi sted
people into getting their operations on a paying basis, and that is not the
case, M. Speaker.

| think it's inperative as we talk about this notion that was presented
today that we do, as a legislature and as people fromall wal ks of life,
farm organi zati ons, put as nmuch pressure as we can on the federal

gover nnent .

| don't believe that as far as the response to agriculture in western
Canada and to western Canada in general that the interest rate policy in
this country of ours has been fair and equitable. | don't believe, because
inflationary pressures are resulting in downtown Toronto, that the farner,

t he busi ness man, and the public at general in Saskatchewan needs to suffer
t he consequences of those high interest rates.

We had that | esson proven to us in that 1979 through '82 period when
interest rates sky-rocketed in this country. W all know the hurt that
entailed the people in this province when governnent failed to address the
interest rate question. Mich of the hurt that we have seen out there in
the | ast decade resulted fromthat period of time. | think it's absolutely
folly for our federal governnent

The Speaker: -- Oder. It seens that there are a couple of nenbers anxi ous
to get into the debate. They will have the opportunity. At this nonent,
the Mnister of Energy and Mnes has the floor. Let us allowhimto

conti nue .

Hon. M. Swenson: -- M. Speaker, one of ny coll eagues has got sone guests
to introduce, so | would ask | eave that he be allowed to do so.

The Speaker: -- Is that the request . . . (inaudible interjection)
You may proceed.

| NTRODUCTI ON OF GUESTS

Hon. M. Martin: -- M. Speaker, I'd |ike to introduce to you, and through
you to the other nenbers of the House, the 48th Hillsdale Cub Pack. They
are with their two | eaders, Dave Bl ack and Shaun Harrison. These are seven
Cubs, age eight and nine. W welcone you to the House this evening.

hope you enjoy it for a while.

"1l at the same tinme congratul ate your two | eaders who are no doubt
teachi ng you the various ways that Cubs get along in the world. So enjoy
yourself here tonight. | ask all nmenbers to join ne in welcom ng you here,
and 1'lIl see you out there for pictures.



Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

MOTI ON UNDER RULE 39 (conti nued)

Hon. M. Swenson: -- |'d like to welcone the Cubs to the | egislature, and
we're in the mdst of an agriculture debate. |It's good that all people in
our province .

The Speaker: -- Order, order. 1'd like to draw to the hon. menber's
attention that last sitting we had asked all nenbers not to involve our
guests in the gallery any way in the debate. 1'd like to draw that to your

attention, sir.

Hon. M. Swenson: -- Thank you for rem nding nme, M. Speaker.

As | was saying earlier, M. Speaker, | think it's incunbent that our
federal government understand sone of the issues that are before us. \Weat
has traditionally been a very valuable cormmodity to Canada. It's been a
val uabl e export comodity which has contributed significantly to the
econony of our country. It's one of those products that always gains hard

currency for our country, it contributes to the bal ance of paynment deficit
that is so inportant to the economic stability of a particular country, and
| think wheat, over the |long haul, has been a very significant factor in
contri buting.

Therefore | think it's incunbent on the federal government, M. Speaker, as
been identified in the notion presented by the Premer, that issues such as
| ong-termlending policy of the Farm Credit Corporation and the chartered
banks is sonmething that definitely should be addressed, and addressing

t hose i ssues, M. Speaker, are better done when everyone in the province
puts their shoul der to the wheel.

Qobvi ously the amount of lending that Farm Credit Corporation has done in
this province over the last quarter century has been very significant. It
has hel ped many people in the past get their start in agriculture. |
believe that it's incunbent that that particular institution has sone
restructuring and sone debt adjustnent ability witten into it, because our
province, with nearly half the farmland in Canada, needs an institution
like the Farm Credit Corporation; needs an institution |ike FCC (Farm
Credit Corporation) that will be sensitive to the changes in the world

mar ket - pl ace and changes in land prices and the changes that will result in
di fferent econom c conditions here.

| think that's one reason, M. Speaker, that | have a bit of difficulty

wi th the amendnent proposed by the Leader of the Opposition. | don't want
to be negative, M. Speaker, in addressing that question, but it does set
sonme very stringent tinme lines that | think mght be a little bit, alittle
bit tough to achieve. And when | see the Leader of the Opposition say that
the national farminconme stabilization plan nust be in place by July 1,
really wonder the seriousness of that particular |line, M. Speaker, when we
realize here in Saskatchewan that there are nine other provinces with
agricultural economes in Canada that nust work together in designing such
a program Gobviously a programsuch as this will not strictly apply to



Saskat chewan.

Saskat chewan is primarily a grain and |ivestock producing area in Canada
with certain needs, wants, of its producers. Oher areas in Canada are
heavily involved wth other types of agriculture. They are basically
suppl y- managed types of agriculture, and |'msure that the farmers in the
rest of Canada woul d want to have significant input, as they have through
their mnisterial negotiations, on a national incone stabilization plan.
And | don't think, in all seriousness, that we here in Saskatchewan coul d
i npose such a deadline upon them while those negotiations are ongoi ng.

And poi nt nunber eight as proposed in the amendnent with the Agricultural
Credit Corporation of Saskatchewan, and a noratorium-- | believe that this
i ssue has been addressed by the Premer in other forms. | think he has
said, as he did to SARM (Saskat chewan Associ ation of Rural Minicipalities)
recently, that he believes that they should have a significant input into
the restructuring which would occur in ACS.

| think it's been said to groups of agricultural producers around this
province that, yes, ACS will have to take a leading role in sone of the
initiatives that you are going to see com ng down the road. | think that
ACS is one that, because it is a public institution in Saskatchewan,
deserves scrutiny by the public of this province. And | think that's why
the invitation was extended to SARMto participate in that particular
process.

These are farmers, producers in our province who are also elected officials
and have a responsibility to the people who elect themto their position.
And | think it's a credit that they would be involved in this ACS

pr ocedure.

M. Speaker, | think that's why it troubled ne sonewhat, in listening to
the Leader of the Qpposition in this debate today, that the | evel of debate
was | owered. The fact that when offers are nade to people |ike SARMto
participate in this process that they aren't given that opportunity by
menbers opposite. And | would hate to think that the sole reason for what

| heard here in this legislature earlier in the day was sinply a reversion
back to sonme of the tactics that the nmenbers in the past have used when

tal ki ng about agriculture.

And | think back to the Crow debate in 1982 that so many of us are famliar
with, where it was sinply a tactic of spreading fear and depressi on anongst
the farmcomunity to try and achieve political ends. And | thought, M.
Speaker, that the process that was begun in this | egislature today was
above that type of process. And obviously what | thought |I heard com ng
from menbers opposite and the fact that this particul ar anendnent cane
through with these stringent guide-lines attached to it nakes nme wonder if
menbers opposite are truly serious.

And | woul d hope that other nenbers opposite, as they get up in their place
and enter into this particular debate on sonething that obviously has a
great imnpact on our province, that they would raise that |evel of debate,
back up, get away fromthe fear, the tactics that we' ve known in the past,



and pronote the ideas that they as a political party nmust hear from people
around our province that are new, that are innovative, and that can join
with us in dealing with the federal governnent. W as a province, as
peopl e, can join together in achieving the things that are outlined in this
not i on.

(1915)

| believe this notion is responsible, M. Speaker. It touches all the
bases of the agricultural comunity in our province. And that's why, M.
Speaker, | have a great deal of pleasure in supporting it. | think it is a

very responsible attitude to take, and the Prem er has certainly put his
best foot forward.

Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

M. Upshall: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. M. Speaker, | enter in this
debate tonight . . . | just want to follow up first of all by telling this
House and the peopl e of Saskatchewan, the farnmers, just howincredible it
is to see the drivel comng fromthe nmenbers opposite with regards to the
spirit of co-operation and being political, when everyone in this province
knows that every nove this governnment nakes is political -- trying to save
their political hide. | mean that's fact. [It's been proven over and over
again in the last eight years.

And they tal k about being non-partisan. Well | tell you, M. Speaker, |
w Il be partisan, because | don't want to be part of anything that can be
hooked to supporting a governnent that has let farmers down so badly in the
| ast few years.

And if rhetoric . . . they say we should cut the rhetoric. |If rhetoric is
me continuing to say that we nust have debt restructuring in the forum
using ACS to provide long-termlow interest rates; if rhetoric is
continuing to say that we nust have incone security prograns that are to
provi de safety nets for agricultural people in this province, then yes,
will continue to use rhetoric, because we have been saying that over and
over and over again on this side of the House, and it's not just this side
of the House. |If you |look at the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool policy or any of
the policies of the major farm organi zati ons, what are they asking for?
They're asking for debt restructuring, a stability program and a |and
transfer program-- the three corner-posts of good agricultural policy.

"' mamazed, in |light of what the nenbers opposite are saying about
consensus co-operation, that they continue, and although they nust know
that there is a severe problemin rural Saskatchewan, they continue to
stand in their places and read what they think is a litany of prosperity
given to the people of Saskatchewan by this governnent, and continue to
brag about it.

But, M. Speaker, | ask the nmenbers: where have they been? Are they
closing their eyes and their ears to the problemout there? Are they not
aware of the crisis, the stress, the famly violence that has been brought
upon the farmers of this province sinply through governnent policy? OCh



sure, contributing factors |ike low grain prices, drought -- those al
contribute, but the challenge and the test for a good governnent is to be
able to manage crisis situations. But what we have seen here is a
governnment that not only does not nmanage the situation but, in fact,
pronotes destruction of rural farnms in this country, in this province.
think that is the biggest hypocrisy that | have ever seen.

| wonder, M. Speaker, had we not |ast week witten a letter to the Premer
asking himto accept the notion fromus to ensure the delivery of $500
mllion to the hands of the Saskatchewan farmers prior to seeding if we
even would be in this debate. 1 think it's highly possible that this
debate sinply is a response. They tal k about being non-partisan,
non-political, and if they were so keen on that, why did they not accept
our notion? One step at a tinme, you attack the problemone step at a tine,
getting the short-termwork done first, and then concluding with |ong-term

policy.

| heard the previous speaker tal king about the anendnent that we had put
forward, and he said one of the problens with the anmendnment was the tine
constraints. Can you inmagine the tine constraints when five years ago the
Prem er of this province and the Prinme Mnister were tal ki ng about

| ong-termagricultural policy to enable farnmers to have a safety net, to
enable themto be able to continue farmng through difficult tines. Five
years ago -- and he tal ks about tinme restraints in this policy -- well "1l
tell you, M. Speaker, we on this side of the House are going to continue
to push as long and as hard as we have to in order to jolt these people
into realizing that they have to do sonething different, and that is be
honest with the peopl e of Saskatchewan.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Upshall: -- | also heard the Premer say in his remarks that he was
asking us to co-operate, he said, pleading for co-operation fromthe
opposition. Well, M. Speaker, it seens to nme that if you pick up any
policy manual from any of the organizations who have been asking for, as |
said a few m nutes ago, for a long-termpolicy, safety nets, and
restructuring, | think the reverse is quite true. | think it's about tine
the Premer of this province started co-operating with the people of this
provi nce and delivering on very inportant policies in order that the
farmers may be maint ai ned.

| nean, all this rhetoric, it's actually quite funny. | nmean, when you're
out in the coffee shops in rural Saskatchewan and you hear the response
frompeople . . . | can just inmagine what they' re saying, you know. And

that's just what they will be saying, co-operate. Co-operate? This is the
guy that has been bucking the system telling us that he's going to deliver
anot her amobunt of noney at election tine. But he hasn't co-operated one
iota with the need and the request of Saskatchewan farnmers to have a policy
that sustains their way of life on the farm He hasn't co-operated with
debt restructuring, as | said, or incone stabilization.

Ask yourself, have there been any noves in the |last years of this
government -- have there been any noves to use Farm Credit Corporation or



ACS as prinme |lenders? Have you heard this Premer talk about that? And
that is the wish of the majority of the people. Have there been any noves
to inprove the mandate of the Farm Debt Review Board or the Farm Land
Security Board to give them sone power; to give thema nmandate so that they
have sone influence to decisions being made in the rural communities? No
such noves at all.

Ask yourself if there's been any noves for the repeated calls for incone
stability, long-termsafety net prograns where farnmers can contribute to a
programto ensure thenselves a return that will give themthe opportunity
to continue farmng in the years to cone.

Ask yourself if there's been any nove to facilitate a | and transfer program
-- and this one | find quite anusing -- because the farm purchase program
whi ch the Tory government said was going to be the saviour of |land transfer
was in for a few years and then done away with. And they really didn't do
away with it. They just kind of put it in storage. So actually that
program has not been elimnated. |It's sinply sitting there, and if they
want to do sonething they could reinplenent it. |'mnot pronoting that
because there were sone problens with that program but | nmean, what |'m
saying is they are nmaking no attenpt, no attenpt to restructure or to help
farmers transfer |and.

The notion that the governnent put forward, M. Speaker, is a notion that
calls upon the federal government to deliver, and that is very inportant.
But what the notion does not consider is the inportant role the provincial
governnent has to play -- and we have seen year after year in this

| egi sl ature.

| can recall two or three years ago when The Saskat chewan Farm Land
Security Bill canme forward and the M nister of Agriculture and other

m ni sters standi ng up and saying this was going to be the piece of

| egi slation that was going to save Saskatchewan farners. And there's stil
clippings fromthat time where the reporters were saying, well, the Prem er
says this is going to help farners to stay on the land. 1It's going to help
themto be able to continue farmng. Wll that was one let down; it did
absolutely nothing to maintain the rural way of life.

Anot her exanple | use, M. Speaker, is last year. Last year in this

| egislature we actually forced the governnment to bring forward agricul tural
| egi sl ation. And when they were cornered and their backs were against the
wal

An Hon. Menber: -- Oh, give it up.

M. Upshall: -- And sonebody says, give it up. Check the records. Check
the records how in one question period we turned it around and forced this
government into bringing forward the |egislation.

What did we do? They brought forward the |egislation and there was an
One of those pieces of legislation was an anendnent to the agricultural

credit corporation. The anmendnent to the agricultural credit corporation

was agai n pronounced by this governnent as being a programthat was going



to restructure farmdebt, allow farners to consolidate and to rearrange
their finances so that they could continue farm ng.

| chall enge the nenbers opposite to tell ne how successful that was.
Because | know that program despite the fact the rhetoric, comng fromthe
Tories, was saying that it was a good program-- farners now, and | know
frommy phone calls, to say, what a useless effort; what a usel ess attenpt
at trying to restructure debt.

And they want people now to believe they're going to try again this year,
because | listened to the throne speech and they said, we're going to

review the mandate of ag credit corporation. Well ask yourself why they
would do it this year when they didn't do it last year. And ask yourself

how serious this government is -- how serious this governnent is, when
after eight years we see farmfamlies still in crisis, and not even an
att enpt .

Ch yes, every four years, when there's an election com ng around federally
or provincially, then they nake an attenpt to punp sone noney out. Wen
farmers are down on their knees, the noney is needed. But what a cruel way
to manage a governnment. And that's the word that | wll use often: cruel
cruel governnent, when it inflicts war on the people of this province. And
that's what they're doing.

They' ve |l et farners down on several occasions. The drought paynent -- the
noney was needed, the farners were expecting it, and what happened? The
delivery of that programwas so bad that farners could not believe that any
person in governnent could botch it up so bad.

Ch they were happy to have the noney. But they said, how can we conti nue

to support a governnent who can't even deliver a progran? | ask you, M.
Speaker, | wonder if this governnment will let Cargill down. | wonder if
this government will let Cargill down after they made a deal with them

An Hon. Menber: -- | don't think so.

M. Upshall: -- Well they' ve let down the farnmers on several occasions, but
| have this funny feeling that Cargill will not be let down. And maybe one
of the reasons is that when you | ook at the 1988 contributions to the Tory
party, the top of the list is Cargill, putting in $15,000. You know, |
wonder, | wouldn't want to be presunptuous, but |I wonder if that has

anything to do with not letting Cargill down, but letting the farners of
Saskat chewan down.

O course there's a direct relationship, M. Speaker, a direct relationship
because this governnment is the friend of big business, and | wll get into
that in ny coments a little later on

The m ni ster asked for consensus. Now he's going to put together a panel
of 100 peopl e called Consensus Saskatchewan. But the question cones over
and over and over again: how do you believe this governnment? How do you
trust them with the history that they have behi nd thenf



And | ask you how they can be trusted, because one exanple is the nethod of
paynment of the transportation subsidies. Nowif they're | ooking for
consensus, and the assunption is -- big assunption -- that they're going to
act on that consensus, then they could start right now. Saskatchewan
Associ ation of Rural Muinicipalities, Saskatchewan Wheat Pool, both agree --
two maj or bodies of farmgroups in this province -- they both agree the

met hod of paynent should be continued to be paid to the railroads. Now
that's consensus, and if they wanted to prove that they were serious about
this consensus business, | challenge the Premier to tonorrow norning nmake a
statenent saying that yes, he agrees the nethod of paynent should go to the
railways. Do you think that will happen? | sonehow doubt it. That's why
you can't trust them because the hypocrisy is there. They say, oh, we want
consensus because we want to do things right. The one issue they have
total consensus on, they will not do things right.

(1930)

The Premer, if he was listening in this province, had consensus on the
opposition to the free trade agreenent; unani nous, alnost, consensus in
this province, or a large majority consensus, and that was reflected in the
1988 federal election when very few Tories were elected in this province.
The free trade agreenent was an i ssue on which the Premer, if he would
have been thinki ng about consensus in the past, would have acted on it. As
we see now, there's a problemw th hogs, a problemw th the Canadi an Wheat
Board and durum but he will not change his m nd.

And then there's two-price wheat. There was a | arge consensus in this
provi nce that two-price wheat should be naintained. But no, free trade
agreenent cones along and two-price wheat has to go. And what does that
do? It cuts out $240 mllion to the farmers of Saskatchewan every year.

Oh, but this kind and graci ous Tory governnment, it put in about $62 million
| ast year into the pool to replace the 240 mllion that we didn't get --
very generous. That's why people don't trust you. The nenbers over there
know that they're not trusted, and that's why they're trying to push the
consensus thing.

And just on the two-price wheat, if you look at your little list of
contributors to the Tory party, you find that Nabisco -- and you'll know
who Nabisco is; they're into the breakfast cereal business, anpongst other
t hi ngs. Nabisco contributed $102,000 to the Tory party -- $102,000. Do
you think Nabisco is going to get any gain fromrenoval of the two-price
wheat systen? Probably about 10- or 20- or 100-fold, who knows, but it's
very lucrative. So the farnmers lost 240 mllion and Nabi sco gai ns by
contributing $102,000 to the Tory party. That's why people of this

provi nce don't trust you. They sinply don't trust you.

And the issues go on, M. Speaker. The issue of votes in the Canadi an
Weat Board -- the poll showed 90 per cent of the people want the Canadi an
Wheat (Board) as the instrunent to sell their grain. The Prem er knew
that. W continued to push himon the issue. Saskatchewan Weat Pool and
ot her farm groups continued to push himon the issue. He had consensus.
What's happened, all of a sudden? He says now we want consensus, after he
has taken the noney out of your pockets.



Cash advances are another issue. | was around this province and people in
last fall just when the rains canme and the quality of the grain was
going down in sone areas . . . were telling me, well isn't this ironic,
just the year we really need cash advances, interest-free cash advances.
This governnment is going to tack sonme interest onit, and I not only have a
poor quality, poor priced grain, but nowl'mgoing to have to pay the
interest on the cash advance as well. Sone friend of the farmer, sone
friend of Nabisco, and sonme friend of Cargill.

Now you line themup. |If you just nake a little list, draw a |ine down the
m ddl e, and on this side put friends of the Conservative Party and the
Prem er of this province, and on this side put people who we oppose. Wil
it'"s quite a funny little Iist because on this side you have people |ike
Cargill, James Richardson, Continental, Agra Industries, Nabisco -- those
people are all on the list of friends. But the people who he's taking
nmoney fromare the grain farmers, the dairy farners, the hog farners, the
feather industry, and all the other farners of this province. That's a
pretty easy list to nake. W are the friends of G ant Devi ne?

M. Speaker
The Speaker: -- | would like to remnd the hon. nenber that -- and |I'm sure
he's aware and he probably nade a mstake with -- we don't use nenbers'

names in the House.

M. Upshall: -- Yes I'"'msorry, M. Speaker. | apologize for saying the
name of the Premer.

Now, M. Speaker, there is a long, long, long list including fuel rebates,
which the Prem er and his governnment went agai nst the w shes of the
farmers, where he had consensus to fight Otawa to retain those fue
rebates; the 30 per cent increase in grain transportation costs |ast year,
where there was full consensus fromthe people of Saskatchewan, where the
Prem er went against that consensus.

You know, sonetimes you think about the only thing standing behind this

Prem er and his governnent are the shadows on the wall, and | wonder why.
Because in instance after instance they have | et people down. And they
stand here in their place -- and this is what really annoys ne . . . You

know, | don't get annoyed very often but when I'mout in rural Saskatchewan
and | see fear on the faces of children when | walk into a farmhome in

crisis, I'I'l tell you, | get annoyed because these guys over here stand up
in their place and spout the garbage, the rhetorical garbage that they put
forward when farmfamlies are suffering in this province. 1'Il tell you

M. Speaker, that is hypocrisy of the highest degree.

So, M. Speaker, the Prem er had consensus and now he cones crying to the
people: well | need consensus because |'ve got nyself into such a ness |
don't know what to do, so you people have to cone and bail nme out, so I'm
going to listen to you. Didn't listen to themfor years and years, thought
t hat governnment was noving too fast for the people, |ike we know best, we
know best. The Premier was thinking that the farners out there, they're



just a bunch of farmers and they don't know any different. Well he was
wrong and he's being proven wong right now.

| guess what | say, M. Speaker, is the Prem er should ask the people. |If
he wants to build a consensus, the first thing that he nust do is ask the
peopl e whether they want himin a position to govern and build a consensus.
That's the first question. And what he's doing is, he's reading his polls
and he's saying that he's so far out of touch with the people of

Saskat chewan that he's in big trouble. And so what does he do? He's going
to build consensus. He pleads to the people. Well, M. Speaker, that

si nply does not worKk.

It doesn't work any nore because the people have caught on to this ganme
because they know their lives are not inproving, their financial situations
are not inproving. And the biggest thing they know is that this governnent
is trying to save their own political bacon and not trying to solve the
agricultural crisis. So farmers are concerned, and it is quite warranted
by all the exanples that | have given tonight.

In this | egislature, when we as an opposition party give the benefit of the
doubt to the Premer and his governnent tinme after tinme after tinme by

passi ng | egislation, by passing notions, after a while it just gets to the
poi nt where it's |aughabl e.

Now, M. Speaker, farmers in this province have received noney fromthe
federal government, there's no doubt about that. It was needed and it was
appreciated; | have said that often. But while this government now is
standing up with its list of demands from Qtawa, shirking its
responsibilities in Saskatchewan, if you just |ook at the issues that this
government has not stood up for us on, you'll find that every one of those
i ssues cost Saskat chewan farmers noney.

There are several: there's the At and East freight rates, $40 mllion;
branch Iine rehab, $48 mllion -- these are all cuts; comuodity-based

| oans, $6 million; Canadian Dairy Comm ssion, $7 mllion; crop insurance,
$90 mllion -- these are federal cuts to agriculture; cash advance, $27
mllion -- this is for 1989-90; western grain stabilization |evies junping
up, taking $91 mllion. Anyway, and the list goes on and on, but if you
add themup, you will see a grand total in three years of over a billion
dollars -- over a billion dollars that farnmers are going to have to cone up

w th because of federal government cuts. Does this Prem er stand up and
protest? Not one word. Maybe Nabi sco told himnot to.

And that is not including all the increases fromlast year --
transportation increases, two-price wheat, fuel rebate com ng off this
year. M. Speaker, the governnent has a situation they've created whereby
they tal k about consensus and renoving politics fromagriculture, but every
step of the way they continue to beconme nore political and having nore
control in the agriculture industry.

Just think of the scenario whereby instead of giving the farnmers a decent
price for their grain or sone security of inconme so that they could farm
and make managenent deci sions on the basis of what they will be getting



projected incone, instead of that we have ad hoc prograns com ng
politically tinmed. W have our policy in Canada whereby it's a cheap food
policy if you're on the higher end of the pay scale, but a very expensive
food policy if you' re on the | ower end.

So they give farners noney before an el ection. They have people starving in
sonme instances; in other instances paying very few dollars for their food.
And they're controlling the electorate, or they think they are. Well that
gane only goes on so |long, M. Speaker, only goes on so |ong, because the
people are wwse to this government. And | think they will, if the
government asks themto give them another mandate, | think they' Il be very
di sappoi nt ed.

Well, M. Speaker, | want to end up tonight by just supporting this
amendnent. This amendnent, M. Speaker, is just an addition to the
governnment's notion, but putting sone responsibility on the Governnent of
Saskatchewan. | nmean it's fine for themto try to divert the issue saying,
well this is a federal problem it's all federal problem But it just
doesn't work. This governnment has responsibility and the responsibility is
to, as this notion says, that this governnent, along with the federa
government, nust execute its responsibility to Saskatchewan farners --
income stability program a freeze on foreclosures -- because the situation
is so desperate.

| just want to end, M. Speaker, by saying that in this session of the

| egislature, we on this side of the House will continue to keep the people
of Saskatchewan aware as they are right now, | believe, but keep rem nding
themthat this governnent sinply cannot be trusted. And if it neans
rhetoric, as | said, or being partisan, then | will continue to do so.
Because there is no way that these guys can get away with what they're
doing to the farmfamlies of this province, waging war on their own
peopl e.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Upshall: -- And they have no conmtnent. And there's a saying that
never before has there been so few produce so much for so nmany for so
l[ittle. And this governnment does not support them Thank you, M.
Speaker .

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Neudorf: -- Thank you very nmuch, M. Speaker. | stand in this

| egi slature this evening to speak about a very inportant topic; an
important topic for all of the people of Saskatchewan, not just the
farmers, but everyone that is in this great province of ours. |In fact, we
as a governnment feel that this topic is so inportant that we have
pre-enpted the traditional throne speech so that this energency debate
could be carried on.

However, M. Speaker, | find it just alittle bit disconcerting and
di sappointing that the tone of the two nenbers of the opposition that have
spoken so far have opted to becone so blatantly political that it is



turning this into a political partisanship kind of a debate. | do think
t hat because of the significance of the topic to the people of

Saskat chewan, and that we are in a sense united as a provi nce because of
the great demand that is being placed upon the resources of this province,
that for this one tine we could continue on in at |east recogni zing the
role of the opposition, but at |east have a senbl ance of co-operativeness
where we could stand united on such an inportant issue as this. So from
that sense, | guess, M. Speaker, it is disappointing.

(1945)

We recogni ze that as far as the farners in our province so far have

weat hered international trade wars and drought, and a whol e host of

probl ens, but | would suggest to you that never before have our farners

faced such an accumnul ati on of probl ens, one upon another upon another so
that we are having a triple and a quadruple whanmy all at one tine as it
is.

So on top of the drought, on top of the subsidy wars, they are now al so
facing interest rates, sky-rocketing interest rates once nore which are
rising and increasing the costs of production. And it's unfortunate, |
think, M. Speaker, that the cause of the interest rates are out of the
hands of our farners, they are out of the hands of the provincial
governnment, and | nmust say, M. Speaker, they are direct responsibility of
t he federal governnent.

And as a farnmer in Saskatchewan, as a local politician in Saskatchewan, |
woul d object to that. | object to having to pay for the inflation rate
that is being caused in the East, particularly, let's say, in the area of
Toronto or 70 mles around Toronto. That's where the inflation basically
is centred in this country of ours, and naybe a little bit in B.C. and

Al berta. But basically we are paying a price for the inflation in Ontario,
and our farmers, our econony, is being asked to bear the brunt of that.

And it is sonmething that, as our Prem er suggested during his el oquent
address this afternoon, that this is one of the reasons why so many, too
many, of our farners are on that econom c slippery slope. So we on the
government side of the House will not, will not nerely stand by and wait
for interest rates to go domm. We want to aid our farners in these tenuous
times that we are facing.

We stood by our farmers in the past, and | amglad to say that we wll
continue to stand by them And | would sinply point to our record to show
t hat our resolve has not been shaken, and that we will be there when the
time comes once nore. Because we nust protect our farmers, M. Speaker, as
we did in '86 when we established the production | oan program a program
which virtually every farnmer in Saskatchewan took advantage of, a program
announced late in "85 to ensure that producers had access to operating
funds to plant their crop. Loans given at 6 per cent -- 6 per cent noney,
M. Speaker -- were nade to at |east 57,000 farnmers in the province .
70, 000 separate | oans actually because very often one | oan would go for
One farnmer woul d have nore than one loan, let's put it that way, because
of different |ands that they farm So we provided over 1 billion, $1.2
billion in lowinterest |oans for our farners.



Sonme of our farnmers, farmfamlies, found it difficult to nmake paynents on
these loans as tines did not inprove as rapidly as we would have liked to
have seen, and so we said, all right, if you cannot make your three-year

| oan pay-back at 6 per cent, how would 10 years be, 10 years at nine and
three-quarters per cent. So we did this and the farners appreciated it.
W were fair, M. Speaker

Well, M. Speaker, when we realized the production |oan program wasn't
enough, we initiated another programthrough the Governnent of Canada, and
|'"'mreferring to the special grains program a $1.1 billion deficiency
paynment for 1987. Well today, unfortunately we have found ourselves in the
position where we are asking for another imedi ate announcenent, an

announcenent of a mnimum of $900 million to our farmfanmlies -- $500
mllion to be paid out before spring seeding, and another $400 mllion to
be paid out later this fall. Because, M. Speaker, w thout cash assistance

our province's farmers face a devastating situation. By seeding tine,
acute shortages will be felt with the cash flow with many, many farners.

M . Speaker, current projections, based upon a normal crop in 1990 -- and
this is scary, M. Speaker -- based on projections for a normal crop in
1990, we are now expecting that the realized net incone will be a negative
$9 million in 1990. An injection of cash is desperately needed before
damage to farm operations and rural and urban econom es and busi nesses w ||
continue to take its devastating toll.

M. Speaker, the federal and provincial governnents have a joint

responsi bility for Canada's agricultural sector. But the federal governnent
nmust take responsibility to protect our farnmers fromthe problens created
fromthe international market-place, that were al so described very

el oquently this afternoon. And that is why we're calling on the federal
government to establish a $1 billion contingency fund to counteract the
devastating effect on grain prices caused by those international subsidy
war s.

Subsidy wars are creating artificially low prices in the world market,
prices at which Saskatchewan is currently conpeting. Wen the Prem er was
in Europe on our trade m ssion, he addressed this problemwth British
officials, GATT (Ceneral Agreenent on Tariffs and Trade) officials, in an
effort to end these insane subsidy wars.

And once again we are reaching out, this time to our federal counterparts.
We nust apply all possible pressure in our power to the United States, to
Europe, to solve this international subsidy war.

We've just heard not too long ago that the United States is again bent on
an enhancenent programfor their export grains, and they're | ooking at
putting on another $500 million on top of their regular 400, as it were.
So they're going to be looking at a $900 mllion subsidy to their grain
exports, and this is sonething, M. Speaker, that the Saskatchewan farmer
has to conpete agai nst.

So we're finding that the Saskatchewan treasury is fighting against the



Eur opean treasuries, the American treasuries, where we have nmassive

popul ations with relatively small exports conpeting against a province |ike
Saskat chewan where we have a relatively small population, and we are -- |et
us face it, M. Speaker -- an exporting province. Wen you take a | ook at
it, it becones quite obvious to anyone who wants to take a serious | ook at
it that we are in dire straits as a province if we're going to be thinking
that we can conpete agai nst these international treasuries. So the federal
government has that responsibility. The federal government nust cone

t hrough for us once nore.

But the federal governnent nustn't stop there; it nust put on as much
pressure as it can right here in Canada as far as our banking situation and
our lending institutions are concerned so that they too will take part of
the responsibility in the agricultural crisis. Because when you take a

| ook at any nortgage that has been signed over the years, you will find
that there are two signatures there: the farnmer's signature and the bank's
signature. It always takes two to tango, and we're saying it will also
take a hit, as it were, by all of those parties involved in order to cone
to some kind of a resolution.

So for the loans that the banks allowed with interest rates at 20 per cent
and 20 per cent plus, they are now going to also have to take sonme of that
responsi bility. Because the farnmers were stuck at that 20 per cent
interest rate. The admnistration of that tinme saw fit not to do anything
as far as relieving interest rate pressure on the farnmers. And many, many
farmers tell me as | go around in my constituency and say that period of
time, 1979 to '81, was the tine when their financial situation began to
deteriorate and it was at the root cause of nost of their problens that
they're facing today. So, M. Speaker, we are saying now that the federal
government has that responsibility as well to help alleviate that
situation.

Saskat chewan farners, it has been estimated, right now owe a total of $5.25
billion in debt. [|'mnot suggesting, M. Speaker, that that debt is al

bad debt, that it's all in arrears, but it's a trenmendous burden that the
farmer of Saskatchewan is carrying right now \Wat appals nme the nost is
the fact that the interest bill for that debt that the Saskatchewan farner
is facing is approximately $473 mllion a year -- $473 mllion a year just
to service that debt, to pay the interest.

The federal governnment's policy of high interest rates cannot hel p but
aggravate the farm debt problem The nunber of |ending foreclosure actions
against farmland today is five tines as high as it was in the 1980s. Many
of those . . . Those are statistics, M. Speaker, but the statistics begin
to hit home when you start putting faces to those statistics, and it's many
of themare the farners in ny owmn area, friends of mne that are being hit,
and many of those are in great, grave jeopardy of losing their life's

wor ks, losing their farmns.

Agricultural |enders today, M. Speaker, hold over 850,000 acres of

Saskat chewan farm |l and conpared to 121,000 acres just three years ago. In
other words, in over a relatively short period of tinme of seven years .

or three years, pardon ne, those institutions now own seven tinmes as nuch



| and as they did previously, |and received by | enders through forecl osures
action and other debt settlenent negotiations.

So what |'msaying to you, M. Speaker, is that we nust protect our farners
in tough tinmes, and that is what the resolution that the Premer laid on
the table this afternoon is all about.

No ot her governnent has done as nuch for agriculture as this governnent.
That goes wi thout a shadow of doubt. That goes wi thout saying, and | think
that statenment is sonething that | would chall enge the opposition to go out
in rural Saskatchewan and say ot herw se.

And | say that because an exanple of what this governnent has done is The
Farm Land Security Act -- an Act that did provide a noratoriumon farm
forecl osures; an Act that provided producers with the opportunity for a
fair review of their financial status. W provided guarantees for debt
consol idation, and operating | oans for viable producers through counselling
and assistance for farmers program

Last year our budget approved over $147 nillion for the Departnment of
Agriculture and Food. The nmandate of the agricultural credit corporation
was extended to include a nunber of initiatives, including refinancing to
cover viable farmoperations, financing for the honme quarter, and necessary
farmrelated activities. It was extended to include long-termfinancing to
cover the first year's start-up cost.

Last year's budget included $22 million for agricultural research and
devel opnent as well as $7.7 million for irrigation grants to farnmers,
agricul ture biotechnol ogy, food processing, and commercialization. And
t hat was not enough. Qur governnent has extended prograns and expanded
mandat es.

But now, M. Speaker, we need the help of the federal governnment. Wtthout
government prograns, realized net incone has been negative in every year
since 1985, with 1990 expected to be the |lowest yet. That is a sad
commentary on our situation.

This year, the need for special assistance has actually increased. It
woul d be absol utely unreasonable for the federal governnent to take the
position that assistance is not necessary or that it is not forthcom ng
this year. Qur total provincial econonmy will be affected. It will have a
dramatic i npact on the renai nder of our provincial econony.

The financial crisis in agriculture is felt throughout Saskatchewan,
particularly our small businesses, by the small rural communities. Each
one of us cones in general, on this side of the House at |east, from snal
rural comunities, and | know whereof | speak when | think of the nine or
10 communities in nmy own constituency and the problens and the troubl es
that they are experiencing because of general downturn in our econony.

M. Speaker, if the federal governnment comes through this year, it wll
hel p our producers, but short-term solutions are not the answer. They
address only the imediate crisis, and that is why the federal governnent



must make a greater conmtnment -- a commtnent to allocate a greater
portion of federal resources to the current review and inpl enentation of
long-termstability prograns in agriculture.

M. Speaker, the menbers on this side of the House understand the
agricultural situation in this province. The majority of us are fromrural
backgrounds. Many of us are active participating farners. W know what is
needed if our farmers are to survive another year of drought, high interest
rates, and subsidy wars.

(2000)

And, M. Speaker, that is why we are debating this notion. That is why
this notion is a central thought, the central theme, the core of what our
problemis about and its solution, its inmmediate solution. And | would
hope that the opposition nenbers, in spite of their rhetoric that we hear
comng fromthem when the tinme cones to take a | ook at the central core of
this notion, that they will find it in thenselves to vote in favour of the
notion, never mnd the red herrings thrown into the debate by their
amendnent s.

But | hope that they will see to it that yes, sincerely, that this

| egislature will send a concise definite nessage to the federal governnent
to assunme the responsibility that is rightfully theirs, and indeed inject

that cash that is so desperately needed before seeding and also for fall.

And so with that, M. Speaker, | will informyou that | cannot support the
anmendnent to the notion, but certainly I will be voting in favour of the
not i on.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M . Koskie: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | want to add a few words in
respect to the notion that has been put forward, and to speak generally on
the major crisis that is facing agriculture here in Saskatchewan.

You know, |I'mrather amazed that the Premier here in a press release in the
March 17 Leader-Post, the Prem er suddenly realizes that he has a crisis.
He noted that 20,000 farners, one-third of the entire province, are faced
with financial ruin unless they receive i mediate cash bail-out of $500
mllion.

Well | want to say that the only reason that the Premer is suddenly
starting to focus on the problemis that there is the election in the
offering. |1 want to indicate to this House and to the peopl e of

Saskat chewan the seriousness of this problemwas known many, many nont hs,
in fact years ago, because the Prem er comm ssioned a road show of his
cabinet mnisters and MLA's to take a tour in respect to farm financing.
And they did that in the fall of 1987. And they cane back and they filed
inthis legislature a report. And M. Speaker, you know what it said? It
said that at that time 11 per cent of our farners were insolvent, 28 per
cent were in serious financial problenms . . . (inaudible interjection)
Yes, that's what their report indicated. They also indicated in their



report that one-third of the farnmers had or held three-quarters of all farm
debt. Now this was in 1987, and suddenly the nenbers across the way are
saying, we have a crisis in agriculture. Well I'mgoing to tell you, the
crisis started when you got elected, and it's been proceedi ng ever since.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Koskie: -- Do you renenber |ast year, M. Speaker, in the House .

Many nmenbers will be aware. W had a docunent which was filed, was from
the federal farmdebt review, and it indicated the plight of farmers

t hroughout Saskatchewan. And it went by RMafter RM-- 299 RMs -- and the
total nunber of notices of foreclosure at the bottom the grand total, out
of 62,270 farmers, was 10, 132.

Now that's |l ast year. This information was brought to the attention of the
menbers opposite. You know what they did? They foll owed us around the
provi nce as we gave press conferences trying to indicate the seriousness of
the agricultural problens in Saskatchewan, and they said, that docunent
isn't accurate because sone of the farners got two notices, and therefore
there's not really 10,000 that are going to be foreclosed, there's only

6, 000. That is the situation.

So this problem-- let's face it -- is not a problemthat cane and surfaced
this spring. This is a problemthat has started as early as 1984-85. And |
say to the nmenbers opposite, you'll never get away again trying to portray

that you're the saviour of agriculture, because if you had any seriousness
about you, you would have been acting on it not this year, but |ast year
and the year before, and setting up a long-termstabilization incone
program for the farnmers so that they could make pl ans.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Koskie: -- | want to say this is a very serious crisis. There's no
doubt about it -- the social cost to our province, the marital breakdowns,
the suicides that are taking place throughout this province as a result of
the strain and the stress -- and this governnent sits idly by with ad hoc
prograns after ad hoc prograns.

And now they say, well there's an election. Boy, we better start saying
we're going to save the farnmers again. | want to say, M. Speaker, that ad
hoc progranms that have been used in the past, while appreciated by the
agricultural community, did not address the problemthat was there.

And | ook at the contradiction of the approach that this governnent is
taking. In 1985, when the problemwas not nearly as serious, the Premer
cane forward with $1.2 billion and sone of the nenbers nentioned it:
production | oan, universal program And you know what he said? W're
going to give it to every farmer, whether he needs it or not, because we're
going to reward success. That's what he said.

But what are the farners going to think about the Prem er now? Now he has
changed his mnd. And | read fromthe February 27 Leader-Post, farners
nost in need nmust have aid, the Premer indicates. He says the farners




carrying nore than a hundred thousand debt, who nmake up about one-third of
the total farm population that carry 75 per cent of the total farm debt,
will be first in line for help.

So | guess that we're asking, could he put forward his figures here? |Is
that his intention, to take that $500 mllion and direct it to those npst
in need? O is it going to be a universal progran? Wich? Farners would
like to know.

You know, | think if the truth were known, that the governnent opposite are
not interested in saving the small farners. | think the Prem er has

i ndi cated that when he was at the university, as was referred to by the
Leader of the Opposition. Some 80 per cent, he said, were uneconom c,

obvi ously should go -- inefficient.

And I'Il tell you, the Royal Bank . . . | read in the article here by the
Royal Bank of Canada -- RoyFarm It's the Decenber 1989 edition, and it
says in respect, farners differ, this article says. And this, in al
fairness, is a report that is in the -- refers to a report done by a Dr.
Thomas Funk and a J. Hudon of the University of Guel ph, but is quoted in
t hi s RoyFar m Busi ness Revi ew.

They separate farners into four groups. First of all, there are the
farmers who are on the | eading edge of entrepreneurs. There are the
progressives, there are the traditionalists, and there are the marginal
majority.

It goes on to say here, by contrast, it describes here what the |eading
edge entrepreneurs are, and what the progressives are, and it says:

By contrast, the marginal mgjority, which represents 40 per cent of
today's farners, do not use many information services, and are poor
nmanagers.

That's what the Royal Bank article indicates.

And that's the position of the governnent opposite. They are convinced
that there are farnmers out there that nust be driven off because they claim
that they're poor managers. And all of a sudden they're concerned about
agricul ture.

Well | wonder, where was the Prem er, and where was the associate mnister,
where were those farners on the other side that they claimto be, when the
federal government were maki ng nmassive cuts on agriculture? Were were

t hey when they took off the interest-free cash advances when that was
elimnated with farnmers in a crisis? Ws the Prem er standing up and
saying to the Prime Mnister, the farnmers can't afford to be paying

i nterest on cash advances under these economc tines? Not a word.

What about taking off the fuel rebate? Was there an outcry here fromyou
farmers, so-called, saying that farners can't afford to | ose the rebate on
fuel? Not a word. Crop insurance -- the federal government has cut its
share of crop insurance fromone-half of the total cost to one-third. Was



there any cry saying that the province . . . under these economc
conditions the taxpayers cannot afford to take on that burden? Not a word.
Was there anything said when the two-price wheat system was taken out of
operation? Not a word. Was there anything said when the transportation
subsidy to the west coast for canola was renoved? OCh no, we have to do

t hat because of free trade. And now a further inposition is com ng on
January 1, 1991 wth the GST (goods and services tax) and not a word again,
not a squeak, fromthe Mnister of Agriculture.

And so |'msaying to you, M. Speaker, that what they're doing in here is
just an act. Trying once nore, they think the farmers are foolish enough
to believe themagain. They think because they were able to buy the
election in 1986 with a $1.2 billion production | oan handed out to
everyone, not addressing the problem but thrown out there .

An Hon. Menber: -- Hassle-free cash, renenber?

M. Koskie: -- Right. Hassle-free cash, that's right. And they couldn't
win it on that.

Then the Prem er got on the tel ephone in desperation and he said to the
Prime Mnister, bail me out, | need a billion dollars. That's why that
cane into effect. It had nothing to do with trying to solve the probl em of
agriculture. That was a total political nove wthout any consideration of
the agricultural scene in Saskatchewan.

Then we saw t he biggest farce of any last year. They cane into this

| egi sl ature and they indicate, boy, are we going to help agriculture! And
the Premer cane in and he refused to bring his legislation forward because
the Leader of the Opposition said he was hooked on privatization. And we
enbarrassed himinto bringing his |egislation before the House. It was far
beyond Sept enber before he even brought in the regulations that the farners
knew what was goi ng to be.

(2015)

"1l tell you, this is what they prom sed |last year. Oh, they said, we'll
anend ACS, and we're going to restructure loans for farners. But 1'll tel
you, if you go out and talk to the farnmers, they restructured | oans al
right. You have to prove that you're not viable in order to go through the
debt review, but then when you go to get the |oan from ACS for
restructuring, you ve got to prove that you're viable . As a consequence,
nobody is getting the loans for restructuring, or very few -- just

rhetoric, just advertising, just imge w thout substance.

And | say, what else did they say they'd do? OCh, they were going to set up
a special fund at a low interest rate so that people could purchase their
home quarters. Boy, that was a boom ng success too. It really hit the
problemright in the head. And he also pronmsed, in spite of the people's
refusal or rejection of the program he was going to put in an equity
financing on a nodel project. WlIlIl he's dropped that -- that's gone --

i ntergenerational transfer, and nothing has conme of that.



All we see here primarily is a desperate Premer now with no rea

direction, no real intention of saving the famly farmand the rural way of
life. W see a province who is losing it's popul ation, whose farnmers are
being driven off the land, and here is a Premer pretending again that he's
going to save agriculture.

Well 1'Il tell you, the people of Saskatchewan won't be fool ed tw ce,
because they say, M. Prem er, you ve got noney if you wanted to hel p.
Because you found $390 nmillion for Cargill Gain, the |argest corporation
in the United States. You found $20 nmillion for Peter Pocklington; you had
no problens. You got a pulp mll that you're building in Meadow Lake --
and |'m not opposed to a pulp mll, but I'll tell you there's a priority
and that's our agriculture -- 150 mllion or nore going to be put into it.
There's an upgrader in Lloydm nster where the federal and the two

provi nci al governnments have put in close to a billion dollars, if not nore.
And I'll tell you the farmers deserve support, not Cargill.

Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

M. Koskie: -- The farners of Saskatchewan deserve support, not
Pocklington. The farmers who built this province need support, not
financial barons from Hong Kong in buil di ng upgraders.

Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

M. Koskie: -- | say, M. Deputy Speaker, the Premer puts into this

resol ution of $500 mllion dollars to be paid out prior to spring. Spring
is here. The head of the wheat pool has said the farners have to know now.
How can you nmake any plans in getting your inputs? How can you make any

pl ans what soever? And the Prem er refuses today to say that he's got 500

mllion, or howit's going to be paid out, or when it's likely to cone. So
what he's doing is seeing howthis will ride wwth the public, if he can buy
a shift in the vote. And I'Il tell you, this noney is going to be put out

when the Prem er of this province and the cabi net decide that they want to
call an election, and that's what it's about.

And then he says, oh, there'll be another $400 million dollars in the fall.
Now i s that new noney fromthe federal governnent, separate and apart from
any of the progranms which the farmers are contributing to, or are they
going to trigger the Western Grain Stabilization program and make noney
avai lable in that regard?

The farmers want the truth. The farmers want the truth, and they want
honesty, and they want direction. No |onger can you deceive the peopl e of
this province as you have in the past.

"1l tell you that there was going to be no paynent in the fall of 1988, no
paynent what soever. But in the desperation they announced that there was
going to be a deficiency paynent and they needed it, they thought, to wn
sone seats here in Saskatchewan, federally. Well, 1'll tell you what the
farmers did. The farmers accepted their deficiency paynent in '88, but
they voted for the New Denocratic Party because they believe that the New
Denocratic Party will fight to bring some stability to agriculture.



Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

M. Koskie: -- Yes, there is a crisis and we need to turn our mnds to the
resolution of it. And if you look at a few of the nunicipalities, you wll
see the nunber or the percentage of farnms that are under foreclosure. |
just want, for the record, two or three of them Fillnore 34.8; Moson n 50
per cent have received notices; west of Regina, 66.4 per cent have received
notices of foreclosure. You go to Kanmsack area, 48 per cent. You go to
Star Cty, it's 60 per cent. This was the information |ast year, and now
he says there is suddenly . . . just canme to his know edge that there is a
crisis.

| say, M. Speaker, what we have here again is public relations, and
they'Il pay a lot of noney to package it right to try to deceive the
public. But | say again that the people of Saskatchewan will not be fool ed
agai n.

| say to the nenbers opposite who will not agree with our anendnent, |
chal l enge themto say why the Governnent of Saskatchewan shoul dn't be
called upon to contribute in the way in which they can, at |east in respect
to ACS. | challenge themwhy we should not include in the resolution that
what we want is a long-termincome stabilizing program because wi thout
that, these ad hoc progranms will not fix the problemin agriculture.

So | say, M. Premer, you can try your gamesmanship, you can pretend that
you're a friend of the farners, but 1'Il tell you, your deception gane is
over. No one believes you. That's the problem M. Premer, no
credibility. Qut of touch, inconpetent, can't nanage the province, and
now, you know, he's down on his knees begging financial institutions. Oh,
that's the ones that hel ped to finance his canpaign. He's begging themto
gi ve him anot her six nonths, you know. Be easy on the farners, you know,
because when | get back in I govern for you boys, so he says. That's the
story, M. Premer.

So | say, M. Speaker, | would ask and encourage nenbers opposite, in fact
the smling one there from Wyburn, the one that goes out and listens to
peopl e, yes, listens to people. Yes, getting consensus; yes, consensus.
Certainly getting consensus all right. 1'Il tell you the consensus that

t he peopl e of Saskatchewan have .

The Speaker: -- Order, order.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Koskie: -- | want to close ny remarks, M. Speaker, and | want to say
that there is a growi ng consensus in this province, and the consensus that
is building throughout Saskatchewan is a consensus to get rid of that
governnent, that Premer, that Mnister of Agriculture, because they have
failed the agricultural comrunity of Saskatchewan, the |ike of which we
have never seen before.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!




Ms. Atkinson: -- Thank you very nmuch, M. Speaker. | listened wth great
interest to the Prem er of Saskatchewan this afternoon, along with the
Associate M nister of Agriculture, the nenber from Mdrse, and our M nister
of Energy, the nmenber from Thunder Creek. And the comments that | found
nost interesting were the comments that canme fromthe Associate M nister of
Agriculture and the nenber from Thunder Creek.

During the Associate Mnister of Agriculture's presentation, he posed a
nunber of questions, and obviously those are questions that have been posed

in the past. They, no doubt, according to the governnent, will continue to
be posed in the future: questions |ike, what's going to happen to various
financial institutions; is this going to dry up farmcredit? -- those kinds

of questi ons.

But, for ne, the real question is this: do we want people to continue to
live in rural Saskatchewan, or do we not? Do we want farmfamlies in
rural Saskatchewan, or do we not? Because if we |ook at the statistics,

t he people who are nost affected by the farmdebt crisis, the farmincone
crisis, are those farners that are under the age of 42; those farners with
young children; those farmers whose children go to rural schools; those
farmers who support rural businesses, rural services, etc.

Now | know that there are people in Saskatchewan -- and obviously, from
sonme of the remarks that were com ng fromthe three governnent nenbers that
spoke today -- believe that this crisis that has developed in terns of farm

debt is sonething that is the farnmers' fault; that somehow they were poor
managers; sonmehow they got into farmng at the wong tine; sonmehow they are
the masters of their own m sfortune.

And the menber from Morse, | believe, tal ked about those farnmers in the
1930s who recall what happened to farmers who had 90 per cent of their debt
set aside, and how those farnmers resent that fact. WeIlIl the economc
reality is this, that if we do not do sonething to restructure farmdebt in
this province, there will sinply be no young farnmers living in rural

Saskat chewan. W will sinply not have farmfamlies running the famly
farm but we will nove to the corporatization of rural Saskatchewan.

If that is to occur, M. Speaker, if that is to occur, we mght as well
forget rural schools, rural services, because there sinply won't be people
[iving in communities to support each other.

Now | was at a nom nating neeting the other night in Biggar, a very |large
nom nati ng neeting, and one of the things that one candidate referred to
was the whol e area of conmmunity and nei ghbours -- nei ghbours. Nei ghbours
are very inportant in this province. Neighbours support each other;

nei ghbours socialize with each other; nei ghbours cone together to build
barns that have burned down, houses that have burned down; neighbours rally
when there's a problem That has been the tradition of this province.
Those are the values of this province. And one of the things that is
starting to happen is that neighbours are starting to get together, because
it's not just one farnmer that's in difficulty in Saskatchewan, it's not
just two farnmers, it's many farners.



The Prem er the other night when he spoke on tel evision tal ked about his
own personal situation where sonme of his famly had had to give their |and
back to the Iending institutions. The Prem er of Saskatchewan is not the
only person that has famly nenbers that have had to do that.

In my own particular famly, ny great-grandfather canme to this province in
1903. | amfromlrish descent. M famly noved to Ontario, then to

M nnesota, to the North Dakota's, back to Brandon, Manitoba, and to the
famly farmwhich is now farned by ny brother, who's fourth generation. He
has three sons; we hope to have a fifth generation famly farm People in
my community where | grew up are fourth and fifth generation farners.

Their famlies cane when ny famly cane. They came fromthe United States
via Ontario.

Who are we tal king about that's in difficulty in rural Saskatchewan? W're
tal ki ng about young people, young farners. And we have two resol utions
before us -- or a resolution and an anendnent -- and the anmendnent tries to
get at the responsibility of Saskatchewan people, through their

Saskat chewan governnment, that this just isn't a crisis that is the
responsibility of the federal government, but this is a crisis that is the
responsibility of two | evels of governnent -- the federal governnent and

t he provincial governnent.

(2030)

My famly has been tal king about a national agricultural strategy in this
country for over 25 years. Successive Liberal and Conservative governnents
have never conme to grips for the need for a national agricultural strategy.
We have never had a national agricultural policy in this country. And why
has that been? Because we have had governnents, successive governnents in
Otawa and across this country that believe in unbridled capitalism They
believe in the forces of the market-place. Unfortunately, what's happeni ng
to Saskatchewan farmfamlies isn't caused by the market-place; it's caused
by the intervention of various governnents in Europe and the United States
who are subsidizing their farnmers.

And what do we do? Wat do we do? W don't conme to grips and have a
national agricultural strategy to deal with that problem of the Anmericans
and the Europeans, but what we have are governnents that will devise
prograns at appropriate nmonents to serve their own political purposes, not
serve the needs of Saskatchewan farmfamlies or Canadi an farners.

It seens to me that what's inportant here -- and the Prem er today tal ked
about politics; the Mnister of Energy tal ked about politics; the associate
m ni ster tal ked about politics and getting rid of the political rhetoric.
Well it seens to ne what's needed here is a genuine commtnent to

Saskat chewan farmfam |lies and not a genuine conmtnment to save the
political hides of the present governnent. That's what's needed.

Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

Ms. Atkinson: -- You know, Saskatchewan farmers don't really care who's the




government, M. Premer, not . . . | suppose at an intellectual basis they
care, but what they care about is whether or not they're going to survive.
One of the nmenbers tal ked about 22,000 farmers who have sought off-farm
enpl oynent because of the economc crises. Those are 22,000 farners that
are replacing 22,000 workers in this province at a tinme when we have an
extrenely high unenpl oynent rate.

It seens to me what's needed is not only the contents of the governnment's
resolution that they've put forward today, but the resolution, the
amendnent that was put forward by ny coll eagues: a national farmincone
stabilization programby July 1, 1990.

It's sonething that people have been asking for, producers have been asking

for, for over 30 years. It's sonething that the Prem er of Saskatchewan
has tal ked about for the last five years. It seens to ne, in view of the
crises that we could have, if there was a political wll, that kind of

program could be in place by July 1, 1990.

It seens to ne that all of the itens that have been referred to could be in

pl ace by the sumer of 1990. It seens to ne that we could stop
foreclosures of farmland in this province until these neasures were put in
pl ace, otherwise we will continue to see thousands of Saskatchewan farm

famlies leave their land, or |eave their occupation, that being a famly
farmer.

Now there are sone interesting statistics that | think are inportant to

refer to. Farm debt in Saskatchewan has risen from$3.9 billion in 1982 to
$6 billion. The nmenber from Morse said that it's $5.5 billion, but | wll
say it's $6 billion. The nunber of farners that are in | egal proceedings

with various creditors have increased dramatically. Twenty-five hundred
farmfam lies have | egal proceedi ngs that have been | aunched agai nst them
by their own provincial lending institution, the agricultural credit
corporation -- 2,500.

The anount of farmland that is now not owned by Saskatchewan farners is

phenonenal . The banks are taking possession of farmland at a record pace,
M. Speaker. In January of 1987, lending institutions had acquired title
to 121,000 acres of farmland by way of foreclosures and quitclains. In

February of 1989 that figure had junped to 628,000 acres with the Farm
Credit Corporation accounting for 400,000 acres of Saskatchewan farm | and.
Over 2.5 mllion acres of |land has changed fromthe status of owned to
rent ed.

One of the things that has happened that we have to cone to grips with is
the fact that thousands and thousands of acres of |and have been turned
back to lending institutions, farnmers have entered into short | ease
arrangenents with those lending institutions, and that Iand is now being
sold out fromunder them That is land that has been in their famly for
literally tens and tens of years, dating back to the early 1900s.

Does anybody here have any idea what it's |like to have | and that bel onged
to your great-grandfather and your grandfather and your father taken away
fromyou and given back to the lending institutions, and then have that



| and sold out fromunder you? Does anybody understand that? And this
government tal ks about, let's not nake this political -- let's not nmake
this political.

Land in this province is sonething; it is atradition; it is a value that
peopl e have. And this governnent continues to play politics. They don't
want to support the opposition's anmendnent; they don't want to support a
resol ution that was brought in here yesterday because of some nebul ous
reason. And at the sanme tinme literally, literally hundreds of farmfamlies
are going down the tubes because these people want to get re-elected.

They want to have resolutions introduced at the appropriate nonent; they
want to have bail-outs introduced at the appropriate nonent, but only their
appropriate nonent when it neans that they think they' re poised to win the
next general election.

Well farmfamlies have had enough of you people. They've had enough of
politicians playing ganes with their lives, and their |and, and their work,
and their future, and their famlies. They' ve had enough of that. They've
had ei ght years of you people -- eight years. W have nore people going
broke in this province than ever before. W have nore | and owned by the
banks in this province than ever before. W have nore farmfamlies

| eaving the | and than ever before.

And t hese people tal k about the policies of the NDP, 10 or 15 or 20 years
ago. It is the policies of successive federal Liberal and Conservative
governnments that have gotten us into this situation. It is the policies of
the present Conservative governnment, here in Saskatchewan, that continues
the plight of Saskatchewan farmfamlies, and all | can say is that

Saskat chewan people won't forget this.

Five hundred mllion dollars isn't going to buy themthe next provincial
el ection. Five hundred mllion isn't going to do it because the people of
Saskat chewan have decided that it's time for a change. It's tine to el ect
a governnent that has a genuine conmtnent to Saskat chewan peopl e, both
rural and urban, and it's time to elect a governnment that has a vision of
what rural Saskatchewan should |ook Iike, and will |ook |ike, once we wn
t he next provincial election.

Those are ny coments, M. Speaker. | would urge the nenbers opposite not
to play silly politics. Vote for the amendnent. It is the responsibility
of both governnents, federal and provincial. W wll vote for their

amendnent, and we woul d encourage the nenbers opposite to really engage in
genui ne consensus and let's send this nessage to Otawa.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

The division bells rang from8:40 p.m until 8:44 p. m
Amendnent negatived on the follow ng recorded division.
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ORDERS OF THE DAY

SPECI AL ORDER

ADDRESS | N REPLY

M. Toth: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. M. Speaker, | count it an honour and
indeed a privilege to stand here in this Legislative Assenbly this evening
and to address Her Honour's Speech fromthe Throne, and at the end of ny
remarks to nove an address in reply to that speech.

The speech of the Lieutenant Governor is her second and is, | believe, a
very historic speech for a nunber of reasons. M. Speaker, | believe we
will find this Speech fromthe Throne given by Her Honour yesterday is

possi bly one of the npbst detailed and specific throne speeches ever
delivered by a representative of the Crown. | believe it ushers in the new
concept of governnent and governing. And, M. Speaker, it is also the
first throne speech in this Legislative Assenbly of a new decade.

In responding to the Lieutenant Governor, M. Speaker, | would |ike to deal
with all three of these matters. Because it is, in fact, the first throne
speech of a new decade, | believe it is appropriate to review the decade we

have just conpleted and to exam ne how t he governnent and the peopl e of
Saskat chewan are positioned for the next century.

M . Speaker, each one of us in this Legislative Assenbly, and indeed in
this province, is aware the decade we have just passed through, the decade
of the '80s, has not been easy. |In fact, we've faced sone very difficult
situations. | do not, nor will I, detail here the litany of chall enge our
peopl e have had to face, but it is useful to nake sone general rem nders.

In 1980 and 1981 Saskatchewan was energing froma period of unprecedented
prosperity. International prices for our combdities were at record high
levels. Gain prices were at or near record high values. W as a province
had been beneficiaries of the OPEC (Organi zation of Petrol eum Exporting
Countries) oil enbargoes and steep price rises of the early '70s. Economc
conditions were excellent, and governnent revenues were |arger than they
had ever been before.

But in 1980 and '81 the inheritors of that period of prosperity also



contained within themthe seeds of many of our nobst pressing challenges we
face today. Interest rates soared beyond the reach of the average

Saskat chewan resi dent -

_up to 21 and 22 per cent. Land values were out of kilter with the
productive capacity of the farnms, making expansion difficult. But, M.
Speaker, at that time borrowi ng was very easy.

During the recent recess of the Legislative Assenbly, | have talked with
farmgroups, farmfamlies, and individuals. 1In all of the conversations I
have been involved in, everyone has agreed that as we | ook back it was the
high interest rates and high | and val ues that have played a significant
role in many of the problens many of the farmfamlies and the individuals
in ny community, indeed across the province, face today.

The advice of the governnment of the day was that Saskatchewan was
sufficiently diversified and that farmers should nake a swtch over to
continuous or to straight grain. M. Speaker, we know how fal se that

statenent was. |Indeed, the people of Saskatchewan have indicated to ne
while | have been sitting in the coffee shop or in the farm hone, that we
must diversify. |In Her Majesty's address yesterday, we were told the

peopl e of this province feel as well that we nust diversify. And let ne
guote just a paragraph fromthe throne speech.

Peopl e have told nmy (the) mnisters of this province (Her Mjesty has
i ndicated that) we nust continue to expand and (to) diversify our econony.
We nust get further away from "having all our eggs in one basket".

As the people of ny constituency have indicated, and obviously nmany of ny
col | eagues have found, people want to see nore manufacturing and processing
in this province. They understand now that wheat alone is economcally
unst abl e.

M. Speaker, the conbination of these things -- increasing debt |oads on
inflated | and prices, escalated interest rates, and the nove away from
diversification -- created dire conditions that nmade the crisis that we

face today al nost inevitable. And at the sanme tinme, the twin devils of
inflati on and econom c stagnation have started their destructive march
across this province.

But when we | ook back, M. Speaker, throughout the decade of the 1980s, the
people did in fact, despite the difficulties, build a partnership with the
government, a partnership that was focused on neeting extraordinary
chal l enges. The enphasis was on building a nore diversified econonmy and on
provi di ng basic protections for the people fromevents beyond their

control

| ndeed, M. Speaker, the first major programin this effort was the

i ntroduction of a programto provide basic protection for hone owners
agai nst high interest rates on nortgages with the aimof hel ping
Saskat chewan families keep the homes they had worked so hard to build.

If | recall correctly, M. Speaker, that programwas introduced with a
protection level of thirteen and one-half per cent. As interest rates fel



in the face of a national recession, the |level of protection was inproved
to nine and three-quarter per cent. And recently, under pressure from
inflation in Ontario and a difficult high interest policy in Otawa, the
| evel has again been adjusted to ten and three-quarter per cent.

It is worth noting, M. Speaker, that this programat any |evel of
protection is the only such programof its kind in the entire country and
one of the very fewin the world. And | would also add again, there are
many young famlies, many famlies on | ower incomes in my constituency who
have indicated that the home nortgage protection program begun in 1982 has
been very beneficial and a real assistance to themas they have purchased
and are paying for their honme. It is synbolic of the innovation and

determ nati on of Saskatchewan people to find new solutions to safeguard the
province and its famli es.

Now, M. Speaker, | ask you to keep at the front of your mnd the
background conditions of the 1980s, and I'll rem nd you of the words of one
of Saskatchewan's forner premers, the Hon. Allan Bl akeney, as the province
entered these conditions. He said, "The public viewed the governnment as

wel | -to-do, had lots of noney. There was, in fact, no | ots of noney."

| raise that, M. Speaker, not in any way to be particularly partisan, and
| fully intend to avoid partisanship remarks, but | raise it as an
indication that there was in the beginning of the |ast decade a pretty

uni versal consensus anongst political |eaders, whether they be Liberal,
Conservative or New Denocrat or Rhinoceros or Social Credit, that noney was
tight, that revenue was scarce, and that there were tough tinmes ahead for
each and every one of us.

It is an inportant realization for us in this Assenbly to keep in mnd, as
we assess the past and |l ook to the future, that we had | ow conmodity
prices, low grain prices, |low tax revenues, people |eaving the province,
government in court over its taxation schemes, and royalty structures in a
general econom c mal ai se developing into a full-scale crisis.

But, M. Speaker, how did we react? How did we cone out of that mal ai se?
M. Speaker, we built a consensus, a consensus we called the coalition of
common sense. And as | said, one of the first things to energe fromt hat
consensus was the home nortgage protection plan.

Secondly, M. Speaker, we determ ned as a province to enbark on the
greatest diversification effort in the history of Saskatchewan. And | woul d
like to comment, M. Speaker, on sone of the attitudes floating around
regardi ng the so-called negaprojects. |n Saskatchewan we have determ ned
that we wish to process nore of our resources at hone and to preserve for
this province the benefits of those resources. And | mght add, at a
recent neeting with a nunber of Pool del egates, the consensus around the
table there was that we need to be a producer and a nmanufacturer versus
just a hewer of wood. Again, through consultation with people in farm
groups, the feeling continues to be we nust be nore than just hewers of
wood.

And the point is, M. Speaker, that if you want to turn your pulp into



paper, we nust be innovators. Wy should we ship our raw product out of
the province and gi ve sonebody el se the jobs rather than producing it here?
If you're going to turn pulp into paper, there's only one way to do that,

and that's to produce your own paper mll. And we have built a paper mll,
and we're all aware of the paper mll going up in Prince Albert. And, M.
Speaker, | believe the people and the nen and wonen of Prince Al bert and

the northern part of Saskatchewan are beneficiaries to the job creation and
through the work that it creates in the forest industry.

(2100)

M. Speaker, if you want to stop shipping your heavy oil out of the

provi nce and wi sh to upgrade it at honme, then what do you do? There is
only one way of upgrading the product -- that's to build an upgrader. And
we're aware of the NewG ade upgrader right here in the city of Regina. |If
you want to supply your own cable, it requires the building of a cable
factory. And if you want to process your natural gas into fertilizer, then
you nmust as well build a plant to process that product, to provide the
fertilizer so that the farners of Saskatchewan can have their own product
provi ded at an econonical price.

M. Speaker, there is no magic, no nagic to diversification, no nmagic at
all. It is quite sinple. If we w sh these diversifications, then we nust
buil d, and sone part of that building is going to include | arge-scale
projects that have been called, by some, negaprojects, but by those who
find them untast ef ul

But | et us renenber the serious econoni c backdrop of the 1980s, and |et us
have a quick assessnent of the diversification we have been able to obtain
in spite of those conditions.

We have built our own paper mll in Prince Albert. W have built a cable
factory in Mbose Jaw. W do have a bacon plant now operating in North
Battl eford; an upgrader in Regina, with one on the way in LlIoydm nster; a
pharmaceutical conpany in Wl seley; a recreational vehicle conpany; a
tractor manufacturer; a turbine plant; an entire conmputer industry in
Saskat oon; a huge new natural gas exploration and devel opnent industry.
And M. Speaker, there are many, nmany ot hers.

Dl ndeed, M. Speaker, when you | ook back over the | ast eight years and you
| ook at the amount of manufacturing that has taken place, we have indeed
experienced a 600 per cent increase in manufacturing in this province --
600 per cent during the toughest tinmes possible. And these, M. Speaker,
are only the directly econonmc facilities we have built. There is also the
entire area of social and public infrastructure that, in spite of the hard
times, in spite of reduced governnent revenues, we have built wth a
passi on.

M . Speaker, we have built new hospitals in dozens of communities, and I am
proud and grateful that the community of Mdosom n, which | represent,
recently had a new hospital announced for their community. And | m ght

add, M. Speaker, that contrary to sonme of the suggestions that the
announcenent was made because there's an election immnently on the



horizon, | have consulted with the Mnister of Health on many occasi ons,
and | believe the people in Mosomn, over a period of years, have shown

t hrough hard work and comm tnent and co-operation, | mght add, because
when | was first approached as an MLA, the community had requested not only
a hospital but a new care home. And | just felt that with the economc

condi tions maybe we should work for one project to start with and work into
the next one. So | asked the hospital board and the care honme board to
deci de what they wanted. And guess what, M. Speaker! They got together
and they deci ded the hospital was the nost inportant thing they needed at
this time. They worked together rather than working as two separate
entities.

And M. Speaker, I'mglad to say we didn't wait until the eve of an

el ection to announce that hospital, but we announced it alnbst two years to
when the next election needs to be called. M. Speaker, an election, we
are aware it doesn't have to be called, or we really have to get into one,
until COctober of 1991. So | believe we have treated the people of

Saskat chewan and Mbosom n fairly by announcing their hospital well in
advance.
As well, M. Speaker, after years of a noratoriumon nursing hones, this

provi nce has built well over 2,000 new nursing hone beds fromthe north to
the south, fromthe east to the west. Alnbst every conmunity has been
benefitting because of the construction in nursing home beds across this
provi nce.

We, as well, have built dozens of new schools and added to and renovated
dozens of others. W have expanded and enhanced our educational system
fromregional colleges in the towns to satellites in outer space. And |et
me make a comment about our regional college concept.

| know a nunber of young people, know a nunber of young farners, young
wor ki ng peopl e, who are upgrading their education through the regional
col |l ege concept. And, M. Speaker, | get favourable comments every day.

In fact | mght add that prior to my election in 1986, and sitting at the
table of one farmfamly, and the |ady that happened to be a teacher, she
said, why couldn't we get nore education out into rural Saskatchewan? M.
Speaker, this concept has indeed done that, as it brings education, brings
university, the opportunity for expansion in university, basically right to

your doorstep. It takes away the heavy cost of tuition fees and |iving
accommodati ons that are needed when you have to nove away from hone, and |
believe nore people will take advantage of this concept.

M. Speaker, working together with famlies and nen and wonen across this
provi nce, we have constructed community rinks, nuseuns, galleries, and
theatres. You see, we have acconplished nuch in the face of great
difficulty. W have done it through partnershi ps and consensus at every
level, fromfund raising in the community to governnent grants.

M. Speaker, nuch of this was nmade possi bl e because peopl e in Saskat chewan
believe that they can do nuch for thenselves if the governnent would give
thema bit of assistance. And, M. Speaker, the list could go on and on,
and during this debate I'm sure many of ny colleagues will add to it.



But | provide this history to informus in this debate of the fact that
facing difficult challenges is not new to the people of Saskatchewan or to

t he governnent of this province. Indeed, M. Speaker, the chall enges have
intensified, but in their basic character they remain the sane. And while
the solutions nmust take new forns at the root, the solutions will still be

ones that grow out of the personality of our province and our people.

The Regi na upgrader is a good case in point. W have had huge supplies of
heavy oil for generations. |In fact |'mnot sure how many years or for how
many decades we've tal ked of processing that heavy oil. And throughout our
hi story, what have we done? W've continued to ship the raw product out of
this province for processing and then to buy it back for our own use. The
benefits of jobs and the new wealth accrued to those who processed our
product and then sold the upgraded oil, not to the province of

Saskat chewan. It was an obvious resource that could bring benefits hone if
we were able to build the necessary partnership, the necessary consensus to
get the job done.

And i ndeed there are always going to be those who say, don't build that
megapr oj ect but do sonething else instead. M. Speaker, it took sone tine,
sonme hard work, some dedication, but we did go forward and we built a
partnership with the co-operatives of the province of Saskatchewan.

And there is no doubt that even with the start-up difficulties that the
upgrader has faced, the people of Saskatchewan will indeed benefit from
upgrading their own oil. R ght across the province there are snal

busi nesses that have contracts today and are providing jobs in this

provi nce because the upgrader exists. There are enpl oyees who woul d not
have jobs, at |east not in Saskatchewan, if the upgrader did not exist here
in this province.

And this is all because of the result of a partnership between the
co-operative novenent and the governnent of Saskatchewan. And that
partnership, M. Speaker, has extended across the spectrum particularly
wi thin the co-op novenent.

Let me look for a mnute at Saskatchewan Wheat Pool. M. Speaker, | net
recently with a nunber of pool commttee nenbers, and as we were sitting
and di scussing the problens in agriculture, they also nentioned sone of the
probl ens they face as a grain-buying and marketing agency. And |
conplinmented themon the fact that they got into the . . . pardon ne, they
have put thenselves into the position where they are beginning to refine
their product and market it so that you and | can drive down the street in
Regi na or Saskat oon, stop at Robin's Donuts, enjoy a cup of coffee and a
doughnut, because Saskat chewan Wheat Pool believes they have to diversify.

W see the organization buying into Biggar malt to help diversify the
econony and to build a consensus through public participation. Recently,
M. Speaker, | noticed in The Western Producer of March 15, 1990, not only
have they expanded into Biggar nmalt, but | see they're expanding into
British Colunbia. Saskatchewan Wheat Pool has decided to buy its way into
a better market position through the purchase of two bakery supply




di stribution conpanies in British Colunbia. And you would ask why. Well
Don Loewen of Sask Weat Pool says:

However, tougher conpetition in the B.C. market-place neant a different
approach was needed to get better access to the bakery trade there. They
couldn't nove the product fromhere to B.C. They found it was easy for
themto buy their way into that market-pl ace.

And why woul d they do that? They did that because they believed they have
to expand their conpany so they can provide a better service for their
menbers, and | believe in the end they' re | ooking at supplying the service
to the province.

Lois Loewen (it says) said the purchase fits in with the pool's |long-term
diversification strategy. In recent years the pool has bought shares in
Prairie Malt Limted, Philom Bios |Incorporated, a Saskatoon biotechnical
conpany, and in Northco Foods, which owns and sells Robin's Donuts

franchi ses.

So you see, M. Speaker, diversification is nothing new It's not solely
for the governnent of the province of Saskatchewan, but certainly
diversification is sonething that even |arge busi nesses can becone invol ved
in to make their conpanies nore viable and nore productive.

W al so see Co-operators Data Services designing and marketing the new
health card now penetrating nmarkets around the world. W see the credit
unions acting as an energetic distribution systemfor Power bonds and ot her
public participation instrunents, and you can bet, M. Speaker, that they
will be very nmuch involved in the Coonmunity Devel opnment Bonds detailed in
the throne speech.

And there have been other exercises in consensus building and partnership,
whet her with enpl oyees in WESTBRIDGE to create a state of the art, world
cl ass conputer facility at the University of Regina, or the enployees of
Printco to create a new, conpetitive printing conpany. The partnerships
have been there and they have been real. They have been creating

enpl oyment and opportunity and conditions that can only be described as
econom cal ly disastrous. And these partnerships, M. Speaker, have been
wor ki ng and, | believe, will continue to work.

But the best partnerships, M. Speaker, are those that are built at the
local level. And | amparticularly pleased with sone of the major
successes we have had in achieving that objective. The rural devel opnent
corporations are partnerships in concept and in fact. They consist of a
m ni mum of three nmunicipalities joining together with the governnent to
devel op a |l ocal consensus, to find |ocal opportunities, and to take
advant age of those opportunities to develop their towns and the rural
muni ci palities.

In my constituency alone, there are two RDCs (rural devel opnent
corporations) that are actively pursuing ways and neans of nmaking their
communities nore viable and progressive. And the program has been gai ning
greater and greater levels of participation fromcomunities right across



t he province.
(2115)

The community econom ¢ devel opnent program was, and continues to be,

anot her part of the partnership response to the serious economc crisis we
face. Wth nmenbership fromthe | ocal community, these comrunities devel op
pl ans for the town and put those plans in effect with the active
participation of all the townspeople.

And, M. Speaker, there are sonme notable successes for this program where
towns and vill ages have succeeded in obtaining new busi nesses, from
furniture makers and manufacturers to dental clinics. And | have a fewin
my constituency.

Again I'll rem nd you to renmenber the backdrop to these events. Renenber
the crisis in agriculture, the rapid decline in governnent revenues, and
the econom ¢ war bei ng waged agai nst our province by nost of the world.
M. Speaker, this is not a rosy picture, but | believe it is also not a
pi cture of despair.

And | would like to directly address, M. Speaker, the concerns expressed
by many peopl e, including those on the benches opposite, about sonme of the
unsuccessful prograns. Because we nust squarely and reasonably address the
unsuccessful as well as the successful. And | say without reservation that
menbers of the opposition or general public have a right to challenge the
government on its attenpts that we do not produce all that we woul d hope
for.

However, | would suggest it is tine to address a new agenda and the new
chal | enges ahead of us. But | could also add that it is not human to admt
failure. However, recognition of our m stakes and | earning from our

m st akes can hel p each one of us grow and devel op personally and
corporately.

W may condemn each other in this Assenbly for our failures. The
opposition may, and |I'm probably guessing that we may hear about G gaText a
nunber of times throughout this session, and we as a party could respond

and say well, |ook at what happened with Nabu. But, M. Speaker, | do not
believe we really want to get into the partisan act of blam ng each ot her
for each other's failures. | believe we want to conplinent each other for

the fact that we have learned fromour m stakes and there i s nothing
i nhuman in admtting your m stakes as long as you learn fromthem

May | ask this question: is the fact that not all efforts succeed reason
enough to say that no effort should be nade at all? Wuld it be fair to
surm se that had the Wight brothers failed in their first attenpts to fly
that we nay be as well advanced in aviation as we are today?

Earlier | listed a nunber of the great successes achieved through our
diversification program And if we were to look at all of the smal

busi nesses that have been created directly as a result of the policies of
the governnent and its efforts at building partnerships, | believe that we



woul d have to conclude that the program nust conti nue.

Clearly, M. Speaker, no governnent, regardless of political persuasion, is
i mmune from maki ng m stakes, not this governnent, not any governnent,

whi chever has exi sted over the period of mankind. But the answer to the

m stake is not to attack the entire program but it's to learn and to
continue forward and to build. W nust |earn fromour m stakes and ensure
greater controls, and with the help from provi dence, better predictions can
be made as we continue buil di ng our province.

The central issue is we should proceed, and we should proceed in the face
of the enornous econom c chall enges we nust cope with. The answer is that
we nust, precisely because of those challenges. |ndeed our experience as a
province is the unequivocal evidence witten large in the 600 per cent

i ncrease manufacturing that we nust proceed, we nmust continue to expand, to
build, and to diversify. Qur experience is that if we do not proceed, our
popul ation loss will be greater still, and our econom c problens wll
beconme nuch worse.

So, M. Speaker, in concluding the first part of ny remarks, | suggest that
if we survey the past decade, we see that there has been much progress and
much success in face of the great hardshi ps we have encountered. | think
al so we can see that the m stakes that have been nade, while inportant,
shoul d not persuade us to give up the goal or to ignore the dream The

| esson, M. Speaker, is not one of despair but one of hope and of
confidence that even in the worst of econom c circunstances we have nmanaged
to build, to protect, and to grow

Now we | ook to the future with another crisis. As Her Honour said, every
time a famly loses a farm young people | eave the province, and those are
young people in Regina as well as in ny community of Mosomn or Kipling or
Wawot a, M. Speaker. And we have indeed entertained a fairly lively debate
addressing the agricultural question today.

M. Speaker, we face a crisis, as speakers have said before ne, in many
cases not of our own nmaking, but brought to us in part by sone of the
federal government policy, and nostly by the attitude of the Americans and
t he Europeans and the subsidy war that we have been forced into in order to
protect the farm ng communities of this province. And again | say, we nust
find i nnovative and cost-effective ways of dealing with that crisis.

In my first few sentences | suggested that the throne speech outlines a new
way of governing. And, M. Speaker, it is ny deep conviction that this new
way is the central key to addressing the chall enges of today and the next
century.

The speech outlines what is being called Consensus Saskat chewan. But the
title matters I ess than the substance, and the substance of this proposal,
| believe, is powerful. Already many of ny cabi net col |l eagues have been
engagi ng in an unprecedented effort to gain input directly fromthe people
of this province in designing their individual prograns.

| ndeed the recent announcenents of restraint are alnost entirely a product



of those consultations, in what nmany are saying is going to be a
pre-el ection budget, and we've heard many comrents about this. The

upcom ng budget gives all the indications, | believe, of being the
post - el ection docunent, bringing with it cuts in sonme of our favourite
prograns. | believe this is a dramatic change in Saskatchewan politics, if

financi al neasures that reduce the benefits of every person in the province
are heralded as a precursor to an election. And | wish to coment briefly
on those neasures.

| want, M. Speaker, to congratulate the Prem er on what can only be seen
as exceptional courage and exceptional character in taking the action he
did a coupl e weeks ago, actions and deci sions which were, nor will they
ever be easy to nake at any tine.

It is true that many people in the consultation process called for an end
to the gas tax rebate and the hone program And, M. Speaker, | have found
over the past three years as an MLA, many of ny constituents indeed telling
me that we should never have put the prograns into place. W should have
put the tax on gasoline because we needed to build an infrastructure of
roadways in our province and not worried about a rebate. So, M. Speaker,
the response the Prem er nmade addressed that question. Indeed many call ed
for the conplete elimnation of the nortgage protection plan; however, |
believe ny coll eagues nade the right decision when they didn't elimnate
the program Even though they added a percentage to it, even today the
interest rates at lending institutions are standing in the 14 to 15 per
cent. M. Speaker, young famlies could not afford another round of high
interest rates, trying to buy their hones.

| rem nd nenbers of the Assenbly that these prograns were the very ones
upon which the Premier built his first governnent, the first PC governnent
in this province in a nunber of years, of 1982. And | can inagi ne how
difficult it was to have announced the prograns, and | believe we westled
|l ong and hard, but then to cancel and to constrain them This deci sion,
M. Speaker, showed political will and trenendous | eadership.

And the fact is that while consensus and public input are critical, we wll
never elimnate the need for strong and effective | eadership, |eadership
that sets out clear policy options for the people of this province;

| eadership that provides a vision and gives substance to that vision

| eadership that not only identifies problens but that has the intelligence,
courage, and willingness to send out solutions to the problens and policies
to take advantage of the opportunities.

M. Speaker, | amproud to work with such a leader. It is too common in
many circles today to reap the harvest of despair, to exploit the | oss of
the farmor the famly farm or the hurt of small towns; too common to prey
on the province's economi ¢ msfortune without ever posing an alternative.
The challenge, | believe for all of us, is whether we are government

enpl oyees seeking higher salaries, or politicians seeking power, the
challenge is to put forward creative solutions that not only address our
own demands but that account for the challenges of the province as a whol e;
to come up with alternatives that will address our own wants w thout injury
to other nmenbers of our society. And that is the other half of the



equation of |eadership, M. Speaker, consensus buil ding.

It is not good enough for anyone to stand up and say, increase spending in
every area that | think is inportant, but while you're at it, get rid of

the deficit. It is not good enough to dism ss the real econom c hardship
of farmfamlies and towns people and workers laid off in Regina or

Saskat oon, or hone owners who are faced with higher interest costs. It is
not good enough to dism ss all of these people and to say, | want ny

standard of living to increase regardless of what is happening to ny
nei ghbour or to, indeed, the rest of this province, a province that I'm
proud to be a nenber of and to have the privilege of living in, nor is it

good enough, M. Speaker, to say, well, the governnent is full of waste and
m smanagenent. M. Speaker, |'ve heard that for years, and we've all heard
that. | believe that's a easy coment to nmake and to hide behind, but

let's ook at the reality.

Let nme address one of the continuing issues we hear about, and that issue |
would like to address at this time is advertising. Advertising is a
sensitive political issue, so |l will deal with that item The Prem er
announced that he has inposed restrictions on governnent advertising, but I
woul d ask, how far should he go? The big ticket itenms in advertising
budget are easy to isolate. These itens, | believe, directly address

fam |y and personal concerns.

Let ne give you a few exanples. The Everyone Wns program-- this
advertising addresses the preventative health neasures that each one of us
are responsible for in order to protect our health program Mjor
expenditures: we have the Lights On For Life canpaign, the fasten your
seat -belt canpai gns, the canpai gn agai nst drinking and driving. Each one
of these expenditures, M. Speaker, address our famlies and protection of
the famly. The canpaign against illiteracy and the children's readi ng
program an educational program pronoting a greater awareness of reading
skills. The Saskat chewan Pension Plan, the first of its kind, and when we
| ook into the future, a real opportunity for Saskatchewan residents to plan
for the future. And the tenders for departnents and Crowns, the D al
Before You Di g canpai gns, and several dozen others. You see, M. Speaker,
sonme people may portray governnent advertising as if it is totally
political, but when you | ook at the facts, you see that all of it serves
social policy or, in the case of Crown corporations, corporate policy.

Let ne give you anot her exanple. Should the governnment for exanple go to
SG (Saskat chewan Government |nsurance) and say, no nore advertising. [|'m
sure that many of the small businesses in ny comunity that are S@ agents
woul d conme running to ne and say, what are you doing? Are you trying to
destroy ny business by not allowing ne to advertise when all nmy conpetitors
are adverti sing?

So the question has to be asked: how far does a governnent go? | believe
there nust be a consensus devel oped on the answer to this question as with
others, but it should not be trivialized that significant internal
restraint has been and continues to be exercised.

(2130)



If | take this back just a couple of sessions, this Assenbly, M. Speaker,
consi dered neasures that involved down-sizing the bureaucracy by sone 2,000
gover nnment enpl oyees, and that was done through attrition and early
retirement. It was done conpassionately, but it was done.

O her neasures include greater accountability for public funds distributed
to third parties were al so undertaken. And | can add, |'m sure, that many
of ny coll eagues found that this was not an easy decision to nake.

Recently the Mnister of Finance announced a spending freeze on internal
gover nnment expenditures, a reduction in cabinet and | egislative
secretaries' salaries, restrictions on travel and expenses, as well as the
restrictions on advertising. | don't know of anyone who enjoys having a
reduction in salary, but | believe the nove was taken to show that we
really were interested in addressing the deficit, realizing the financial
difficulty that we face in this province, and the problens that farm
famlies and snall - busi ness peopl e and nmen and wonen across the province
face.

And, M. Speaker, | was nore than willing to accept that fact of the
roll-back in order to help the people of this province. Al of this has
been done, and it is a real neasure of the governnent's conmmtnent to sound
financi al managenent.

Qobvi ously, M. Speaker, as the budget approaches, nore wll have to be
consi dered, and the throne speech indicates that indeed nore will be done.

But it is too sinple to say that the consensus has been, build to diversify
this province, should be sacrificed; to say for exanple that the fertilizer
pl ant should not be built. If we are going to keep that conmtnent to
devel op and provide sone econom c stability for our communities, then we
are going to have to conpete with other provinces and i ndeed the worl d.

And I will not go into the details of the fertilizer plant because |I am
confident many of ny colleagues will. But let ne say that the attack on
this project, as part of the old politics, it is a piece of ideology when
nowis a tinme for abandoni ng ideol ogy and forging a new consensus to build
the future of this great province.

| ask, do we build by standing pat, or do we build by encouragi ng

di versification and job creation by working together with whonmever is
interested in hel ping our province by becom ng a manufacturer, rather than
a supplier of our raw products or a hewer of wood.

Where the hard line socialists of eastern Europe fail is that they do not
understand t hat peopl e want progress nmuch nore than they care about

i deol ogy. W are all aware of the mmjor election which took place recently
in East Germany, and the fact that there was an overwhel m ng response and
vote for the conservative coalition, indicating that the people of East
Germany want to begin to develop, they want to throw off the shackl es that
t hey' ve been under for years, and they want to unite with West Germany to
formone solid, progressive country again.



And i n Saskatchewan too, our people are tired of all the political

bi ckering and the call to philosophy. | run into that every day. The
people say it is tinme, M. Speaker, for a new politics, a new consensus.
And this throne speech sets out a dramatic departure from past practice in

Saskat chewan and possibly in the western world. Not only will public
opi nion be a constraint on public policy, as it is in any denocracy, but
the public will be directly involved in the crafting of the policy of their

gover nnent .

| suspect, M. Speaker, that the 100 people tal ked about in the Speech from
the Throne are a very small start to a very |arge undertaking, and |

suggest to ny constituents that | wll continue to seek their advice, as |
have done in the past, to determ ne what roles they want in this process.
Because, M. Speaker, one thing that | do pride nyself on is the fact that,
as the MLA fromthe Moson n constituency, | believe | have worked very
hard at keeping in contact with nmy constituents and forcefully bringing
their concerns to every | evel of governnent.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Toth: -- And again, | nust thank the Mnister of Health for his
announcenent, nade in my constituency, regarding the hospital that the
peopl e have been waiting for, not just for eight years, but all the years
of the fornmer government, even back into the fornmer Liberal years. It's a
long tinme, and | believe they deserved it.

What | have | earned through consultations is that ny constituents are ready
and eager to be directly involved with the devel opnment of new, nore open
structures. | fully expect a high degree of participation fromevery
comunity in the riding and indeed fromnost famlies in the riding, as |
have already seen. W are vitally concerned that our children have
opportunities and that our conmunities are nmade nore secure.

M. Speaker, when | tal k about the security of communities, the
constituents | have met with don't also talk on the basis of |osing the
famly farm but they go well beyond that and they begin to | ook at the
community environnment they live in. They |ook at the school, they | ook at
the hospital, they | ook at the care home, they | ook at the community rink,
and they say to thenselves that the famly farmis not here. Maybe
there'll be a business out here, and before long, all of a sudden, you may
not need a school because there are no children. You may not need a
hospital or you may not need all the beds in your nursing hone.

So it is vital that we work together to secure the future of our
communities and small farns. W are wlling to take a full role in

pur sui ng econom ¢ devel opnent and in addressing mgjor issues, whether they
are to make choices in fiscal responsibility or to devise effective ways of
protecting the environnment. So | congratul ate Her Mjesty's governnment on
this particular initiative and express ny willingness as an MLA and a
citizen of this province to make the effort a great success.

M. Speaker, we will address the challenges and create opportunities so



that our children can take advantage of their full potential; so that the
economc difficulties we face will not pose a never-ending threat to al
that we have built over so many generations; so that we have the best that
can be built and build the best that can be i nmagi ned.

And just before | end, M. Speaker, | want to reflect for a nonent on the
nmoment ous events in Europe and eastern Europe. For 70 years our relatives
and friends in the East bloc have been told, wait, that heaven on earth
woul d cone if only they would wait for the governnment to do it all. And
after 70 years of waiting, what is happening? They are rising up and
demandi ng that they have a voice, a voice which we in our province and in
our country have enjoyed for so nany years.

But we nust also reflect on the fact that in the past sonme groups have been
deni ed that voice. Wnen for decades didn't have a vote in this country.
Abori gi nal people were constrained on where they could travel and also were
denied a vote. Many of our ethnic comunities were shut out of the
denocratic process. |Indeed we have seen religious persecution and
exclusion in our own history.

But, M. Speaker, we have al ways cone together and chal |l enged ourselves to

be nore open to include nore people and to allow greater individual control

over our lives. W have nade strides that today in eastern Europe they are
barely getting a start on. But all through our history we have known there
could be nore, and this throne speech is a najor step in devel opi ng the new
politics in Saskat chewan.

As | close, M. Speaker, | would |ike again to quote just a paragraph from
the Speech fromthe Throne read by Her Mjesty (Honour) yesterday, and it's
t his:

Saskat chewan peopl e have al ways pulled together in tines of crisis, and
found creative and even unconventional solutions to difficult problens.
Toget her we nust face the new chall enges of the future with the sane sense
of hope, conviction and co-operation that has kept Saskatchewan goi ng
strong in the past.

And | believe as we work together, M. Speaker, governnent and the people
of this province, we indeed will be able to do that.

M. Speaker, | amproud to support this Speech fromthe Throne, and I would
nove, seconded by the menber for N paw n:

That a hunbl e address be presented to Her Honour the Lieutenant Governor
as foll ows:

To Her Honour the Honourable Sylvia Fedoruk, Lieutenant Governor of the
provi nce of Saskat chewan.

May it please Your Honour:

We, Her Majesty's dutiful and | oyal subjects, the Legislative Assenbly of
t he province of Saskatchewan in session assenbl ed, hunbly thank Your



Honour for the gracious speech which Your Honour has been pleased to
address to us at the opening of this present session.

| so nove.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Sauder: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. |[|'d |ike to open ny remarks by
conveying to all present how privileged |I feel in having the opportunity to
speak today, and how pleased | amto be back here representing the
interests of the constituents of N pawi n once again.

| am npbst honoured to be seconding the notion nmade by ny col | eague, the
hon. nenber from Moosom n, and would like to congratulate himon a
powerful, inportant address to the nmenbers of this Assenbly. At this tine,
M. Speaker, I'msure that all present would also wish to join with ne in
congratul ati ng Her Honour the Lieutenant Governor on a well delivered and
hi storic Speech fromthe Throne, and in commendi ng her on the fine job she
has done on behal f of the people of Saskatchewan and on behal f of Her

Maj esty the Queen.

| would also like to take this opportunity to welconme you, M. Speaker, and
all of the nmenbers of the Assenbly back to the House, for what | am
confident will be a highly successful and a productive session of the
Legi sl ative Assenbly of Saskatchewan.

Wth respect to the Speech fromthe Throne, | amsure that the inportance
of the message and the tineliness of such an address escaped no one. The
message put forward yesterday by Her Honour was very powerful indeed. And
as was nost eloquently stated by ny coll eague, it does usher in a new
concept of governnment and governing, and is brought to us at a tine of
great change in our society.

The throne speech continues to recognize and to build on the great
diversity of our province, and to build on our strengths as a people and a
province. It recognizes the changing tines, and offers new i deas and fresh
approaches in working with the people in those changing tines.

| ndeed, M. Speaker, all of us here have been provided a great opportunity
to serve the people of Saskatchewan at this a very crucial time in our
history, a time as we head into a new decade and face the changes before
us.

W're in the mdst of interesting times, M. Speaker; difficult, yes, but

al so challenging times for all the residents of Saskatchewan. But of
course, we in Saskatchewan are not alone in facing these types of
chal l enges. W don't have to |look very far within our own country --

per haps the east coast -- who also face an econony rooted in the production
of food, the utilization of resources. For themthere's been a drought of
fish that |I'm sure poses equally dramatic challenges for their conmunities
and for their provinces.

Grain farmers across Canada and indeed in all nations that engage in fair



trade, these farnmers around the world have been brutally attacked by the

international price wars -- the international price wars, as our Prem er

di scussed so well earlier in the debate on the notion on agriculture this
af t er noon.

(2145)

M. Speaker, the absurdity and, frankly, the stupidity of the thinking
behi nd those types of confrontational trade practices are all too evident
to us when we | ook at what is happening in the global grain trade. W | ook
at the changes that are happening in trade and agriculture products world
wide. W think of the changes that have happened wi th subsidies in Europe
that have turned that part of the world into exporters of food and not
inmporters any nore. W think of changes in the Far East and India and

Chi na who are nmuch | ess dependent on inported foodstuffs than they once
were; changes in the market-place at this tinme that although world grain
stocks have dropped to near record lows in |lock-step with the decline in
prices, everything seens to be backwards.

M. Speaker, not only in the grain nmarkets, but there are al so other
changes afoot in the world. W think of recent political changes in
eastern Europe. W' ve just seen elections in East Germany and a

decl aration of independence in Lithuania. But the change is not al
happening in eastern Europe. Recently the hard line socialists of

Ni caragua were thrown out by the people in free elections, and all of
Central and South Anerica is now on the nove to denocracy and nore open
econom es.

| ndeed, M. Speaker, only | ast week on a commentary follow ng the

installation of the newy elected president of Brazil, the comment was nmade
that it is the first tinme in history that all of South Anerica is governed
by duly el ected denocratic governnents -- indeed changing tinmes in our
wor | d.

Clearly, M. Speaker, the world that we live in is changing at an

i ncredi ble pace. As threatening as that change may be, and as daunting as
sonme of the challenges that face us are, they're also exciting tinmes to
live in; an era of change at hone and around the world, and all of the
opportunities that it presents.

This is not sonmething new for the people of Saskatchewan. For our part, we
know t hat the people who built this province, our forefathers, the people
who cane here with nothing nore than a few tools and a | ot of determ nation
and a |l ot of hope, these people also faced great changes and great
chal I enges. Al though the changes may have occurred at a sl ower pace then,
our pioneers nmanaged those changes and faced the chall enges head on.

Today the changes are different, and obviously the responses will have to
be different. However, we nust face the reality of change and deal wth
the chal |l enges presented by it. W think of the changes in our popul ation,
i ncreasingly made up of seniors, who are living |onger, nore productive
lives, and this is demandi ng careful thinking and a careful response, as
many of these sane seniors who are the ones who w el ded those tools; who



had that determ nation and that hope to build this province; who understood
the power that a positive response to that chall enge could bring about

We have communities and people all over the province who are feeling the
effects of the shift in our econom c base, and that requires careful

t hi nki ng, anal ysis and response. W have young people, children and teens,
who are faced with some very conplicated social choices. Their education
nmust prepare themfor their role in the future of this province and as
menbers of the global community, and this requires careful thinking and a
careful response. WMny chall enges, M. Speaker.

W' ve seen many changes, as |'ve said, in eastern Europe. Wwo would have
ever thought that that day would come. Wo woul d have ever thought that
t he hopes and dreans of so many would start to cone true so soon? It

i ndeed nmakes ne very happy to say, M. Speaker, that those changes have
seen the hopes and dreans of many of ny constituents conme true. Not just
constituents, M. Speaker, but neighbours and close famly friends.

| think of a neighbour fromny home community that | recently talked to who
originally canme from Romani a, was back to visit famly there just a year or
so ago. And as we discussed on the street recently some of the changes in
his home country, the tears that cane to his eyes as he tal ked about the
opportunities and what it neant to his famly and to them personally --
very inportant, as we are aware of what's happening in the world.

Many of our constituents, |I'msure all of us, have those ones who cone from
ot her places in the world and who still have famly and friends in the old
country, people who will be living in fear for nost, if not all of their
lives. These changes have cone about through events that we woul d have
consi dered unt hi nkabl e even as this House sat in the |ast session, |et

al one years past.

M. Speaker, | nake nention of those changes hal f-way around the world in
ot her continents because it presents opportunities for us here. W have to
recogni ze changes in the world. W have to grab a hold of what's presented
by it as there's changes in the market-place, and perhaps | ook for the
opportunities there. W can |ook at selling technology. W can |ook at

ot her markets for other products as they change their life-styles and as
their econom es change. W can | ook for opportunities for business
alliances and those types of things.

M. Speaker, com ng back to our Saskatchewan famly farm you can take a

| ook at the nunber of farnmers and the farmfamlies who everyone agrees are
under an incredible burden of debt, M. Speaker -- people who have been
victim zed, not only by the unfair subsidization policies of Europe and the
United States but also by years of uncontroll able drought, sonme areas
grasshoppers and others, flooding in sonme, wheat mdge in still others;
victim zed by problens that reach back to policies of the 1970s, policies
of government ownership of land, inflated | and prices; national policies of
high interest rates without protection; policies designed to encourage

wi despread borrow ng under those high interest rates, against very inflated
| and prices; policies of not diversifying and of |ooking at a single



comodi ty econony, wheat econony.

And | nust say that | believe that we in north-eastern Saskatchewan are

i ndeed fortunate to perhaps not have got caught quite as much in the wheat
econony al one, but that we do produce a diversity of crops in the grass
seeds, the alfalfa for processing, and we have people who are very

know edgeable and famliar with dealing in world markets in the export of
many of those various commodities.

M. Speaker, we can't only look at that in isolation, but we al so nust
recogni ze the needs and the hurts in our rural comrunities caused by the
problens in agriculture, and I'"'msure that we're all well aware and
famliar with them

M. Speaker, to deal with that is going to take | eadership. M. Speaker,
the kind of |eadership that may not al ways make the nost popul ar choi ce,

but will always and consistently endeavour to do the right thing.
Leadershi p, M. Speaker, whose sole notivating force is to formpolicy and
make decisions, to find solutions and capitalize on opportunities that are
in the best interests of the people and in the best interests of the future
of the province. Leadership, M. Speaker, such as that provided so well
and so strongly by our Premer.

M. Speaker, the main issue here is not the change, but it's the manner in
whi ch the people and the nations and the governnments of them are nanagi ng
t hat change and responding to the new world that we face. The way that we
respond to the changing world scene today is going to dictate whether or
not we survive tonorrow, and it places a trenmendous burden of
responsibility not only on the people but on all governnents, this one

i ncl uded.

Regardl ess of the type of change that is occurring, |, however, believe
that there's a common mark that sets apart all successful responses of
change, and | believe that we have that here in Saskatchewan. The driving
force behind any successful advancenent, whether societal change,

t echnol ogi cal change or whatever, the driving force behind that and the
coping with it, M. Speaker, is the people. | believe we have residents of
Saskat chewan who have wel| denonstrated in the past their capability to
deal with that change and are up to neeting the challenge of doing it

agai n.

M. Speaker, just to make it very clear as | talk about this throne speech
and | look at what it presented, and | think one of the nobst inportant
things init is going to be the nethod that we as a governnent use and any
government can use in working with the people at the area that they
represent, in this case the people of Saskatchewan. The announcenent of
bui | di ng a consensus and working with those people, | believe is very
inmportant. | believe it is also very inportant that it's a continuation of
t he governnent's ongoing commtnent to building the province through a
partnership of people and government. This is a partnership, M. Speaker,
that will have the people of Saskatchewan buil ding the province.

As the Lieutenant Governor so effectively conveyed in the Speech fromthe



Throne, ny coll eagues and | spent a good deal of time consulting with the
peopl e all over Saskatchewan in the devel opnent of a Consensus Saskat chewan
policy, finding out exactly what areas they wanted to address, finding out
what their priorities are. They've identified the priorities and, M.
Speaker, we are going to have to deal with those and respond to them

M. Speaker, they told us that they want to see continued diversification
and expansion of their econony -- very inportant for the future, for the
econonmi ¢ wel | -being of our province, for the opportunities for our children
as they face the future.

M. Speaker, | believe that we have the resources and the inputs necessary
to be able to continue to diversify this province so that we're not totally
dependent on agriculture.

As well, M. Speaker, along with that desire for devel opnent, people have
told us that they want to see continued and inproved protection for that
segnent of our econony which has al ways been the basis for our existence,
and that, of course, is still agriculture.

The Premer, in an unprecedented nove, has net with the | eaders of the
financial institutions to discuss ways of working together to handle the
current farmdebt crisis. He's pressing, continuing to press the federal
powers that be to provide powerful assistance in rectifying the
unaccept abl e subsi dy practices of the Europeans and Anericans that are
hurting our farnmers so terribly. He has secured a commtnent fromthe
Government of Canada that noney will be provided for farnmers for spring
seeding. M. Speaker, today's notion was indeed an inportant tool to us to
send to Otawa to enphasi ze the inportance that we place in our agriculture
comunity.

M. Speaker, | don't want to spend all of ny tinme discussing agriculture
and the plight of that industry. There are people who' d say that the
attention paid to the farners and the assi stance and dedi cation given them
by this governnent is causing an urban-rural split. That offends ne, M.
Speaker, that people would think that the interests of one group are being
nmet at the expense of another.

l"d like to say, M. Speaker, that |'ve seen what is going on in ny
constituency, and it hurts ne. |In fact, in nmy career as an MA, | can
honestly say | don't think there's anything that's hurt ne as nuch as
dealing with people who are facing those types of situations on their farns
and in their comunities.

This problemthat we face isn't about rural or urban, M. Speaker, it's
about Saskatchewan. W're all in it together, we're all dependent on it,
and we have to face it together.

M . Speaker, one of the inportant things that are going to have to happen
for us to be able to deal effectively with it are going to be the
enhancenment and the enrichnment of our education and training, providing
tools to continue to build in Saskatchewan. |It's very inportant as we just
went through Education Wek | ast week and have realized how inportant it is



that we have a sound and a good education system here.
(2200)

M. Speaker, people as well want to make sure that they have the facilities
avai l able to the nmenbers of their conmunities to address their needs,

whet her it's the health care needs and others there. M. Speaker, many of
t hese things have been done and provided for, and |I'm proud to say that |
have many of themw thin ny own constituency.

M . Speaker, these projects, such as nursing honmes and hospitals, have been
provided in spite of the adversity and the difficult tinmes that we faced.
M. Speaker, | believe that we'll continue to build on the base that we
have. That's going to nean strengthening of our econony through devel opi ng
existing industries and by further diversifying the econony as a whol e.
It's going to nmean stabilizing our communities through the incorporation of
things like | ocal investnment and snmall-busi ness devel opnment. It's going to
mean ensuring a healthy, satisfying environnment for the personal growh and
success of the people of the province.

M. Speaker, we can all be justly proud of what our province has done in
its 85-year history. M. Speaker, | believe we can be proud of the many
successes that we've had, the many things that we've built, and the

wonder ful place that we do have for our residents to live. M. Speaker,
beli eve we can be proud of the opportunities that we have here, as we | ook
out to a changing world, and as we deal with the opportunities presented

t here.

M. Speaker, | believe that this throne speech has outlined the way that we
can continue to do it, in a partnership with the people of Saskatchewan,

t he governnent hel ping themto achieve the goals and the aspirations that
they' ve set for thenselves and for this province.

M. Speaker, this throne speech has set out a programand a process to
ensure that that building will continue. M. Speaker, | amproud to be
able to second the notion of my coll eague and encourage all other nenbers
of the Assenbly to support it as well.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- M. Speaker, | beg | eave to adjourn the debate.

Debat e adj our ned.

The Assenbly adjourned at 10:03 p. m



