March 21/90

The Assenbly nmet at 2 p.m

Prayers
ROUTI NE PROCEEDI NGS
| NTRODUCTI ON OF GUESTS
M. Pringle: -- Thank you very nuch, M. Speaker. M. Speaker, | would

like to introduce a delegation to you, and through you to nenbers of the
Assenbly, a delegation sitting in your gallery.

As you know, |'msure, M. Speaker, this is International Day for the
Eli mnation of Racial Discrimnation and these individuals represent
organi zations that are working towards the elimnation of racial

intol erance and to pronote equality.

The del egation, there are representatives from various organi zations

i ncl udi ng the Saskatchewan Coal ition Agai nst Raci smand the Southern Africa
Solidarity Committee. And |I'msure the nenbers of the Assenbly would Iike

to wish themluck in their endeavours, pledge our support in making this a

tol erant society, a tolerant Saskatchewan, and | would ask that we join in

our usual fashion to welconme themto the Assenbly today.

Hon. Menbers: nmHear, hear!

ORAL QUESTI ONS

Organi zati on of Consensus Saskat chewan

M. Romanow. -- Thank you very much, M. Speaker. M question today is to
the Deputy Premer in the absence of the Premier, and it pertains to the
Speech fromthe Throne of Mnday, which is sonewhat euphem stically and
perhaps ironically entitled Building the New Saskat chewan Consensus --
after this governnment has spent eight years destroying the Saskat chewan
consensus.

But none the less ny question to the Deputy Premer is this: on page 4 or,
|"msorry, page 2 of the printed docunent that | have in front of nme is the
announcenent of sonething called Consensus Saskatchewan. And | wonder if
you' d be kind enough to tell the people of the province of Saskatchewan
with respect to this 100-person Consensus Saskatchewan, this |atest and
newest Crown corporation created by your governnent, who these people are
going to be; who's going to pick them how are they going to be picked; how
often will they neet; to whomw ||l they report?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. Let's be clear to the Leader
of the Opposition. W are not tal king about a Crown corporation. W are
not tal king about a governnent agency, M. Speaker, but rather we are

tal ki ng about the people of Saskatchewan having a nechanismto have a say




in what their future is going to ook like. That is what Consensus
Saskat chewan is all about. Not state ownership, not Crown corporations,
but the people of Saskatchewan naki ng decisions on their future.

M. Speaker, we will be asking for nom nations fromright across the

provi nce. There are approximately 4,000 letters that have gone out asking
for names. W would wel cone nanes fromthe opposition, and we have asked
that these nom nations in fact be in by April 6.

After that, the 100 will be chosen, based on the geographic |ocations
within the province. W would like to see a m x of rural/urban. For the
menber from Quill Lakes, we would like to see a m x of nale/female, senior
citizens, the youth. And we would like to see all political stripes. The
true intent of this is to be non-partisan . . . (inaudible interjection)

And while the nmenber from Quill Lakes wll have sone difficulty with
that, I think it's inportant that we nmake that decision and put the wll
behind it that in fact that's what we are going to do.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- M. Speaker, | have a new question to the Deputy Premer.

| would tell her that she's dead right. | have a lot of difficulty with
that, keeping in mnd the way this governnent has acted, which, as | have
said, has been to destroy consensus. You didn't consult wth the dental
techni ci ans, for exanple, when you dismantl ed that program You didn't
consult with the highways' workers when you destroyed them too. You
didn't consult with those people involved in the health care systemon the
drug plan, and the record goes on and on. But what | . . . and the nenber
behind you is pointing his finger at me, and you m ght as well just answer
this question too: where was the consultation at the tinme of SaskEnergy,
for exanple, when you bull dozed ahead agai nst the wi shes of the province of
Saskat chewan?

But ny question to you, Deputy Premier, is again the one that | asked to
begin wwth: what is going to be the budget for these people, and who is
going to make the appoi ntnents of these people? Wuld you give us sone
cl ear, specific answers on those two questions?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. Ms. Smth: -- M. Speaker, we have set up a structure within
government under the | eadership of nyself. There will be four mnisters

i nvolved, and there will be four public servants and public citizens that
will be co-chairing the four groups. These four groups are going to be set
up, M. Speaker, based on the need for econom c devel opnent,
diversification, community stability, prograns that apply to people and
their potential, whether it be in the health sector, social services, or

t he education sector.

And | ast, M. Speaker, but not least, will be the issue of fiscal

responsibility. Mny of these people, M. Speaker, will in fact be doing
this on a volunteer basis. Those that cannot afford, whether it be tine
away fromwork wi thout pay |oss, then we will |ook at assisting those to



ensure that there is a cross-section there.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- M. Speaker, the objective of question period is to try to
get sonme nice, sinple answers and to clarify things. And I nust say |'m
sure, M. Speaker, you'll agree, listening to that mnister's answer, it

gets curiouser and curiouser and nore conplicated and nore conpli cat ed.

Let me ask the mnister with respect to this new Consensus Saskatchewan - -
and by the way there nust be sonme acronymto nake this a little easier
stated that Consensus Saskatchewan. | want to ask with respect to the
mandat e: do you visualize, Madam Deputy Premer, that if this group, this
chosen group of 100 Saskatchewan citizens, called Consensus Saskat chewan,
were to recommend to the governnment of the province of Saskatchewan and
your recalcitrant Mnister of Health over there that the dental
school - based children's plan be fully reinplenented the way it was set up
that you wll adopt that recommendation?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- | suspect, M. Speaker, he's not going to like .
The Speaker: -- Order, order. There are two nenbers in the House that
woul d also like to join. You will have the opportunity. The Deputy

Premier is on her feet.

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | suspect the Leader of the
Qpposition won't |like the rest of the answers too. But even if he doesn't
i ke the answer, M. Speaker, that does not nean that the answer is not
val i d.

And | woul d suggest to the Leader of the Qpposition that it's about tine
there was room for varying opinions on how things should be done. | would
al so suggest to the Leader of the Qpposition that it is tinme, M. Speaker,
that the deci sion-maki ng process within denocracy becane to a nuch greater
degree decentralized than what it ever has been in the past.

Now, M. Speaker, we only have to take a | ook around as to what is
happening, not only in the world but in Canada, in various provinces right
across Canada, to know that the public, the people -- and that's who this
institution belongs to -- are demanding a say in the public affairs of
their province. And that's what this process is going to be doing, M.
Speaker .

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- M. Speaker, | have a new question for the Deputy Premer.
The Deputy Prem er tal ks about the need for decentralization of decision
maki ng, a revelation | mght add, M. Speaker, after eight years of closed
government by the | adies and the gentl enmen opposite.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!




M. Romanow. -- WII the Deputy Premer tell us whether or not this chosen
group of 100 people, chosen of course by the Prem er and your cabinet and

t he nmechani sm of decision that you' ve described, wll you tell us whether
or not the 100 people that are so naned are going to be holding their
meetings in public so that the journalists and the public will know exactly
what's being deliberated, what's being on the order plate, what's being on
t he agenda di scussed, and what the decisions are?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. Ms. Smth: -- M. Speaker, this a public process, a public process
for the people of Saskatchewan, and it will be held publicly, including the
100 people that will be disbursed fromaround the province. And | would

only say one thing to the Leader of the Qpposition. Don't prejudge until
you' ve seen the results of it.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- M. Speaker, | have a brand-new question for the Deputy
Premer. | like to make a policy of not prejudging, but unfortunately for
t he peopl e of the province of Saskatchewan we've seen eight years of your
actions, and there's lots to judge to say that you' re inconpetent and not
capabl e of making the right decisions.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- M. Speaker, ny question to the Deputy Premier is this: in
view of the fact that the Speech fromthe Throne mandates these chosen 100
peopl e, chosen by M. Prem er and the cabi net opposite, nmandates them
anong ot her things, "to nmake recommendati ons on how best to take

Saskat chewan t hrough the next decade and into the next century." -- no use
thinking small | suppose, M. Speaker -- if that is the recommendati on and
that is the nmandate, what in the world is the job of your governnment? What
in the world is the role of the cabinet mnister and all of those

| egi sl ative secretaries, all of whomare either in the position, with the
exception of one back bench; what is their position? In view of the fact
that this is the nandate, that you have now in effect passed on your
responsibility to the chosen 100, will you recomrend to the Prem er that he
elimnate the cabinet size over there and the |egislative secretary size
over there so at least if nothing el se cones out of this exercise we can
save the taxpayer some noney? How about that?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- M. Speaker, the governnent's record on
decentralization, I would invite the scrutiny of the Leader of the
Qpposition to conpare the two terns of governnent under this side of the
House, and the issue of decentralization.

He should also, while he's at it, take a | ook at the record of enpl oyees
being able to directly participate in the conpanies that they work for.
Take a | ook at taxpayers directly participating in Crown corporations, M.



Speaker. That record stands second to none.

And if that isn't enough to be scrutinized, he should | ook at the issue of

for the first time Saskatchewan being able to process its resources instead
of shipping those jobs down the pipeline south and to the east, right here

at hone in Saskatchewan. That's what the nmenber shoul d be | ooking at.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Trade Em ssaries to Europe

M. Mtchell: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. 1'd |like to ask a question of the
m ni ster responsible for trade matters, whoever that is under the |atest
reor gani zati on.

My question concerns the throne speech, and the speech states that the
government wi Il sponsor del egati ons of Saskatchewan people to eastern
Europe as trade and agricultural em ssaries. Now the mnister will know
that your government has a long history of appointing former cabinet
mnisters to trade posts, including of course Bob Andrew and G aham Tayl or
nmost recently, but also Paul Rousseau prior to that.

And ny question is: will you disclose to the House today, M nister, what
your plans are for the appointnent of other former cabinet mnisters to
filling these trade enmi ssary posts? My | speculate that it may be the
menber for Souris-Cannington or Maple Creek or Rosetown? Just tell us what
you have in m nd.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. M. Schmidt: -- To informthe nenber opposite, M. Speaker, | am
responsible for international trade and econom c diversification.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. M. Schmidt: -- And it's unfortunate that the nenbers opposite are
nore interested in political wangling than in actually doing business in
the world so that we can earn sone noney to flowinto this province.

Maybe the nmenbers opposite haven't heard, or maybe they are lanmenting the
fact that there has been a free election in East Germany. Maybe they
haven't heard what's happening in eastern Europe. And just naybe we, as
Canadi an citizens and people in this province, should go to eastern Europe
and do business with these people who are now gaining their freedom Not
only are they gaining their political freedom but their econom c freedom
And with economc freedomthere will be trade, and with trade that neans
potential prosperity for this province. So we are going to go there; if
necessary | will go there personally as the current mnister, and we wll
do business with all of the world. W will not hide in Saskatchewan, M.
Speaker .

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!




M. Mtchell: -- A new question, M. Speaker. This mnister doesn't answer
gquestions any better as a mnister for trade than he did as the mnister of
Soci al Servi ces.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Mtchell: -- And | nost strenuously suggest that he not go to these
countries to try and inprove trade.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Mtchell: -- 1've got a better suggestion as to who m ght get over to
Europe and do sonme work -- sonme real work -- and that is the officer that
you have in London, Paul Rousseau, the former cabinet mnister, and save
t he taxpayers the expense of sending you over or sending over sone other
former cabinet mnister that you m ght have in mnd. Your governnent has
recently bought M. Rousseau an expensive new autonobile to the tune of
some $23,000, and | suggest that you contact himand tell himto get on a
ferry over to the continent and get in that new car

The Speaker: -- Order, order. I'mafraid that the mnister didn't hear the
guestion. If he did, he has better ears than | do. Your preanble
certainly didn't indicate your getting to any question. | rose to

interrupt you, and | give you the opportunity to present your question now.

M. Mtchell: -- Wien | saw you rise, | sat down. M/ questionis to the
mnister: will you instruct your trade em ssary in London, M. Rousseau, to
get in that expensive car and get driving around Europe and start pronoting
sone trade on behal f of Saskatchewan?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. M. Schmidt: -- The answer is yes, M. Rousseau will be doing

everyt hing possible to expand business with all of Europe. M. Speaker,
don't know whet her we bought a $23,000 autonobile for M. Rousseau, but it
seens to ne that in Europe $23,000 is not a very expensive Vol kswagen, so

we wll see what he drives with. But certainly in Europe it would be
cheaper to drive than to fly. He will be there and he wll|l be doing
busi ness, and so will the people in our New York office and the people in

our Mnnesota office and the people in our Hong Kong office, because you
can't sit and do business here in Regina when the world is carrying on.
And we will be everywhere. Diversification starts here and it continues
around the .

The Speaker: -- Order.

Si ze of Cabi net

M. Lautermlch: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. M. Speaker, ny question is to
the Deputy Premer and it concerns Monday's throne speech. Madam Deputy
Prem er, your speech nade a very bold statenment and | quote, "waste w ||

not be tolerated.” Wth that in mnd, could you explain why the people of
Saskat chewan are paying the nmenber from Souris-Cannington a full-tine




salary as a cabinet mnister when his only duty is to | ook after the
provi nci al seal and enblem and presumably to run your next election

canpai gn.
Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Lautermlch: -- And, Madam M nister, can you also tell us why the
menber from Regi na

The Speaker: -- Order, order. 1'd like to ask the Mnister of Justice not
tointerfere, not tointerfere with the nenber for Prince Al bert-Duck Lake.

M. Lautermlch: -- Thank you very nuch, M. Speaker. I'd like to as well
ask the mnister why the nenber from Regina South is being paid as a

full -time cabinet mnister for a job that other mnisters have done in
conjunction with other portfolios. And isn't it true that the people of
Saskat chewan are financing this part-tinme mnister to bolster what | would
call a futile attenpt to retain his seat? How can you justify that waste?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- M. Speaker, | don't think that the nmenber woul d

di sagree that, if there was ever a tinme in Saskatchewan where the enphasis
had to be on econom c devel opnent and diversification, nowis the tine. |
don't believe the nmenber would disagree with that statenent.

| would i ke to state very clearly for the menber's benefit, this mnister
is working full tinme. You know, he tal ks about the Provincial Secretary.
Part of that is tradition. However, there's been sonme other things that
have been added, including chairman of the Crown Managenent Board. Pl us,
the job, M. Speaker, and the opposition have stated several tines that the
vari ous econom ¢ departnents in governnent need to be co-ordinated. M.
Chai rman, he is co-ordinating those various departnments, and at the sane
time he is also out in the smaller cities, the large cities, the towns and
the villages in terns of public consultation on econom c devel opnent and

di versification

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Lautermlch: -- | have a new question to the same mnister. Madam

M ni ster, nobody woul d argue that he's not working full tinme, but |I would
believe it's part tine for the PC Party of Saskatchewan, and you know t hat
as wel | .

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Lautermlch: -- Madam M ni ster, you say that your governnent wants
consensus. The consensus of Saskatchewan people is that you shoul d cut
back on the 20 cabinet mnisters that you' ve got and the 10 | egislative
secretaries that are sitting around there, one of themworking for the
Provincial Secretary. That's the consensus of the people of this province.

How can you say that you're commtted to endi ng waste when you cut three



departnents from governnent but you don't cut the mnisters, and you

mai ntain the 10 | egislative secretaries, whose only duty is to sit around
here and collect extra pay. Wen are you going to address that waste,
Madam M ni ster? Wen are you going to cut that bloated cabinet, and when
are you going to unload those non-productive | egislative secretaries?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Lautermlch: -- O do the people of Saskatchewan have to do that for
you .

The Speaker: -- Order.

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- M. Speaker, | can only state once again the inportance

of the enphasis in Saskatchewan bei ng on econom ¢ devel opnent and
diversification. And that priority is going to have to remain for sone
time, whether it's devel opnent in the rural comrunities through the rural
affairs or whether it's in urban Saskatchewan. But it is going to take
time and effort, not only on the mnister's part but on this Assenbly.
That means opposition, too.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Publ ic Funds and Private Conpani es

M. Sol onon: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. My question is to the Mnister of
Econom c Devel opnent, and it concerns Monday's throne speech as well. The
t hrone speech said on page 13, and | quote:

Agencies and third parties receiving government funds will be required to
prepare detailed public financial statenments for the people of
Saskat chewan to know how and where their noney is spent.

M. Mnister, does this nean that we can anticipate such full audited
statenents in the very near future fromCargill, Saferco, fromMIIar
Western, and from Peter Pocklington?

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. M. Schmdt: -- M. Speaker, Cargill has an annual report, and | doubt
if the nenber opposite understands it. The other conpani es have reports.
There is nothing to hide here.

The Speaker: -- Order, order.

Hon. M. Schmdt: -- The nenbers opposite object to this governnent joint
venturing with corporations, M. Speaker, who have never gone broke --
corporations who are very successful, corporations who are worl d-w de, and
corporati ons who have experti se.

Certainly we cannot find these corporations in eastern Europe, so we have
to deal with corporations from Canada, corporations fromthe United States,
and corporations fromwestern Europe. Now we cannot . . . | nean, their



friends don't have corporations, so | can't deal wth their friends; that's
t he probl em

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Sol onon: -- M. Speaker, a new question to the sane mnister. M.
Mnister, let me see if | have this straight. A transition house receiving
a few thousand dollars fromyour government is to be called on to account
for every penny, yet huge conpanies like Cargill, Saferco, and MI I ar
Western can cone in and wite their own ticket, bleed the treasury dry, and
they don't have the sanme responsibility to account to the taxpayers as does
that transition house. The consensus of Saskatchewan people, M. Mnister,
is that this is grossly unfair, and ny question is this: is that what your
government and is that what you're telling the people of this province,

that there is a double standard in your tax grant policy? You want audited
statenents for transition houses but secrecy for your corporate big

busi ness friends.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. M. Schmdt: -- M. Speaker, last night nmy father and | had a

di scussion -- ny grandfather was a foundi ng nmenber of the Saskatchewan
Wheat Pool; ny father was 19 years an agent of the Saskatchewan Weat Pool
-- and we had a di scussion about people being opposed to Cargill and the
government building a fertilizer plant. And he said, | can't understand
it. He said the wheat pool was given a chance to join in, the co-op was
given a chance to joinin -- they weren't interested. Wat do we do then
if an international corporation like Cargill is interested in producing our
natural gas and processing it into fertilizer in Saskatchewan? Then we
shoul d proceed with that production in Saskatchewan.

Now who's opposed to this plant? WlIl, they're conpetitors. Comnco is
opposed, all of the conpetitors of this plant are opposed, and the NDP are
right in there with the conpetitors of this plant. Wwy? Because none of

them-- the conpetitors and the NDP want this plant to fail. Well Cargil
and the Governnent of Saskatchewan will build a successful plant, and once
it'"s up and rolling, we will turn those shares over and roll themover to

citizens in Saskatchewan so they can participate in that plant.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hungry Children in Saskat chewan

M. Prebble: -- M. Speaker, ny question is to the Mnister of Socia
Services and it relates to the acknowl edgenent, at long | ast after three
years, in this throne speech that there is w despread hunger in the

provi nce of Saskatchewan. Now in light of that acknow edgenent, M.
Mnister, | would like to ask you whether you are prepared to indicate
today that imrediately your governnment will put in place the funding that
is required for a school breakfast and school |unch programto be delivered
by | ocal school boards and day care centres in this province, wherever
hunger is a denonstrated problem




| ask you, sir, on behalf of the 22,000 children who |last year in this
province had to rely on a food bank as a result of the policies of your
government, whether you will at last, M. Mnister, put in place this
urgently needed school breakfast, school |unch programin the province of
Saskat chewan and provide the funding that's required.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. M. Martin: -- M. Speaker, as the Mnister of the Famly, |'ve been
dealing with the hunger issue. I|I'mdelighted to say, M. Speaker, in

di scussing this problemw th peopl e throughout the province during the | ast
four nonths, | discover that we have, in this province, been dealing food
prograns to children since 1972.

As a matter of fact, there are 2,000 children who are fed every day in this
city; in the neighbourhood of 3,000 throughout the province. The
government of Saskatchewan funds 1,600 neals every day in this city al one
to children who are hungry. There are a |l ot of food prograns -- feeding
prograns, |lunch prograns, or hot |unch prograns, hot breakfast prograns --
for children around the province.

| want to congratul ate the people of this province, the volunteers and the
organi zati ons of the school people and the churches, who are involved in
the feeding program M. Speaker, over the years they' ve done an excell ent
j ob.

What nmy role is, M. Speaker, and has been over the last little while, is
to discuss with these people how we, the governnment, m ght hel p them best
in their prograns. And they've been telling nme how that can be done, M.
Speaker. And I'mdelighted to say that | think in the near future I'll be
able to address their responses nore concretely, the way that they would
like themto be done. Thank you, M. Speaker.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M NI STERI AL STATEMENTS

Nam bi an* | ndependence

Hon. Ms. Smth: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. Today, the Brotherhood of
Nations wel cones a new nenber. The State of Nam bia today cel ebrates their
i ndependence. This represents the end of an arduous and difficult
struggle, but nore inportantly a new beginning for its people.

At a time when people in other parts of the world are gaining their
freedom this devel opnment represents a very positive first step in South
Africa. W applaud the efforts of those citizens of Saskatchewan and
Canada who have contributed to this independence.

We are particularly proud of three citizens of this province who in fact
served as the election supervisors: M. Janice Gail Baker, M. Geoffrey
Pardoe and M's. Hel en Pardoe.



Today we join Nam bians in their jubilation with our congratul ati ons, and
we w sh themwell for the future.

Today's recognition of their independence is especially appropriate, since
March 21 has been proclainmed by ny coll eague, the Mnister of Culture,

Mul ticulturalismand Recreation as "International Day for the Elimnation
of Racial Discrimnation."

| ask ny coll eagues on both sides of the House, and indeed all citizens of
Saskat chewan, to in fact recognize this inportant day and to join wth nme
in wrking to pronote racial tolerance and to end racial discrimnation.

M. Tchorzewski: -- Thank you M. Speaker. On behalf of the opposition,
join the Deputy Premer in welcomng this inportant devel opnent that has
taken place in Nam bia. W applaud and wel cone what is happening there.

| think it is inportant to note that there are still, in many parts of the
wor |l d, oppression and discrimnation, but as is | think exenplified by what
i s happening in Nam bia and in places |ike Eastern Europe and ot her places,
there is a nmomentum for hope; there is a nonentum for hope that sone of
that that people in the free world have been concerned about and have tried
to change is beginning to change. And certainly our encouragenent and our
joy with what's happening in Nam bia is extended to them

There is nowhere, | think, better than in Saskatchewan for an understandi ng
of how people can truly live together and understand their differences, and
yet be able to develop sonmething in unison and in common as we have done in
this province, because in this province we have peopl e who have settl ed
here fromliterally every part of the world. It's not unusual to go on any
street corner in Saskatchewan and hear any | anguage spoken and not be
surprised by that.

And so | say, M. Speaker, in joining with the Deputy Prem er, that we
extend our congratul ations to the people who served as el ection supervisors
from Saskat chewan, and we congratul ate the people in Nam bia and we w sh
themwell in the future.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Appoi nt rent of Conm ssioner to Conduct Judicial Inquiry

Hon. M. Lane: -- |I'mpleased to announce, M. Speaker, the appointnent of
the comm ssioner who will conduct the judicial inquiry into the alleged

i nproper paynment of noney to officials of the Saskatchewan Transportation
Conmpany. The Hon. Russell Brownridge, former justice of the Court of
Appeal of Saskatchewan, will assune his duties as comm ssioner imediately.

M. Brownridge served as a justice of the Court of Queen's Bench from 1959
until 1969 when he was appointed to the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal. He
retired fromthe Court of Appeal on July 3, 1988. Since noving to Regina
in 1962 he served as elder of Lakeview United Church, nmenber of the
Canadi an Cl ub, a nenber of the board of Regi na Synphony, chairman of the
Regi na chapter of The Canadi an Council of Christians and Jews, president of



t he Saskat chewan division of the Red Cross Society, and national president
of that society. He served on the board of St. Andrew s Coll ege,

Saskat oon, and actively supports comunity organizations in Regina. On two
occasions M. Brownridge has served as chairman of the federal el ectoral
boundari es comm ssion for Saskatchewan to redraw the federal el ectoral
boundaries for this province.

Under the commissioner's direction, this inquiry will have responsibility
to inquire into and report on the allegation that officers of the

Saskat chewan Transportati on Conpany obtai ned noney inproperly in connection
wi th the purchase of notor coaches by the Saskatchewan Transportation
Conpany from Eagl e Bus Manufacturing, |nc.

Secondly, the allegation that noney obtained in connection with the
purchase of notor coaches by the Saskatchewan Transportation Conpany from
Eagl e Bus Manufacturing, Inc. was to be used for political purposes in
Canada.

Thirdly, the purchasing practices of the Saskatchewan Transportation
Conmpany with particular reference to previous or proposed purchases of
nmot or coaches from Eagle Bus, or, in the discretion of the comm ssioner,
any ot her purchases of notor coaches by the Saskat chewan Transportation
Conpany.

Fourthly, the accounting nmethods used by the Saskat chewan Transportation
Conpany with particular reference to the recording, review, and
verification of transactions with Eagle Bus Manufacturing.

The comm ssioner nay al so petition the Lieutenant Governor in Council to
expand these terns of reference to cover any matter regarding the

Saskat chewan Transportati on Conpany that the conm ssioner nay deem
necessary as a result of information comng to his attention during the
course of the inquiry.

Thank you, M. Speaker.
M. Koskie: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | want to thank the mnister for

providing a copy of the statenent. Cbviously we've had a very short period
of tine to take a look at it, but | want to make a few coments.

And | nust say that it's a sad day at the beginning of a |egislative
session here in Saskatchewan that we open and we have the all egations of
crimnal wongdoing, crimnal case under way in the United States, RCW
i nvestigation here in Canada, and now a judicial inquiry on top of it.

| want to say that as a result of the allegations that have been nade, that
there is a cloud over this entire government. And | say this and | say
that the terns of reference have to be as broad and as wi de as possi bl e.
And | woul d have thought that when the governnment is under the cloud as
well, or could be .

An Hon. Menber: -- No, it is.




M. Koskie: -- Is, in fact, because they are the governnment and the

enpl oyees who have been charged. | would have thought that the governnent,
rat her than secretly setting down and deciding on their own the terns of
reference, that they would at | east have cone to the opposition and

i ndicated, take a | ook at these ternms of reference, and is this in fact
going to clear the air once and for all for the people of Saskatchewan?
And that's what we're going to be demandi ng.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Koskie: -- M. Speaker, we are going to be considering in detail the
terms of reference, and we are going to be reserving the decision as to
whet her or not they're broad enough. M first glance at them-- they're
far too narrow, and we will accordingly be providing the mnister with a
nunber of questions in the future.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

ANNCOUNCEMENTS

Constituency Vacanci es

The Speaker: -- Before we get to the hon. nenbers, | would |like to take the
opportunity to nmake one or two announcenents that are of interest to the
House.

It is ny duty to informthe Assenbly of the foll ow ng vacancies in
representation; in the constituency of Kindersley, due to the resignation
of M. R Andrew, and, in the constituency of Indian Head- Wl sel ey, due to
the resignation of M. G Tayl or

| now lay on the Table their original letters of resignation.

In view of M. Andrew s resignation fromthis Legislative Assenbly, | nust
i nform nmenbers that his nanme is dropped fromthe nenbership list of the
Standing Committee on Estimtes, the Standing Comrmttee on Private Menbers'
Bills, and the Special Commttee on Rules and Procedures.

Menbership of the Board of Internal Econony

The Speaker: -- Further, | have received the follow ng communication from
Her Honour, the Lieutenant Governor. The letter reads as foll ows:

Dear M. Speaker: Pursuant to section 68.7 of The Legislative Assenbly and
Executive Council Act, | hereby informthe Assenbly the nmenbership of the
Board of Internal Econony, effective Novenber 15, 1989: the Hon. Arnold
Tusa, chairman; the Hon. Grant Hodgins; the Hon. John Gerich; M chae

Hopf ner, M.A; Murray Koskie, MA; Eldon Lauterm |ch, MA;, Lorne MLaren,
M.,A. Sincerely, Sylvia O Fedoruk, Lieutenant CGovernor, province of
Saskat chewan.

| now lay this letter on the table.



Ms. Simard: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | ask |leave of the Assenbly to
extend condol ences to the three famlies who lost their sons in the tragic
car accident over the weekend.

Leave granted.

CONDOLENCES

Ms. Simard: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | ask you, and through you the

ot her nmenbers of the Assenbly, to extend condol ences to Terry and Laura
Ross of Regina and famly who | ost Ragnar Al exander Ross; to Bel a Szabados
and Soja de Grandmai son and famly who |lost Inre N ckolas Bel a Szabados;
and to David and Donna MLaughlin and famly who | ost Angus MLaughli n.

These three boys, M. Speaker, all attended Shel don-WIlianms Coll egiate,
which is in nmy constituency of Regi na Lakeview, and we share the grief of
the famlies and friends of these three boys. They were very popul ar
students and very well liked by all the other students in the school. And
the principal of the school has said all three boys were well-rounded and
very solid Kkids.

We take this opportunity then, M. Speaker, to send them our synpathy and
totell themwe are thinking of themin their grief. Thank you.

Hon. M. Lane: -- On behalf of the government, | would |like to join with
the hon. nmenber in expressing our condol ences to the famlies of the three
young boys that were killed in a tragic highway accident. M. Speaker, the
condol ences are as well to their friends.

|'ve had the situation of knowi ng a couple of good friends of one of the
peopl e involved in the accident, and the young people, of course, when
faced with a tragedy of this nature, are affected in many cases stronger
than nost. It's the first tinme it's happened to them and nmany of the kids
are having a great deal of difficulty in coping with the tragedy of the

ot her day.

So our condol ences, M. Speaker, on behalf of the governnent are to the
famlies. | knowin one case it was a single child, which neans that the
grief is even greater, if that's possible, but also to the famlies and to
the friends of these young people who are al so suffering.

Hon. M. Hodgins: -- Prior to orders of the day, | would |ike to seek | eave
of the Assenbly to pass sone standard business notions. |'ve given copies
of these proposed notions to the Qpposition House Leader, and 1'd like to
go through themw th | eave of the Assenbly.

Leave granted.

(1445)
MOTI ONS

Referral of Retention and D sposal Schedules to the Standing Commttee on
Conmmuni cat i on




Hon. M. Hodgins: -- M. Speaker, |I'd like to nove, seconded by the nenber
for Rosthern, with | eave of the Assenbly:

That the retention and di sposal schedul es approved by the Public Docunents
Commttee be referred as tabled to the Standing Comm ttee on
Conmmuni cat i on.

Mot i on agreed to.

Referral of the Report of the Saskatchewan Legislative Library to the
St andi ng Comm ttee on Commruni cati on

Hon. M. Hodgins: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. 1'd also |ike to nove,
seconded by the nmenmber for Rosthern, by |eave of the Assenbly:

That the report of the Saskatchewan Legislative Library be referred as
tabled to the Standing Comm ttee on Conmuni cati on.

Mot i on agreed to.

Referral of the Report of the Provincial Auditor to the Standing Committee
on Public Accounts

Hon. M. Hodgins: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. |1'd further like to nove,
seconded by the nmenmber for Rosthern, by |eave of the Assenbly:

That the Report of the Provincial Auditor for the fiscal year ended March
31, 1989 be referred as tabled to the Standing Conmttee on Public
Accounts.

Mot i on agreed to.

Referral of Public Accounts to Standing Comrittee on Public Accounts

Hon. M. Hodgins: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. 1'd also |ike to nove,
seconded by the nenber for Rosthern, by |eave of the Assenbly:

That the Public Accounts of the province of Saskatchewan for the fiscal
year ended March 31, 1989 be referred as tabled to the Standing Commttee
on Public Accounts.

Mot i on agreed to.

Referral of By-laws of Professional Associations to Special Comrittee on
Regul ati ons

Hon. M. Hodgins: -- M. Speaker, I'd like to nove, seconded by the nenber
for Rosthern, by |eave of the Assenbly:

That the by-laws of the professional associations and anmendnents thereto
be referred as tabled to the Special Cormittee on Regul ati ons.



Mot i on agreed to.

Referral of Annual Report and Financial Statenents of Crown Corporations to
Standing Commttee on Crown Corporations

Hon. M. Hodgins: -- M. Speaker, |I'd like to also nove, seconded by the
menber for Rosthern, by |eave of the Assenbly:

That the annual reports and financial statenents of the various Crown
corporations and rel ated agencies be referred as tabled to the Standing
Comm ttee on Crown Corporations.

Mot i on agreed to.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

SPECI AL ORDER

ADJOURNED DEBATES

ADDRESS | N REPLY

The Assenbly resuned t he adjourned debate on the address in reply which was
moved by M. Tot h.

M. Romanow. -- Thank you very much, M. Speaker. It gives ne a pleasure
to address once again the nenbers of the Legislative Assenbly on the Speech
fromthe Throne, this being the fourth session of the 21st |egislature and
what | think, or fervently hope, a | ot of Saskatchewan people hope in any
event, will be likely the |last session before there's an election called by
t he governnent opposite so that the people of this province can decide the
next direction for the next four years.

In any event it is a privilege to be a nenber of this Assenbly, and it's a
privilege and an honour for any one of us, whether we're Conservatives or
New Denocrats, to have the freedomto speak up in a denocracy about issues
concerning our society and ways and neans to shape our society to make it
nore relevant, to make it truly a society which is capable of sharing the
benefits and the opportunities and the hopes for the people of our
community in our province.

M. Speaker, | want to come right to the point of my address and to say
that, having read very carefully the Speech fromthe Throne -- | heard it
and then | read it very carefully -- that one can only conclude that this

Speech fromthe Throne is unwittingly an indictnent out of the nouths of

t he Progressive Conservative governnment opposite; an indictnent that eight
years of econom c and social policies have brought this province on the
brink of disaster. | don't think there's any overstatenent when | use the
word "disaster"; a searing indictnent, which I think unwittingly was
drafted by the Prem er and the PC cabi net opposite, about the econonm c and
social failures and the | ack of opportunities and the intol erance and the
| ack of conpassion and the destruction of our social fabric and our
econoni ¢ opportunities, which is now on our plate, on our agenda after



ei ght years of the governnent of the Progressive Conservatives in Regina,
and, | mght add, aided and abetted by five years of governnent in OQtawa.

It's an adm ssion of abject failure by its own words. The Prem er, of
course, tries in this docunent to explain away the extrene difficulties of
our province and our conmunity by saying that these are created by

ci rcunst ances outside of the control of the province of Saskatchewan, that
these are international forces. |In fact, the words that he used are that
the international community has declared war on the province of

Saskat chewan.

| say, M. Speaker, that that is essentially not true. Wile there are
sone elenents of a very difficult economc situation globally, while it is
true, to be fair, that there have been difficulties with respect to drought
and circunstances beyond the control of any one of us as the good Lord and
Mot her Nature conspire to deliver the benefits or the |lack thereof to us,
but it is true those are circunmstances no government can address.

The fundanental assertion of this governnment that the econom c
ci rcunst ances have sonehow conspired to in effect thwart the hopes and the
dreanms and the anbitions and the goals of our young people, of our farners,

of our working nmen and wonen, of our business people -- that fundanental
assertion, M. Speaker, is false. It's not that the international
communi ty has decl ared war upon the people of the province of Saskatchewan.
Far fromit. | say, M. Speaker, and |I'l| elaborate upon this in a few

monments, it is the policies and the actions of this governnent opposite
t hat has declared war on the people of the province of Saskatchewan, not
t he econony and not the drought and circunstance of the weather.

The abject failure of these policies are confirmed, as | say, by the words
contained in the Speech fromthe Throne, but | think the nost dammi ng
statenments which confirmny proposition that this governnent has lost its

will to win, has lost its direction and purpose to govern, has lost its
agenda, has no agenda -- |I'll say a word about all of those things in a
monment -- after having seen eight years of an agenda attenpted to be

i npl enented by the gentlenen and | adi es opposite.

The stark words which really bring honme to nme the defeat of this governnent
is the establishnent of this new body call ed Consensus Saskat chewan. One
hundred people, nen and wonen, chosen on the basis of sonme sort of a

| ottery mechani sm where people wite in, sonme chairperson decides which of
t he hundred, or many applicants decide to serve and those that don't, in
the secrecy of the cabinet room

And t his Consensus Saskatchewan is given this mandate -- this is their job,
M. Speaker, and | read directly fromthe Speech fromthe Throne:

A group of one hundred citizens fromall walks of Iife will be called on
to make recomendati ons (get these words -- will be called on to nake
recommendati ons) on how best to take Saskat chewan through the next decade
and into the next century. These one hundred people (this speech says)

wi |l focus on proposals within four specific priority areas the public has
i dentifi ed.



And then the four areas are set out here.

Now, M. Speaker, the point about this statenment is that there is the
establi shment of Consensus Saskat chewan. One hundred people whose job it
is to make recommendati ons on how best to gui de Saskat chewan through the
next decade.

M. Speaker, | thought that was the job, in a denocracy, of an el ected
government and an elected premer. | thought it was the job, in a
denocracy, of people who had been nandated by the best consultative device
yet devised by mankind -- elections and denocracies; that that was the job
of the 20 mnisters or so, and there's a huge backdrop of support mnisters
as well; that it was the job of those nen and wonen who have gone through
the consultative process of 28 days of an el ection canpai gn; who have heard
t hese people in the period running up to the election canpaign. It was the
job after that extensive consultative process to cone up with those
recomendations to guide us in these four and other critical areas for the
future of the province of Saskatchewan for the 1990s.

And what a challenge it is before us in the 1990s, M. Speaker. Wat a
great opportunity, what great chall enges, what great obstacles, what great
hope there should be as we enter this new decade, the 1990s. What optim sm
a governnent, properly consultative and properly denocratic, mght be able
to guide and lead us to, which we find by this admnistration its

abdi cation and its passage over to a hundred nen and wonen sel ected, we are
uncl ear how, the mandate we are uncertain of, with the exception of the
points that | have read here; the background work required to do their
assessnment, we don't know who prepared that; and nost inportantly, M.
Speaker, with no electoral, denocratic accountability.

These recommendations will be nmade by a hundred Saskat chewan peopl e, none
of whom so far as | know, will be sitting in this |egislature; none of
whom wi | | be capable or able, in fact will not be charged with the
responsi bility of answering the questions that we may pose to them about

t hose recomendati ons; none of whom have to stand for elected office; none
of them have to defend those recommendations to the public at |arge; none
of whom have to seek the approval of their neighbours and their friends.
And sonehow this is represented as bei ng denocracy, M. Speaker.

Sonehow this enclave of a hundred e pélite people, a hundred hand- pi cked
peopl e neeting sonetinmes in public, undoubtedly neeting sonetines in
private with no accountability nmechanism W don't know what the budget is
going to be, whether it's going to be large or small. This 100 magi cal
group basically picked on a first-cone, first-served basis, or perhaps

pi cked on a political basis, or picked on sonme other random basis. They
will be recoomending to us, the legislature, and to our constituents, the
peopl e of the province of Saskatchewan, the way to go for the 1990s.

M. Speaker, this is an indictnment out of the words of the governnent
opposite that they do not have those ideas, that they do not have those
recommendations, that they have lost their will to govern. They have | ost
their ideas, destructive as they have been, and I'"mgoing to say a word



about that; that they are stuck in the mddle of the Atlantic Ccean, as it
were, in a boat, a rowboat, in an economc storm not know ng which way to
paddl e to get to shore; not knowi ng who the captain is; not sure that the
crew nenbers are on board or bailing out, and not certain that the boat is
going to survive. It seens to be capsizing under the weight of public
opi ni on whi ch has condemmed, turn after turn, nonth after nonth, the
directions of this policy.

This is an indictnent. This is a searing condemation that this governnent
has | ost the capacity to govern. And, M. Speaker, | say, when any
government in a denocracy can no longer rely on those of us who are el ected
and mandated by our people to govern, when any governnent has run out of

i deas and cannot recomend, it is tinme for an election to defeat that
government and send in a new group that is able to govern and to gui de.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

( 1500)

M. Romanow. -- M. Speaker, let's not be fooled about this attenpt of
bui |l di ng t he new Saskat chewan consensus. How bitterly ironic, how bitterly
cynical that phrase is in the Speech fromthe Throne. Building the new
Saskat chewan consensus is what they say. Eight |long years of PC governnent
i n Regi na, Saskatchewan, and here we are on the eve of a provincial

el ection, probably in June of 1990.

After eight long years of PC policies -- 1'"'mgoing to say a word about
those -- policies which have given us record nunbers of people who have
fled this province in pursuit of jobs; famlies who are hurt if not
destroyed by their young and others | eaving; businesses going bankrupt; a
t housand farners a year going off the farmlands; the small towns
struggling for survival, Canora, Saskatchewan, and Sturgis and Stenen,
Saskat chewan, and all of the ones in this province we know. After all of
this period now we see this governnent's policies. After eight years they
say they are now going to build the Saskat chewan consensus.

M. Speaker, they are going to build the Saskat chewan consensus after eight
years of policies destroyed the Saskatchewan consensus. And | say that no
political party and no governnent that follows that course -- nanely,

del i berately goes about to destroy that which our pioneers and centuries or
years of forefathers and others who took part in the political systembuilt
up in this province. Any political party which deliberately has set about
to destroy that consensus and now says in its dying nonths before the next
el ection that it is going to build that consensus, sinply cannot be
trusted, cannot be trusted and will not be trusted cone the next election.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- This is eight long years of Tory adm nistration in Regina;
five long years of Tory adm nistration in Gtawa, M. Speaker. | said they
started out to destroy the Saskatchewan consensus, and there was a

Saskat chewan consensus. There still is in our hearts, M. Speaker. [|I'm
going to say a word about that.




There was a Saskat chewan consensus before these people took office in 1982.
It was a consensus which was fashi oned by who we are and where we cane from
and how we reacted to the circunstances surroundi ng us, M. Speaker.

We are people who have cone fromall over the world -- it's been said
before -- from Germany and from France and Pol and and Hungary and Romani a
and Ukrainians, |Icelanders. And we mngled with English people and
French-speaki ng people, and we've built a tolerant society. And we've had
to build fromthat a program of conprom se and tol erance.

W are a people in the mddle of a North Anerican heartland which is, in
effect, affected so greatly by climate which is so harsh, and di stances
whi ch are so long, and snmall markets and small popul ation; and we've
suffered through the indignities of federal governnents in OQtawa, be they
Li beral or be they Conservative; sonetinmes Liberal, sonetinme Conservative,
governments in Otawa which are essentially renote and they don't know our
tradition and they don't know our hardships and they didn't experience it,
and they ignored it, and we had to rebel.

We started the progressives and we started the CCF (Co-operative
Commonweal th Federation) and we started the Social Credit. W fought

agai nst the Conservatives and the Liberals of that period because we had to
fashi on our own uni quely Saskatchewan consensus in order to build alife
for our famlies and for our people and our comrunities and our churches
and our social organization. And what a consensus we built. And we built
it on the values that have nade this province great, M. Speaker.

Just think of those values. |In that period of our pioneers, the values and
the virtues of hard work -- ny, how the pioneers worked hard! And

i nnovation, how innovative and inventive they were! They didn't let the
crisis get to them they didn't declare that there was a war staged on them
by the world at large. They rolled up their sleeves and did sonething
about it. They decided that they had to be honest and they applied honesty
in governnent, at a local level and at a provincial |evel.

They didn't practise the politics of patronage and the politics of cynicism
and the politics of polling. And they realized that we had to be our
brother's and sister's nei ghbour and keeper. W had to be conpassionate
and we built all of the support structures around this province to achieve
that goal. And above all we went to values of community, and we practised
not only the ethnic but the methodol ogy of co-operation, because that was
the way we could defeat the climte and the geography and the di stance and
t he economics and the politics. W had to be smarter. W had to be nore
efficient. W had to be nore productive. And with sone ups and downs, we
were smarter, we were nore productive, we were nore efficient and we
preserved the basic fundanental values of honesty and innovation and
entrepreneurship and truth and hard work and conmunity. That is the
Saskat chewan consensus that we had into 1982.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- And the arrival of peoples fromall over the world




contributed to that notion and that attitude of tolerance and conprom se
and conpassion that we're too sadly now not exhibiting in the Saskat chewan
soci ety.

| have here a | apel pin which has the picture of a nunber of new Canadi ans
on it and a sinple slogan which says, "W are all Canadians.”™ A period of
mul ticul turalismwhich has been brought to the history of this province of
Saskat chewan, fostering the tol erance which existed and was a hal | mark of
our way of life, in addition to these values that |'ve tal ked about.

And so we practised co-operation and we believed in co-operation as a

val ue, and we shared and we worked and we dreaned and we dared to dream and
we dared to be great and we achieved. W overcane these obstacles, M.
Speaker .

You know, when the history of the province of Saskatchewan is being
witten, as it has been fromtinme to tine in a variety of books on
political |eaders, whether it's a recent book, say, on Ross Thatcher, or a
book going all the way back witten by Dr. Eager on the history of the
provi nce of Saskatchewan, these people, the witers, docunment these dreans
and t hey docunent the uni queness of what it was about Saskatchewan which
makes us a distinct society, if you will, in a Canadi an context; which nmade
us a social laboratory; which made us that kind of conbination of
individuality and spirit and get up and do it and stick-to-it-ness which
resulted in the great acconplishnments of the past that we have had.

And what great acconplishnments they are. |'mnot going to bel abour the
House because |'ve nmentioned this in passing on previous speeches, but the
acconpl i shnents of health care and social services which were the finest in
the world, | would argue, certainly in the North Anerican worl d.

Conmpassion. And, by the way, it nade good economn c sense.

And the policies of human rights where tol erance was al so fostered. W
i npl enented the first Human Ri ghts Comm ssion and the Onbudsman in order to
bring this place closer to people in a nmeaningful, real way.

And we innovated education reform The |ate Wodrow LI oyd, CCF | eader, one
of ny predecessors, premer of the province of Saskatchewan, had a vision
for education where he decided and his cabi net decided. The nmen and wonen
of our party dreaned about the fact that although we may be in the mddle
of the North Anerican prairies, our children could be the very best that
they could be, and they could take their place al nost anywhere in the
world, in any field of activity and be the best. And they are there in the
worl d, being the very best, because of that education system because .

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- . . . because we dared to dream And we dared to dream and
we dared to build, and we built practising those val ues and those ethics

whi ch were al ways forenost to our dreans, the ethics of innovation and
conpassion and hard work and thrift that |'ve tal ked about. And the co-op
systemthat's been built, that's a testament to what |'mtal ki ng about, now
an inportant aspect of the econom c engine; the co-op systemand the




mul ticultural facets of the province of Saskatchewan which still renains as
one of the nost different provinces in all of Canada, our nmulticulturalism

| nmentioned the other day at the opening banquet, on the occasion of the
openi ng of the House, that our province still is -- 1 believe |I stand
correct in this statenent -- as the only one where both the

non- French- speaki ng and non- Engl i sh- speaki ng Saskat chewan people are
swanped, if | may put it that way, by the rest of us -- the Ronmanows and
the Tchorzewskis of the world and everybody el se who conmes froma different
part of the world, either directly or indirectly through their nothers and
their fathers.

Yes, we dreaned and we built, and the pillars of our growh was famly on

t he one hand and conmunity on the other hand. And the glue that built that
structure were the values. |1'mtalking about val ues of honesty and hard
wor k and patience and determ nation, and above all a sense of optimsmthat
no matter how tough it would get in the world economcally, socially or

ot herwi se, we were going to find a way to do it.

Because the consensus that we built was the world' s econony was not going
to control us totally. That's not to say that we could separate fromthe
world. No. W would try to match the world and to neet the world, but we
woul dn't lay over and play dead for the world. W had, by necessity being
the nother of invention, to cone up with a better way to achi eve the
quality of life that the people of the province of Saskatchewan so rightly
expected and still expect, and so rightly attained and had, prior to 1982.
That was the Saskatchewan consensus, M. Speaker.

| say, in the hearts of the people of the province and in many ways, it is
still the consensus of the province of Saskatchewan. And | say that it was
t hat consensus that this governnment eight years ago enbarked upon in
destroying and has nade significant -- unfortunately -- strides in
destroying. It is now incunbent upon us to pick up the pieces, and
building fromthat tradition nove to tonorrow to provide the hope and the
inspiration for the youth and for the people, the farners and the workers
and the busi ness people, that we can do it again in the 1990s as we've done
it inthe past. And we shall do it again as we've done in the past.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Ronmanow. -- | said that was the consensus that they set about to
destroy, M. Speaker, and it indeed was their mssion to destroy the
consensus. \Wen the next history books are witten about the province of
Saskat chewan, | hope that they're witten about this period of eight years
of Conservative rule, this brief interregnumin the consensus of the

provi nce of Saskatchewan. That's all this is, is an interregnum

This eight years has got to be analysed by the political scientists and the
t houghtful journalists and the rest of us who are concerned about what it
was that these people were doing and how it was that they took office and

i npl enmented their approaches and their attenpt to insert different val ues,
different to this consensus that |'ve descri bed.



Rat her than building on our traditions and on this consensus and on this
culture, M. Speaker, which is what a smart governnent, a w se gover nnent
woul d have done, in 1982 these people cane in |like children in search of
candies in a candy store. They cane bulldozing in and they saw all of

t hese candies located there and all of these foundations, and w thout any
t hought to principles or ideals or values, they were in there trying to
either to sanple all of them or nost of them and what they didn't |ike
t hey destroyed or they shelved or they put aside. And rather than
preserving their building they were in there in sone sort of naive
exuberance, sone sort of naive sense of perhaps m sgui ded hope that out of
all of this that they could eat all these candies and not end up giving
Saskat chewan one bi g stomach-ache, as a result.

And they inplenmented policies, M. Speaker, which in effect decided to
remove the consensus, decided to dismantle that consensus. They did it
with their values. | ask you, sir, to remnd yourself to go back to 1982,
and what were the words of the | adies and gentlenmen opposite of the
government in direct contrast to the Saskatchewan Consensus? Well, we got
the words of "conmpetition.” All of a sudden it was unbridl ed conpetition.
W had to be -- renenber the phrase -- first class and world class. That
meant we had to conpete. And it didn't nmatter if sone of those in the
provi nce of Saskatchewan coul dn't conpete; didn't matter if our abori gi nal
peopl e or the native people who were pushed aside by history and not able
to conpete because of the failings of the system ours and ongoi ng systens,
education. Doesn't matter; it was unbridled conpetition.

Acqui sition -- go ahead, satisfy yourself. That was the attitude. Look
after nunber one. That was the approach of these people opposite. After
all, to the victor of the race go the spoils. And if | happen to be born
because of a little inheritance, well, | nmean, why were you so unl ucky not
to be born with a good inheritance? |If | happen to have gotten a good
education, well, it's your tough luck that you couldn't get it, but that's
the way of the world. It's going to be conpetition and it's going to be

me. And I'mrisking and I'"mgoing to reward nyself.

That was the ethic. That is what is at the core of the PC Party, make no
m st ake about it, if you take an honest analysis of what the systemis al
about. And of course the plea to materialism the plea to acquisition, the
push to second and third tel evision sets and second and third cars and al

of the things of the good life which of course these people brought in,
forgetting for the nonent the consensus of conpassion and sharing and

i nnovation and thrift and discipline and hard work and, putting it bluntly,
good, ol d-fashioned conservatismin its true and good neani ng of the word.

That was all out the wi ndow by these newconers. They in fact didn't even
cone fromw thin the generic background of the old Conservatives, M.
Speaker. This is not even a Conservative Party which cones out of the

hi story of John Di ef enbaker.

(1515)

| knew the late M. John D efenbaker, and | knew himquite well, M.
Speaker. | net with himon many occasions in official and unofficial



circunstances, and that mght rile or upset sone of the nenbers opposite,
but that is a fact.

And obviously | do not agree with many, in fact nost of the |arger

phi | osophi cal positions of M. D efenbaker and the Conservative Party, but

| tell you there were sone common threads and thenmes about the Saskatchewan
consensus of which | have just spoken to which the D efenbaker
Conservatives adhered to -- the love of this legislature, the |ove of
famly, fidelity to truth, the fidelity to the systemin answering, the
gquestion of supporting business, but not being so crazy about it that you
could say to them well, cone on in, like a kid to a candy store, and take
what ever you want and use it whenever you want. These people don't even
conme fromthis Diefenbaker tradition.

These people come fromsone sort of nouveau riche nmaterialism |ack of
principled ideal ed val ues of consunerism ranpant consunmerism and, by the
way, based on the idea of unbridled conpetition, based on the idea that you
can step on your farmer neighbour friend because he or she's got sone
difficulties, and buy that quarter section of land if necessary; that is
the ethic fromwhich they cone and it is foreign to the John Di ef enbaker
Conservative nessage. Diefenbaker and the Conservatives worked fromw thin
t hat Saskat chewan consensus of which | speak.

M. Speaker, if John D ef enbaker were alive today, | guarantee you he would
turn his back and reject the actions of this PC governnent and, | say, the
actions of the PC governnent in Gtawa as well.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- M. Diefenbaker, whatever else he believed in -- by the
way, while I'mjust tal king about the consensus and how this party is out
of the mould of the consensus, this party opposite -- do you think M.

Di ef enbaker woul d have tol erated Meech Lake? Do you think M. D efenbaker
woul d have said that we have here the enbryoni c devel opnent of two Canadas,
two solitudes?

John Di ef enbaker, when he was defeated and finally resigned as the | eader
of the Progressive Conservative Party of Canada, did what every prine

m ni ster has done since that tine. He has stood for a united Canada at al
costs because united, this country and this province has the greatest
opportunity for the '90s of any country in the world. |'m convinced of

t hat .

He woul d not have presided over the dismantling of Canada through free
trade, through Meech Lake, and through these val ues of unbridled
conpetition, acquisition or, putting it bluntly, good ol d-fashioned, plain
greed which the gentlenmen and the | adies opposite in this governnment and in
Regina and Ottawa subscribe to. That's what D ef enbaker woul d have done.

In effect, when the historians wite the record of this governnent

opposite, M. Speaker, they wll ask about the consensus which this
government now seeks to build in its remaining weeks and nonths, a
consensus which over eight years it destroyed, as | see it, as |'ve



descri bed that consensus. Those historians wll see that record. They
Wl see those policies, M. Speaker, and they will judge harshly the
actions of this government. And | say, M. Speaker, conme the next
provincial election -- the sooner the better -- the people will reject
those actions and return back to the Saskatchewan consensus of which
tal k.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- | said they started out to dismantle the consensus. Sone
m ght want to say, well exactly how did they do this, M. Leader of the
Qpposition? Well | think the evidence is everywhere.

The first thing they did in 1982 is they announced open for business, close
the door on the needy or at least Iimt it, but cone on in everybody el se,
bi g busi ness, we're now open for business. O course, it turned out to be
a bust because it's contrary to the consensus and the way the econonic
realities of Saskatchewan worKk.

Then secondly, they decided to enter into big royalty give-aways, M.
Speaker, with the large nmultinational resource conpanies. And so they got
many tax breaks, but not you, sir, and not the back-benchers and not the
farmers and not the working people and not the communities. They didn't
get a tax break.

In fact they broke their prom ses al nost i medi ately, M. Speaker. M.
Speaker, | want to stress this to you, sir. They broke their prom ses, now
prom ses which said there woul d be taxation reductions.

Do you renenber, sir, that prom se that says that the sales tax was going
to be done away with? Were's the sales tax today? Seven per cent. The
prom se that says that incone tax is going to be reduced, and what's
happened to that? W have the flat tax and it's gone up. The prom ses
that said that we were going to preserve health care and education, and
what's happened to those? They've been dismantled and attacked. And |'|
say a word or two about that before |I take ny pl ace.

They broke their trust and their promse. |If this wasn't a parlianentary
forumI| would use a nore blunt word to describe what they did to the people
in 1982, what they said and what they did. And |I'm not talking about
trivial, I'"mtal king about major, major statenents.

And then they went about destroying the consensus, M. Speaker, by entering
into special deals with some of their special friends, the Manalta coal

deal down in the south-east corner. Then they entered into mllions with
Pocklington. Then they entered into nore mllions with Weyerhaeuser. Now
they've entered into nore mllions with GgaText . . . (inaudible
interjection) . . . Do | hear "excellent” there to, fromthe Mnister of

H ghways? He's been saying "excellent" all along because they endorse
this.

Then they' ve decided to enter into sonething called free trade, M.
Speaker, which of course is the dismantlenment of the capacity of governnent



to be able to do in a community way, a Saskatchewan consensus, do it here

i n Saskat chewan what we have to do in order to neet the international
chal l enge. No, they've taken that away now with free trade which does away
Wi th subsidies, does away with all of the nmany things which we have used as
tools to devel op our province and our country. Their support is of free
trade. "Excellent,” the Mnister of H ghways, the nmenber from Melfort,
says.

Then they introduced deregulation. | suppose the mnister would say that's
excel l ent too. Deregulation says get governnent off your backs, so part of
t he Saskat chewan consensus was destroyed there. And we saw Pioneer Trust
go belly-up and then we saw Principal Trust go belly-up. And what happened
to Principal Trust, of course, is that many, many people in the province of
Saskat chewan, ordinary, hard-working, decent people who believed that part
of the consensus was that governnent had a duty to at |east make sure that
on regulatory matters it was on their side. That, of course, now is out

t he wi ndow and they've | ost untold thousands of dollars in this regard, and
the broken promses. And | could go on, M. Speaker.

But you get ny point. M point here is that they have enbarked upon the
destruction of the consensus of Saskatchewan from 1905. Each one of these
policy initiatives was dedi cated to disproving the work of our pioneers.
Each one of these initiatives was to disproving the successes of successive
governnents. \Wether it was the Ross Thatcher governnent or the Bl akeney
government or the Wodrow LI oyd governnent or the Tomry Dougl as gover nnent,
they were out to undo it.

They were out to prove that that great experinent called Saskatchewan, a
prosperous, caring, sharing, humane, efficient, entrepreneurial comunity
in the mddle of a North Arerican prairie could survive and bl ossom and
grow. They were determ ned to upset that consensus. And those policies
which | identified were the instrunentalities and the tools by which they
went ahead and did it.

And they did sonething el se about the consensus, M. Speaker, for which
shall never forgive themor forget. And Saskatchewan people will never
forgive or forget, too. They instituted the politics of hate and division
in our conmmunity of this province of Saskatchewan. They instituted
deliberately the policy of division. They pitted the native against the
non-native. They pitted the farnmer versus the worker. In every electoral
schenme, in their speeches even to this day, they pit the cities against the
towns and the villages. They pit the poor against the mddle class.

Who of us in this Chanber can forget easily, and it isn't easy even to
recall this, the words of the mnister of Social Services at the tinme, now
M ni ster of Labour, the nenber from Melville, in his onslaught and ongoi ng
attacks on those who are needy and who are unfortunate and who, beyond

ci rcunst ances that they cannot control, find thenselves in a situation
where a conpassionate el enent needed to be there. A part of the consensus
shoul d be prepared. Wo can forget those words of those attacks. They
pitted the poor against the mddle class, and it goes down the |ine that
way. They still pit those differences; they seek to divide our society.



M. Speaker, | nmay be tal king on a phil osophical basis, but I want to tel
you, M. Speaker, that it is the job of a governnent in a denocratic
society not to divide. It is the job of a governnent to build bridges and
to build comunities and to seek consensus.

It is the job of a governnment to explain to the farnmers the needs of the
wor kers, and to the workers the needs of the farners. And it is the job of
government to explain the disparities between the rich and the poor. And
it is the job of a governnent to say in this province, we're only a mllion
of us, we can't afford to war, we've got to co-operate. It is the job of a
government to build that consensus.

And this governnent, like in all of the other policies that | have
identified, sir, M. Speaker, this governnment has enbarked on a policy of
di vi de and conquer, and they are now reaping a whirlwind for the seeds that
they' ve sown. They are now reaping this whirlw nd; they are now where they
are despised, distrusted, with no credibility, no ideas, no way to go
because their ideals and their values ran up agai nst the consensus that

| ve tal ked about.

Their policies nmet the Saskatchewan farner and the Saskat chewan farner won.
Their policies net the prograns of conpassion and caring and the peopl e of
t he provi nce of Saskat chewan won.

M. Speaker, the first point I want to make in ny address this afternoon is
this. This Speech fromthe Throne says, building towards a new Saskat chewan
consensus. | say this government destroyed the Saskat chewan consensus --
this governnment destroyed the Saskat chewan consensus.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- And | want to say to you, M. Speaker, that the dedication
of the men and wonmen on this side of the House to your left, those of us
who are in opposition, our dedication is to once again renew that dream

t hose val ues, that consensus, to build on what we've |l earned in the past,
to build the brightest future and to give the nost hope for the peopl e of
Saskat chewan in the 1990s ever. And with the help of the public we can and
we will do it conme the next election.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- And so, M. Speaker, as | close ny first point, the Speech
fromthe Throne, if you take this thene of consensus, and |I'm speaking
right to the core as | see it, of what this Speech fromthe Throne is al

about and where the governnent is at now, eight years into its cycle, | say
to you, M. Speaker, that this speech has signalled that this governnent
has conme the full and conplete cycle. It is now finished. It has now

tried after eight years to destroy the consensus and has |lost. The people
won. The institutions and our cultures and our values prevailed. The
peopl e won. \When they tried to destroy SaskEnergy, M. Speaker, the people
won.

There is only one last final act to conplete this governnent's sorry wal k



upon the political stage of the province of Saskatchewan and that is the
exit which wll be brought about by the defeat at the next provincial
el ection. | guarantee you that.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- Now, M. Speaker, | want to say a word or two about the
record of this government. M first proposition is that they have
destroyed the consensus. Now | want to say a word or two about the record,
because behind the phil osophy and the values and the ideals that | have

tal ked about, as inportant as they are, of course, are real nmen and wonen
and children and famlies who have to live with the fall-out of these
prograns that have been instituted, and this destruction of the consensus
whi ch has been instituted by the governnent opposite.

M. Speaker, | amnot going to spend nuch tine on this portion, | can
assure you. Nobody in Saskatchewan needs for nme to describe the chilling
facts, the statistics which are cold, relentless, severe. Farm
bankruptcies, all-tinme high; total bankruptcies, business, all-tinme high;
popul ation loss, | would say at an alnost all-time high. | wll say one
thing. In the first two nonths of 1990 the net out-m gration has been

| arger, M. Speaker, than the total popul ations of any of the towns of
Lumsden, Coronach, Macklin, Canora, Preeceville, Rosetown, |Indian Head,
Shaunavon, Warman, or Biggar put together. Now that's pretty big.

(1530)

Housing starts -- they've trickled down to nothing. Jobs -- 5,000 fewer
peopl e enpl oyed in 1988, only decline recorded anongst all the provinces in
Canada. Retail sales -- dowmm. As | said, the details and the records are
t here.

The popul ation loss that | alluded to, M. Speaker -- 24,000 people |ast
year, 40 per cent of whomwere 32 years of age and younger. That is our
bri ghtest and our best and our nost educated. It is our future, M.
Speaker, and they have fled this province reluctantly. And I know t hat
it's been reluctant; |'ve spoken to many of them and their hones are hurt
and their famlies are, if not destroyed, they're inpaired. To see a son
and daughter |eave the province because there is no hope and no
opportunity, that's part of the record as well.

Those aren't statistics, M. Speaker, those are cold, hard facts, which is
the record of this government. There's another dinension, the question of
m smanagenent bei ng nonunmental . . . (inaudible interjection) . . . The
menber opposite said they're going to Alberta, and he says that . . . how
many cane in. This is net out-mgration. After those that cane in and
those that left, 24,000 net loss. And that's the Mnister of Education
asked that question. He should know better. Twenty-four thousand people
net out-mgration, and their answer, M. Speaker, is they should go to

Al berta. They're in Alberta, is what they say. | say that's not ny
answer. | want themworking and living right here in the province of
Saskat chewan, not in Al berta.



Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- What appalling ignorance and indifference and, | would say,
arrogance with those kinds of subm ssions and interjections nmade by the
menbers in the mnister's office. This is an arrogance, M. Speaker, that
| find hard to believe about a governnent. Another exanple of why | say

t he governnent's cone full cycle.

But | want to nmake the other point. In addition to this record that |'ve
tal ked about, and |I'm not going to belabour it, the record of m snanagenent
is nonunental, M. Speaker -- the m smanagenent of this governnent.

Look at the situation with respect to G gaText. The House Leader says it's
a good idea. Lost how many millions? Six mllion dollars. Joytec. The

M ni ster of Education was all in favour of Joytec. How many has it |ost?
How many mllions of dollars, M. Mnister of Education, has it |ost?
MIlions of dollars on Joytec. Supercart, same thing. H gh R Door, sane

t hi ng.

| don't blame any governnent, M. Speaker, for the fact that there will be
sonme busi nesses that do not survive. That is the nature of the free
enterprise systemand the conpetitive system But what | do is | blane the
gover nment punpi ng taxpayers' dollars into those ventures. | blanme the
government in issuing press releases and raising the expectations al ong

t hose objectives and those dreans, only to know that the research was

ei ther done so poorly or done so inconpetently that they weren't going to
succeed, and to see the mllions of dollars Iost and the jobs lost by this
nmonumnent al i nconpetence by this record of the governnent.

| don't think anywhere in the history of the province of Saskatchewan coul d
you see this litany of destruction. And what about the deficit, M.
Speaker, tal ki ng about m smanagenent? Now this has got to be again brought
to the attention of the House.

M. Speaker, | have here two docunents in front of ne. One is an economc
and financial paper of July 1982 signed by the Hon. Bob Andrew. You, sir,
will renmenber the Hon. Bob Andrew, he was a minister of the Crown. And |

know it was the sanme Hon. Bob Andrew that you know because his picture is
there on the top of the report, the docunent.

And this is what he says about the situation as they cane into office in
1982, when they took over the consensus which we had built and the
prosperity that we had |left behind. He says this:

On a conbi ned basis the Consolidated and Heritage Funds showed budgetary
revenues of 2.66 mllion, expenditures of 2.54 mllion (get these words,
M. Speaker), and a conbi ned surplus of $139.3 nillion.

And there's his signature, M. Bob Andrew s signature. Not Roy Ronanow s
signature, not ny signature, sir. Not the signature of the the forner

m ni ster of Finance, ny coll eague, the nenber from Regi na East, not the
signature of the fornmer premer. This is the signature of the m nister of
Fi nance of the current admi nistration which is in office.



And then if you take a | ook at another document, July 1986 Saskatchewan
econonmi ¢ and financial position -- different mnister, | can tell that by
the picture. It's not Bob Andrew. This is the nenber from Qu' Appell e;
he's now the Mnister of Justice. And the nenber from Qu' Appelle gives the
report with the mnister of Finance to the people of the province of

Saskat chewan. And | refer you, sir -- | know that you're very nuch
interested in this -- to page 13 of the report, of this financial report.
And what does the mnister of Finance of the day say as |late as 19867

There is excess of revenue (note these words), excess of revenue over
expenditure in the province of Saskatchewan as of 1982 (1982 figures),
139.2 mllion.

He said it again; he said it four years after making this statenent.

An Hon. Menber: -- Did he sign it?

M. Romanow. -- And he signed it. M colleague asks, where'd he sign it?
There it is on page two. | see his signature, M. Speaker, sane situation.
But 1'lIl tell you something else. |If you go down this |line and you see

what the net excess of revenue, nanely surplus position is, 1982 it's
$139.2 mllion. You know what it is by 1986, unaudited? M nus $584.1
mllion. That, M. Speaker, is a turnaround of $700 mllion in four years.
It's a turnaround from $140 million surplus to a deficit of about $600
mllion. That's a 700 to $800 nmillion deficit. They were given the
records and the books in a position of good managenent and good efficiency,
because we worked on consensus, we worked on a m xed econony. W | ooked
after the needy. W provided the best in education. W |ooked after the
soci al services. W provided the best health care and we still had a
sur pl us of 140.

And in four years these people, with their destructive policies and their

i nconpet ence and their m smanagenent, have cone up with eight deficit
budgets in a row. | predict next week it'll be nine deficit budgets in a
row. Today we've got a $4 billion curmul ative debt. That's a debt on our
children and their children. That's a debt that hocks the province of
Saskat chewan to the bankers of New York and Switzerland and Toronto.
That's a situation which cuts down the ability of this governnent and this
| egislature to speak for the communities.

They say they're setting up a hundred peopl e called Consensus Saskat chewan
to devise the strategies for the future. Howw |l they be able to do that
with this kind of a debt wapped around their neck with the bankers calling
the shots on the hundred people called Consensus Saskatchewan? They have
destroyed the consensus. Their m smanagenent and their attitude here, M.
Speaker, is worthy of condemmation just as nmuch as their division policies
are as well.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- But | guess we should have known that. Because on January
19, 1983, and | have the direct quotation here, the Premi er of the province




went down to New York. As | said, they were like children into a candy
store now, these people, first tinme round, wow, we're in governnent here
now. Down goes the Premier to New York and he speaks to the New York

i nvestors on January 19, 1983. And | guess we should have known in

Saskat chewan t hat sonething was wong with this kind of an attitude because
he sai d:

Saskat chewan has so much going for it that you can afford to m smanage it
and still break even.

Was what the Premer said in 1983.

Well that was an attitude of profligacy and waste and spendi ng noney |i ke
drunken sailors to try to get re-elected. That was an attitude which
sinply said, we didn't care about managing the dollars of taxpayers
efficiently or well. That's an attitude which sinply says, we don't care,
we're not here for along tine; we're here for a good tine, and we're going
to sinply waste, waste, waste. And here we now are in this debt position
And t hen now bei ng caught in the debt position, what do they do? They

i ncrease taxes. That's what a governnment does, and cut back. And so our
taxes go up. They break their prom ses. They elimnate the property

i nprovenent grant. They put the used car tax on. \Wat happened to that?
Had to back that off.

Fl at taxes established at .5 per cent. Then the flat tax is up to 1 per
cent. Then the flat tax is up to 1.5 per cent. Nowthe flat tax is going
Were is it going?

An Hon. Menber: -- Higher.
M. Romanow. -- It's going higher. |It's going up to 2 per cent, the flat
tax. Then they increased the . . . gasoline tax. That's now back on.

Renenber, they prom sed sales tax would be reduced. Were is it going?

An Hon. Menber: -- Higher.

M. Romanow. -- Seven per cent. They said they were going to do away with
income tax. Were is the inconme tax going?

An Hon. Menber: -- Higher.
M. Romanow. -- Higher it is, my colleagues are saying. And then now we
have sonething else on our plate. It's called GST (goods and services

tax). That's the colleagues and the brothers and sisters in Qtawa,
Conservatives al so, who have also the m ssion to destroy a consensus, the
consensus of Canada, through free trade and through a strong united Canada
and deregul ation. Now their brothers and sisters in Otawa want to destroy
t he Canadi an consensus and they' ve got sonething called the GST.

And what do we see here at first? And |I've got the clippings in front of
me right here, M. Speaker. | can't display them because the rules

prohi bit, but they say -- I'll read them-- and this is a quotation so |I'm
not quoting the mnister here: "Devine stands ground in support of sales



tax"; "Devine odd man out anong premers on GST"; "Premers agree to
di sagree with feds proposed sales tax Prem er supports.”

And not only that, but then in an open letter by one Dennis MKnight, sorry

Bill MKnight, the hon. mnister who's the federal cabinet mnister to the
government in Otawa from Saskat chewan, he wites the following. To this
governnent, to the mnister, he wites . . . when they got on the fence,

when they couldn't take the political heat, when they were finally
beginning to listen only a few nonths ago, MKnight wites to the Prem er
and he says:

May | also remind you that we (referring to Gtawa and Regi na) engaged in
extensive discussions with all 10 provinces for 18 nonths after the

rel ease of the white paper on the GST (for 18 nonths). |In fact (M.

McKni ght wites) these discussions nade an inportant contribution to our
own work on the design of the goods and services tax.

And this governnent has the gall to say that it is now opposed to the GST,
havi ng hel ped to fashion the GST.

M. Speaker, is there anybody in the province of Saskatchewan who is goi ng
to believe this government in Regina when they say they weren't shaping the
GST? |Is there anybody here in this legislature in the province of

Saskat chewan who doesn't believe that the Premer and the M nister of

Fi nance are hook and part and parcel and hand in glove in this tax grab
unprecedented in the history of the province of Saskatchewan? Does anybody
bel i eve ot herw se?

And | ook at the dilemma we're in. The taxes keep on going up, and yet the
deficit keeps on going up and the services keep on going down. And the
poor people are hurting ,and the farners are being driven off the | ands,
and the banks are profiting, and unenploynent is going up in the mdst of
all of this, because it's eight years of open for business and eight years
of privatization and ei ght years of deregulation and eight years of free
trade and eight years of a consensus-destroyi ng governnent.

M. Speaker, | say this to you and to the people of the province of

Saskat chewan: you don't have to be a New Denocrat, you don't have to be a
Li beral or a PC, or you can be unconmitted, or you can be a Liberal or a
PCer; if you are commtted to honest governnent, conpetent governnent, fair
government, then | tell you it's tinme to defeat the |adies and gentl enen
opposite and put a governnent in there that can do the job.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- So my second point, M. Speaker, is the economc record of
m smanagenent and all the statistical data which is clear and for everybody
to see, which needs to be placed on the record.

| want to say, however, one other aspect of this record which is very
di sturbing to ne, M. Speaker, and that is the way it's been translated to
social policy and the negative of social policy.



|"ve already referred to education. The teachers and the trustees and the
admnistrators are pleading for nore noney. That's stated here March 12,
1990. We need a new vision for education. W're commtted to that.

Health care -- they want a new consensus, the people do, about health care.
W're commtted to that.

But you know what the real tragedy is, is the poverty profile in the

provi nce of Saskatchewan. Sixty-four thousand kids are in a poverty line
goi ng hungry -- 64,000 people. That's the second highest in all of Canada,
and this is stated here in a report from National Council on Wlfare. |
have here "An Inquiry into Hunger in Regina" prepared by another body, the
Cty of Regina. Hunger in the mdst of plenty in the province of

Saskat chewan.

M. Speaker, | just want to give you one statistic here. Food Banks.

Saskat oon food bank has grown by 165 per cent since 1985. 1[In 1988, M.
Speaker, the food bank in Saskatoon fed 76, 164 people -- 76, 164 peopl €;

Regi na, 59, 705 people; Prince Albert, 12,242 people, and it's now expandi ng
t he concept of food banks to other smaller centres. And do you know t he
tragedy is that people opposite are accepting this as alnost a reality, a
way of life. | think that that is a tragedy. It's a condemmation

(1545)

M . Speaker, ny coll eague, the nenber from Saskatoon University, headed a
speci al task force on hunger and what can be done about it. 1've got a
copy here which I'"'mnot going to refer to at length, but it docunents a
gane plan to deal with poverty and hunger in the province of Saskatchewan.

Can you imagine the imorality of the situation? Here we are in the mddle
of the bread-basket of the world, perhaps, and sonehow we can't figure out
a way to get the food fromthose who produce, at prices which allow themto
continue to produce, to those people who need the food right here in our
own communities. W haven't been able to figure that out. W can send nen
and wonmen to the noon. W can have the best in all of the science,

technol ogy, and health in other areas, but we can't figure out a way to
feed the poor. | want to tell you, we'd nake a bigger dent on the health
care budget if we just fed the poor and the poverty people in this province
wi th good food. W' d nake a bigger dent.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- And, M. Speaker, it is the worst argunent to say, as the
m ni sters opposite in defence have been saying, oh well, you knowit's

al ways been with us. That's what they tried to say today in question
period. It's always been with us. That's false. |It's not always been
with us. It's been with us since the consensus, the Saskat chewan
consensus, has been dismantled. That's been when it's been with us.

It's been with us when the new attitudes of conpetition and acquisition and
greed -- look after nunber one -- took over in 1982, not the attitudes of
conpassi on and caring and sharing, the Saskatchewan consensus which they
had. It's not true; it's not always been with us. It's only been with us



since 1982.

And | want to tell you, M. Speaker, this side of the House is commtted
that when that el ection takes place and when we are elected to office, we
are going to put as a priority, as an objective within the first term of
our governnent, the elimnation of the food banks in the province of
Saskat chewan. Nothing less will do.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- Ch, sone Tories say, well, that's a dream You know,
poverty's always with us. Well | want to tell you, M. Speaker, it m ght
be a dream but | conme fromthat ol d Saskat chewan consensus that |'ve

tal ked about and | still can dream And | still can dreamthat young
children should be clothed and fed and can go to school and can | earn and
be able to learn and to prosper and to grow and to stay at hone and to work
here. That may be a dream but | tell you, for as long as I'min politics,
provincially or anywhere else, that's a dreamthat | and ny col |l eagues are
going to adhere to. And | guarantee you, it's a dreamwe're going to work
to fulfil if we're elected cone the next election.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Ronmanow. -- Now |l et ne raise another point about this Speech fromthe
Throne, M. Speaker. The idea that this governnment is listening -- the
hundred points of |ight, Saskatchewan consensus, the hundred people. Well,
t he governnent says it's listening. M. Speaker, | say if you believe
that, |'ve got a bridge for you to buy -- it's located in Saskatoon -- at a
pretty good price just because |I like you, sir. And | think the feeling is
nmut ual .

But | want to say, M. Speaker, | don't think that this governnent is
listening at all. | don't think the 100 citizens in Consensus Saskat chewan
are going to go anywhere except for one big disappointnent.

The Deputy Prem er assured us it wasn't another Crown corporation. Well
what is it? Wwo is going to fund it? Wat's the budget? How is the noney
going to get fromhere to the consensus group? Wo's going to adm nister
it? Are there going to be financial statenents? What's on the agenda?
How do things get on the agenda? WII| there be an annual report? WII

t here be bureaucrats advising?

O course they'll be bureaucrats advising. You know what's going to
happen. Here's another bureaucracy going up. Another governnent. That's
what it's basically -- a parallel governnment outside of the |egislature,

because these people say they want to listen.

Wll is it really listening? 1Is this governnent really listening? |'II
tell you, M. Speaker, if this government was really listening, they could
prove its faith, if it was listening, if, rather than appointing a hundred
people for this Consensus Saskatchewan, it had issued a statenent saying,
we nmade a big mstake in not follow ng the environnmental |aws at Rafferty,
and we didn't |isten when people on ny side here, the nenber from Regi na



and others were saying, you aren't listening; you should follow |aws. Now
t hat woul d have been proof of listening. No, it took the court to nmake
them "listen.”

They' d have been listening if they'd issued a statenent saying, you know,
megaproj ects, 248 mllion bucks to Wyerhaeuser -- no, I'mnot so sure
that's a good idea in today's econom c circunstances. That woul d have been
proof of I|istening.

| think that they would have |istened if they had taken Cargill -- | want
to say just a word about that for a noment -- and said, you know, this is
sonmet hing which is a way of the past in the 1990s, given the fisca
situation of the province and the fiscal capacity of Canada. This is
old-style politics, Cargill. Megabucks for megaprojects.

They know the farners don't go for this. They know that the farnmers need
hel p. And they see guarantees for Wyerhaeuser and they see guarantees for

Pockl i ngt on and they see guarantees for Cargill, but no guarantees for
them They see that the priorities are all mxed up. Now that would have
been an admi ssion of listening if they had said, we hear, and Cargill is

the wong way to go. Sixty-four mllion dollars cash, $370 mllion, roughly
speaking, all told, in one formor another as a comtnent.

Now some journalists and others say, well that's a contingent liability.
Well of course it's a contingent liability. But none the less, it's a
commitnment. It's alegally enforceable commtnent if the thing goes
belly-up as Cargills did go belly-up in Alberta and as the industry tells
us, it's very likely to do. And for that anpunt of nobney, that anobunt of a
commtment, we roughly translate ourselves into a situation of $3.4 mllion
dollars in one formor another for every permanent job created.

M. Speaker, does anybody in this roombelieve that if we came up with a
schenme that said, we'll give you $3.4 nillion on one condition -- you've
got to create nore than one job -- that we couldn't do that? O course we
could do that. \Were are the environnental concerns? No indication that
there is going to be an environnental study. |If this government was
listening, M. Speaker, they would have said, we're going to have an

envi ronnent al hearing. But they say no.

Where are the cost-benefit figures and analysis, if this governnent was
listening, that the press wants to see the figures? The opposing industry
wants to see the figures. They've got a right to take a | ook at them The
public wants to see the figures. Were is the cost-benefit analysis? W
want to hear that and want to see it. They're not listening. No such
figures at all.

And what about the commtnent to smaller communities? They say they're

i stening, but what happened to Rosetown? What happened to Melville? What
happened to Melfort? Now maybe the alternative project isn't the one that
woul d have worked, | don't know, but at |east here is an entrepreneur who
said, | want to conme and do it by nyself and I don't want governnment noney
to doit. And the town said, we want to help you to do it. And they say
to the governnents, let us doit. Are you listening, they say to the



Premier. No they're not listening at all.

Instead they conmt mllions of dollars in these | oan guarantees. And nost
inportantly why they're not listening is because they have deci ded that
that's the way to go. That's why | asked the question in question period
today. Supposing the hundred people call ed Consensus Saskatchewan said to
t he governnent: stop Cargill; it's not the way we shoul d be devel opi ng;
it's contrary to the Saskat chewan consensus of community and i nnovation
that 1've tal ked about. Wat would this governnment do? | bet you it would
i gnore the recommendati on and proceed. |It's busily signing up all the
docunents and all the financial docunentation now Are they listening, M.
Speaker ?

| want to nmake one other point, and that's privatization. And to ne, M.
Speaker, this is a very inportant point, and it's going to becone nore

inportant in the weeks and nont hs ahead on privatization. | amnot going
to argue the issues on privatization again. Those have been tal ked over at
length in this House. But you know what it means: |oss of control, |oss of

jobs, the deficit hasn't been reduced, the deficit keeps on going up. They
say they sell the Crown corporations to reduce the deficit, but you know
what happens? The Crown corporations go dowmn and what happens to the
deficit? It just keeps on going higher. So there's no success there. And
on it goes. And they're still pursuing it.

| have here in front of ne, M. Speaker, a 1990 privatization conference,
May 13 to 16 in Saskatoon. And there it is. It's endorsed by the Premer.
Here's a nessage, and by the way, by the Prime Mnister in this particul ar
docunent. Ten hundred and fifty dollars per person to join. That's how
they' re |istening.

Not the person fromthe social welfare rights group -- | don't think he or
she can pay ten hundred and fifty bucks to get in. Not the average trade
unionist, ten hundred and fifty bucks. | don't think the farmer in Sturgis

or Stenen can pay ten hundred and fifty bucks for registration to get in.
But they're going to plough ahead. They're going to go ahead and they're
going to privatize. And this conference is going ahead.

And here's ny point, M. Speaker. And | bet you, by the way, that they're
going to be funding, that the governnent's going to be funding it. Here's
my point: |ast year privatization was the nunber one agenda of this

government opposite. In the mdst of the agricultural crisis -- | spoke
about agriculture at length yesterday and so | won't today -- but in the
m dst of the agriculture crisis, they nmade privatization the nunber one

issue. It was going to be the Alanp of the NDP. 1In effect it turned out

to be the Alanp of the governnment because it broke the consensus that |
tal ked about. And we don't know where the governnment stands on SaskEnergy.

| want to say this, M. Speaker, and | want to underline these words, and |
say it to you, sir, and | say it to the people of the province of

Saskat chewan: mark nmy words; re-elect the Conservative governnment in Regina
and they will finish the job of trying to privatize SaskEnergy.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!




M. Romanow. -- Make no m stake about it. A vote in the next election for
t he Conservatives of this governnent is a vote to finish the privatization
of a Crown corporation public utility and a further dismantling of the
consensus of which that m xed econony, that Crown corporation, is a part

of. This election, if they get elected, will result in that privatization,
| guar ant ee.
And I'Il tell you why. Because they told this house in 1988 that they

woul dn't privatize SaskEnergy. Wiat did they do? They broke their word
and then tried. They said to the Leader-Post they wouldn't privatize
SaskEnergy. Wat did they do? They broke their word and they tried. Can
anybody trust the Prem er of the province to say in this election that he
won't privatize it again? Wuld you trust hinf

An Hon. Menber: -- No.

M. Romanow. -- Nobody would trust him

| say that the trust and the credibility of this government on
privatizationis nil. | say to the people of the province of Saskatchewan,
if you want to save the Crown corporation SaskEnergy, if you want to build
t he consensus, if you want to provide jobs and to build fromthere -- not
only at hone but in the world -- don't take a chance on the PCs. There has
to be a vote for the NDP to start building for the future in the 1990s.
That's what's behind this issue.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- And |l et ne nake one other point, M. Speaker. As we debate
t he opening of this session, the theme of ny nessage is a consensus. It
was there. Wat is the consensus? |'ve described it. And |'ve contrasted

what they've done to try to break the consensus and try to establish a new
one -- where | think they failed. And |I've tried to describe the real
consequences for people as a result of that failure. 1've described that

t 0o.

And |'ve also said just now, a few nonents ago, that the agenda is not
finished. That this 100 Consensus Saskatchewan group is just a sham It's

a facade. It's an idea of the PC pollsters that if they get re-el ected
they will finish the job of selling off the heritage, the privatization,
and it will be conplete -- their values and their goals -- it'lIl be
conpl et e.

And now | just want to say two very last things in quick summtion and
closing. There's another part of this. In this election that's com ng up,

M. Speaker, it is that this consensus destruction policy that | have
described is aided and abetted by M. Milroney and the Progressive
Conservatives in Otawa.

The Prem er of this province is at one end of the teeter-totter, the Prinme
M ni ster of Canada, the PC | eader, is at the other end of the
teeter-totter. And they just keep going up and down in their political



interests. But their nessage and their consensus and their approaches to
Canada are simlar, fromfree trade to privatization to dismantlenent that
|"ve already tal ked about. Whether it's free trade or Meech Lake or GST or
privatization or cut-backs in interest-free cash advances or changes to
crop insurance or the cut-backs in the rural post office systemor the
destruction of VIA Rail or the EPF (established prograns financing)

di smantl enment -- this, M. Speaker, is a nmgjor issue.

What did we get? Two paragraphs on the established program financing, a
maj or issue. They didn't fight. This governnent's not prepared to stand
up to the Prime Mnister. This Premer and this governnent are so buried
deeply in the hip pocket of the Prine Mnister they can't see daylight.
They do not defend the Saskatchewan interests.

And you know as | travel the province of Saskatchewan there is so nuch

di scontent and alienation fromOQtawa. People say they're doing this and
they're doing that and they're not listening. And M. Milroney seens to be
travelling all over the world and he seens to be favouring one region over
another. And there's no consensus building. And they said, we're
frustrated and what can we do. W're having a farmcrisis and we're having
a business crisis.

(1600)

And people say to nme, Roy, what can we do? And | say to themthis, M.
Speaker, which | amgoing to say to you also in this election. There is
sonet hing you can do. There is hope. They may not listen to your

tel ephone calls. They may not listen to your questions, and they may not
pay attention to your letters, but | want to tell you, M. Speaker, one
thing that will make them pay notice and pay attention, and that is if this
government is defeated by the largest mgjority in the history of the

provi nce of Saskatchewan, | guarantee you M. Milroney will hear it even in
24 Sussex Street, wi thout a doubt.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- It's tinme to get a governnment, a governnent of men and
wonmen who will stand up and fight for Saskatchewan, who know where we cane
from and know where we're going to; a government with a vision, with a
mandat e; a governnent that'll make m stakes, but a governnent that is
future oriented; a governnment which is non-ideol ogical; a governnment which
wants to build and restore that consensus that |1've described. And | say
that's us.

And let nme close on this last point that | said | would close on. People
often ask ne, they say, well you know how are you going to do it, Roy? And
| say it's not going to be easy; there is no magi c wand; there is no way
that we can do it. But | want to tell you, M. Speaker, that we' ve got to
try. There's no easy way to do it, but there's only the only way that
we've done it in the past.

First, we've got to return to understandi ng what our basic val ues have been
and are in this province, as part of restoring truly the consensus of which



| speak. And those val ues are honesty and conpassi on and hard work and
i nnovation and fairness and co-operation, and it neans that a future
government is going to have to nmeasure every Bill and every statute as
agai nst whether or not those val ues are advanced and propagat ed.

Secondly, we're going to have to have an open governnent, a truly open
government. We're going to have to institutionalize a collaborative system
of concerning input by government and input by working people and by the
farm ng conmunity to open up the books . . . (inaudible interjection)

The M nister of Justice is asking, what are we going to do with

Weyer haeuser and with Cargill? 1'Il tell you what we're going to do with
them 1'Il tell you exactly what we're going to do. W are going to nmake
all the docunents financially and contractually |legal to the point of
light. W're going to tell the people of Saskatchewan exactly what kind of
secret deals and other deals you ve nmade to benefit them And | tell you
that if you' ve done it contrary to the interests of the people of the

provi nce of Saskatchewan, we are going to act in the interests of the
peopl e of the province of Saskatchewan to renedy it.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

M. Romanow. -- And | would say to the .

The Speaker: -- Order, order. 1'd like to draw the attention of the
M ni ster of Justice not to vociferously interrupt the Leader of the

Qpposi tion.

M. Romanow. -- Thank you very nuch, M. Speaker. And | would also say to
the Mnister of Justice, | would say to the governnent opposite, that if
there is a change in governnent, if there is, all those docunents are going
to be on the table, openly and publicly, imedi ately, on every
privatization that takes place.

They're all going to be out there in the open. Not the ones -- all. All
of the Crowns, the STCs, and all the ones which you're . . . (inaudible)
because the people have got a right to know.

And there's sonething else that we're going to do as well, M. Speaker
And there is .

The Speaker: -- Order, order. It now seens that several hon. nenbers woul d
like to get into the debate. They will have the opportunities. At this
nmonment | et us allow the Leader of the Opposition to continue.

M. Romanow. -- Thank you, M. Speaker. |1'mgoing to conclude by saying
we're also going to, in collaboration with these people that 1've
identified, develop |ong-term prograns for farmng.

| tal ked about sone of themlast day. | won't repeat again at |ength, but
income stability, the debt restructuring, land transfer, intergenerational

| and transfer, work toward an international grains agreenent, work toward
worl d food banking, if required, for those countries of the world that need
it, a whole range of prograns dealing with conservation and environnment



with respect to agriculture and other areas, including Crow benefit and the
like.

|'ve talked about those, and detailed policies will be advocated in
consul tation, because we are saying to the farners, we're here to stay.
We're going to reconmt to being the best in health care in North Anmerica
once agai n.

We're going to give education the top priority. President Bush says that
by 1990 he's going to have 90 per cent of students there get grade 12.
think we're at 82 per cent or |ess in Saskatchewan. That's just not
acceptable. W're going to get that record matched and bettered. And I
don't nean only in science and technology; | nmean in education of
humani ti es and val ues and goals and co-operation as well -- the best
education to get our people the best that they have been in the past and
can be in the future.

And we're going to get business and people working together. W're going
to enploy the m xed econony. W' re going to abandon ideol ogical fervour in
this policy. We're going to tackle the deficit. I've outlined that in
speeches to business groups. W're going to provide jobs and we're going
to make famlies cone back again to live and to prosper here, and we're
goi ng to exhi bit conpassion.

We're going to tackle poverty as |'ve described. W're going to put an end
to food banks. We're going to give people the right to deal in dignity and
in decency. W're going to pronote tolerance, and we're going to pronote
mul ticulturalism and we're going to say that this province of Saskatchewan
is the greatest place in all the world to live; that the 1990s is the area
where we are not going to sinply play dead and roll over to these forces
externally that seem ngly have swanped the governnent, that they are not
able to deal with

W are going to return to the Saskat chewan consensus and those val ues t hat
| talk about to build a better and brighter and new tonorrow, to build the
nost exciting decade of growth and opportunity and devel opnent that this
provi nce has ever known. | guarantee you that, M. Speaker.

Sone Hon. Menbers: nHear, hear!

Hon. M. Hodgins: -- M. Speaker, | would |like to coomend the Leader of the
Opposition on a very el oqguent speech. The Leader of the Qpposition
certainly has the gift of the gab, if you like, M. Speaker. He's been in
this legislature for a long tine, and he tal ks very snoothly, M. Speaker.
He talks with a lot of what is apparently conviction

The Speaker: -- Order, order. |'msure nenbers nust be having difficulty
hearing the mnister, as | am | would |ike to ask for your co-operation.
Hon. M. Hodgins: -- M. Speaker, the nmenber opposite speaks with a | ot of

apparent conviction, but I think in reality when you take away all of the
flowery words and all of the flowery presentation, take away all the fluff
and get right down to the real issues that face this province today, M.



Speaker, | think you would agree with ne, as well as | believe that the
peopl e of Saskat chewan woul d agree, that the nenber opposite failed to
address a lot of the serious issues that are facing Saskatchewan in any
meani ngf ul way what soever.

M. Speaker, it gives ne a great pleasure to enter the throne speech
debate. | have quite a bit that | wuld like to talk about. Today | would
like to adjourn this particular debate and it'Il be ny pleasure to enter
into the debate tonorrow

Debat e adj our ned.

Hon. Ms. Smth: -- M. Speaker, with leave | would like to introduce a
condol ence noti on.

Leave granted.

CONDOLENCES

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- M. Speaker, | nove, and it is seconded by the Leader
of the Qpposition, the nenber from Saskatoon Riversdal e:

That this Assenbly records with sorrow and regret the passing of a forner
menber of this Assenbly, and expresses its grateful appreciation of the
contribution he nmade to his community, his constituency, and indeed to the
provi nce.

M chael Feduni ak, who died in Saskatoon on August 30, 1989, was a nenber
of this Assenbly, representing the constituency of Turtleford fromthe
years 1971 to 1975. M. Feduniak was born at Fairholnme on June 1, 1914.
He was educated at Saskat oon Technical Collegiate and Hami |l ton Vocati onal
School. At Ham lIton he nmet Eva Crocker whom he married in 1942. |n 1945
he returned to Saskatchewan to open a general store in Gaslyn. A few
years | ater he opened a farm i npl ement deal ershi p.

M. Feduni ak took a strong interest in his cormunity. He served on the

d aslyn village council and was a nenber of the local credit union, and as
well he took an active role in the daslyn El ks Lodge and the village's
Anglican church. In the 1971 provincial general election he won the

Turtl eford seat of this Legislative Assenbly.

M. Feduniak |eft active politics in 1975, and when he retired he noved to
North Battleford. He enjoyed travelling and had a particul ar fondness for
auction sal es.

In recording its own deep sense of |oss and bereavenent, this Assenbly
expresses its nost sincere synpathy with nenbers of the bereaved famly.

M. Romanow. -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | rise to second the notion of the
Deputy Prem er expressing the acknow edgenment of this Assenbly of the
contribution of Mke Feduniak to the province of Saskatchewan.

Many menbers of this Assenbly perhaps woul d have known M ke not directly in



their capacity as el ected nenbers of the House, because M ke served between
the years of 1971 to 1975 -- | was one of those who was present between
1971 and 1975 -- but whether or not nenbers served with himin the

| egi sl ature, al nost everybody knew M ke fromhis political and community
activity. And the one thing which can be attested to is his unflagging,
unswerving interest to the welfare of the people of the province of

Saskat chewan and the optim smthat he had for the future and the optim sm
that he had in the political system

Before entering political Iife Mke was a snall -business man. He owned a
general store and then |ater he got involved in a farminpl enent deal ership
in daslyn, Saskatchewan. And as typical of Mke, and as the Deputy
Prem er has indicated, he was a nenber of the daslyn village council and
active at the credit union, his church, and the El ks | odge.

Sonme people mght think that M ke was a quiet person who al ways kept his
interests and his thoughts to hinself. That's only partially true. M ke
was essentially quiet and very thoughtful, but there were many occasi ons,

or perhaps | should say a few notabl e occasions where that quiet would give
way to very strongly held and vociferously stated points of view

And | can tell you that although he was a parti san New Denocratic Party
menber right to his very, very last nonents, all of the tine unswerving and
unfailing in his commtnent to the ideals to which we subscribe, he never
hesitated where necessary to criticize us individually and collectively.

This is a facet of political life today which we don't see nearly enough
of. W don't see enough of the independence of nenbers of the Legislative
Assenbly and the political process as we all tend to pay homage to the
necessity, also inportant to party unity and caucus unity.

M ke never abided by that. Mke in fact, | think, bridled at the notion
that he could not speak up about his ideals and how he thought the New
Denocratic Party or how he felt the province of Saskatchewan shoul d unfol d.
So nmuch so that | personally believe that it contributed to his decision in
1975 not to run for re-election again.

But in the four years that he was there in the House, from'71 to '75, |
have many, nmany fond renmenbrances, and | say fond renenbrances, even on

t hose occasions when | was on the opposite receiving end of Mke's frank
t houghts on some issues -- fond renmenbrances of a person who nade an

i nval uabl e contribution to the fulfilment of what | thought was a great

plan at that tinme in 1971 of our party, called the New Deal for People.

(1615)

M ke, as | say, is a person who typifies all the best of Saskatchewan -- a
person from an ethni c background, with educational opportunities sonmewhat
[imted, took full opportunity to showinitiative, hard work and drive; was
fairly successful in his personal affairs, financially and otherw se, but

al ways found tine, always found tinme, to understand that while we're on
this earth our job is to try to benefit and i nprove the | ot of others.

M ke is sorely mssed by his many friends, | know by nyself and ny wfe



El eanor, and the nenbers of his famly, and the nenbers of this caucus and
party. On behalf of the nenbers of the NDP in this Assenbly, |I join all in
extending our synpathy to the famly.

M. Anguish: -- Thank you M. Speaker. |'d like to also join with the
menbers of the Assenbly here this afternoon passing on condol ences to the
Feduniak famly. | had the honour, M. Speaker, of doing the eul ogy at

M chael Feduniak's funeral in North Battleford. M ke was, as has already
been nentioned, born on the famly farmin the Fairholnme area. And during
Wrld War 11, Mke served as a machinist in the armaments industry in
around the Ham lton area, and his partner Eva al so worked in the war
effort, manufacturing goods for the Canadian war effort.

Towards the end of the war they noved to d aslyn and purchased a genera
store. MKke and Eva were always successful in business in the d aslyn
area. He also was a person who always faced controversy with a great deal
of determ nation and dedication. | know that while he was active in
muni ci pal politics in Aaslyn, there was a great controversy about whet her
or not the town should have sewer and water. And although it would seem
strange, | suppose, at this point in tinme, Mke was one of those that
fought to get sewer and water in the comunity of d aslyn when he thought
that would be a good idea. And it just shows that he never did back down
when he thought an idea was good. He pursued it with a great deal of

Vi gour .

He of course after that tinme served as a nenber of this Legislative
Assenbly from 1971 till 1975, representing the Turtleford constituency, and
he retired later to North Battl eford.

M ke was a person who was very dedicated. He was a well-read person and
for many respects a self-taught individual, not having a great deal of
academ c education, but nevertheless well-read and articulate in those

i ssues that he would discuss. He was a conpassionate individual and cared
a great deal for Saskatchewan people, regardless of their ethnic background
or their race or their status in life. And he was a great person for
detail. He would wite many letters to the paper, he would have nany

di scussions in coffee shops, that a nunber of retired politicians do in the
provi nce of Saskatchewan, and he would many tinmes argue politics. And |
woul dn't want the Saskatchewan public to think that people who are of a
different political faith were the only ones who experienced Mke's
conpassi on about politics. And if he had an argunent, al so people within
the New Denocratic Party which M chael served experienced that sane

di fference of opinion when he had an honest difference of opinion with
menbers of his own political party.

Wth that, M. Speaker, on that very short intervention, | would like to
pass on ny personal condol ences along with other nenbers of this Assenbly
to his partner Eva and to their daughters Janice, Patricia and their
famlies as well.

Thank you, M. Speaker.

Mot i on agreed to.



Hon. Ms. Smth: -- M. Speaker, with | eave, a condol ence notion.

Leave granted.

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- M. Speaker, | nove, seconded by the Leader of the
Qpposition, the nenber from Saskatoon Ri versdal e:

That this Assenbly records with sorrow and regret the passing of a forner
menber of this Assenbly and expresses its grateful appreciation of the
contribution he nmade to his community, his constituency, and to the

provi nce.

Demtro M chayl uk, who died in Saskatoon on January 2, 1990, was a nenber
of this Assenbly. He represented the constituency of Redberry from 1960
to 1975.

M. M chayl uk was born at Bl ai ne Lake on Decenber 23, 1911, and he was

rai sed nearby on his famly's farm He received his high school education
at Krydor and then attended Mbose Jaw Normal School. After graduating in
1933, he began a teaching career that spanned sone 37 years, nost of which
was With the Blaine Lake School Unit No. 57. In 1940 he married Mary

Sol odi uk of Krydor. He took a very active role in the communities where
he lived, especially Krydor where he lived nost of his life. He served as
presi dent on the Krydor board of trade, on various |ocal co-operatives,
the credit union, and the Krydor village council, the district Red Cross
branch, the Redberry and district Saskatchewan Fish and Gane League, and
as a councillor of the Blaine Lake teachers federation.

In 1960 he ran successfully in the Redberry constituency and he held that
seat through three subsequent provincial general elections. M. M chayl uk
spent his retirenent years in Saskatoon where he pursued his interest in
anti que coll ecting.

In recording its own deep sense of |oss and bereavenent this Assenbly
expresses its nost sincere synpathy with nenbers of the bereaved famly.

M. Romanow. -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | again rise to second the notion
of the Deputy Prem er expressing the appreciation of this |egislature for
the contribution of Demtro (Dick) Mchayluk to the province of

Saskat chewan.

Dick was not only a close coll eague of several nenbers of our current
caucus but he was also a friend of those nenbers, and | can tell you he was
a personal friend of mne. Dick represented the constituency of Redberry
from 1960 to 1975, and | first got to know himwhen | was first elected in
t he year 1967

D ck was one of a privileged nunber of nmenbers of this House who served as
a nmenber of the |ast CCF government in Saskatchewan and the first NDP
governnment |led by then Prem er Al an Bl akeney. In between he served as a
menber of sonmething called the CCF/NDP -- hybrid as we were then, | guess,
named -- opposition caucus from'64 to 1971.



In his 15 years as a nenber of the Saskatchewan Legi sl ative Assenbly, Dick
M chayl uk served his constituents with an unfl aggi ng sense of duty, and he
served his province with great distinction. He was a hard-working nmenber
of the Assenbly; he was a determ ned nenber of the Assenbly. He was
determ ned to serve his constituents well and to ensure that all the people
of this province were well and properly served, be they CCF, NDP, or

Li beral or PC.

As well as representing the constituency of Redberry, Dick M chayluk was a
| ong-tinme educator who retained his interest in schools and education until
the end of his days. He was a long-tine educator with the Bl ai ne Lake
school unit where he taught school there for over a period of 37 years --
quite an acconplishnment in itself. And he was a long-tine resident of
Krydor, Saskatchewan. There he served on the Krydor board of trade, the
Krydor credit union, Krydor village council, |local Red Cross, the Redberry
and district to Saskatchewan Fi sh and Gane League, and the Bl ai ne Lake
Teachers' Federation. So you can see, M. Speaker, that he was a man of
his cormmunity for all seasons. He served his community and his province
and his constituents very well indeed.

Again, | have very many fond nmenories of Dick Mchayluk in this particular
Chanber. And, M. Speaker, you will have heard nme talk in the past about
the then and the now. And there's always a tendency to say that things are
never quite today |ike they were in the good old days. But | have to tel
you that Dick M chayl uk was a nenber of that breed and band of M.,As, nale
and femal e, who, in ny judgenent, were exceptional in their capacity for
debate and oratory and their contribution to public life.

The question of oratory seenmed, as | entered politics in 1967, to be an

i mportant part of the business of the |egislature and being an MA. |
don't know whether it's the advent of television or what it is, but over
the years, if | may say so rather sorrowfully, not too sorrowfully, the art
of oratory and passionate commtnent is somewhat faded, and | include
mysel f, all of us.

D ck M chayl uk was before that period and was of a school where oratory,
passion, |ogic, reason, words, communication of ideas . . . If you stop to
think of it, M. Speaker, one of the nost inportant things that can . :
tool s and weapons that we have, nore powerful than swords, or nore powerful

t han weapons -- ideas and being able to comrunicate them effectively and
enotionally and powerfully -- that's what the stuff of politics was al
about .

And Dick M chayluk and Bill Berezowski, M ke Feduniak, in his own way,

t hese were people who were orators. Perhaps they were not orators using
wor ds whi ch woul d i npress people at university halls or university lecture
hall s, but they were orators who could communi cate the nmessage to the
community at large and their people.

| remenber serving and speaking with Dick on many public occasions where we
shared the platform and D ck had the capacity of not only, as | say,
speaking logically, but very passionately. And being a man of Ukraini an



background -- not because of that, | suppose, but neverthel ess being a man
of Ukrai ni an background -- he would get so carried away in his addresses
that he would all of a sudden interject into the phraseol ogy a Ukrai nian
word or a Ukrainian phrase or sentence in md-sentence, in md-stream

That is to say, you wouldn't see the sentence logically conplete itself in
English. He would go in English for about four or five words and all of a
sudden the sixth word would be in UWkrainian, and it would continue straight
through to the end. And it nade sense. And the audi ence, of course, |oved
it because it was a facility which few peopl e have, but it was anot her way
of conmuni cating so effectively the nessage that he was trying to get

acr oss.

And these town halls that we shared, Dick Mchayluk and I shared, were al so
of an era that | loved. They were small and they were jam packed, and
farmers fromall over the province, all over the area of the constituency
woul d cone, and the evening' s entertai nnent and the eveni ng's exchange of

i deas was the political function, as opposed to nowadays, | guess, the

i npact of television and radio.

| have one other rem niscence, if | mght, M. Speaker, very briefly share
with you. It was a neeting at Whitkow, Saskatchewan. Now | suppose many
peopl e may not know where Wit kow, Saskatchewan is. | suppose the current
menber from Redberry does know where Whitkow is. This was back in 1967.
And | received a tel ephone call froma young politician fromBritish

Col unmbi a who deci ded that he would volunteer his services and hel p nme and
ot her New Denocratic Party candidates for office get elected in that '67
general election where we were running against the late premer, also a
great orator, Ross Thatcher

And this young MLA fromBritish Colunbia was a person by the nane of Dave
Barrett. |1'd never net Barrett before, didn't know what he | ooked I|ike.
He said to cone around the hotel; 1'Il be standing outside; you can't

m stake nme for anybody else. And when | drove by, sure enough, there was
Dave Barrett in his inimtable fashion and appearance. W got in the car
and we drove out to Wi tkow, Saskatchewan to share a platformw th Dick
M chayl uk.

And this was quite some neeting, M. Speaker. The hall was kind of a smal
school building, a converted school, and they had about 65 people for a
Sunday afternoon neeting. At that the hall |ooked pretty full. And the
agenda was that our visitor, Dave Barrett, would say a few well-chosen
wor ds about why it was inportant to el ect Whodrow LI oyd and t he CCF/ NDP.
Forty-five mnutes |ater Dave finished and the Chair decided to introduce
t he candi date and long-time M.A, Dick Mchayluk, to say a few words about
| ocal issues. And 45 mnutes later, basically in Ukrainian and with sonme
sprinkling of English words, Dick Mchayluk was finished. About an hour
and a half or an hour and 90 mnutes into the process, the Chair decided
that they would probably call on the guest speaker who was nyself at that
time, first time neophyte political person, and there I amin Witkow,
Saskat chewan, giving them 1'd |like to say |less than 45 m nutes, but it
turned out to be 45 mnutes as well, if not nore.



| think these people were either the nost . . . best educated political
crowd, the 50, 60 people, in the history of Saskatchewan politics or the
nost bored crowd after the two or three hours. But | didn't get the

i npression. They seened to love it. W seened to love it.

(1630)

And we all ended up going to Con Swystun's house, who was a very strong
supporter of Dick Mchayluk's, and the perogi es and the hol ubtsi cane out,
and the good water fromthe area also came out. W were cel ebrating what
turned out to be a very successful political function. And Dick M chayl uk
carried it out with verve and spirit and sparkle in his life. And I |oved
him | loved him Not only because of that, but | |oved himbecause he
brought that passion in his speech naking.

And as | nentioned in ny conmments with respect to M. Feduni ak, people like

Bill Berezowski and M ke Feduni ak and ot hers, Frank Meakes, were all of
that same school. |If you think some of our speeches today are little bit
| ong-wi nded and ranbling -- | admt that they are -- back in those days

when these people had things on their mnds to say, they said it. And they
said it so passionately that on occasion you' d get one of the M.As breaking
out in a big nosebleed right in the mddle of the speech. And in those
days we had not live television but live radio. And so the trick was to
continue delivering your speech while there was a nosebl eed, with several
hanki es being passed forward to the MLAs fromthat area. But they were
tough. They persevered. They got rid of the nosebl eed and made their
coments, and they stood up for their ideals and their values and their

pri nci pl es.

Well, as | say, these are rem ni scences whi ch perhaps don't have much
bearing to the other nenbers of the House. But they are nenories that I

wi |l share and renenber of Dick Mchayluk for ever. And it's the kind of
ideals and values that I'd |ike to subscribe to, passionate as one would
like to think every one of us here is, commtted to ideals. Those are the
| essons of Dick Mchayluk, the |l essons of Dick's commtnent to the NDP and
t he peopl e of the province of Saskatchewan. And | think we'd all be better
off if we in effect adopted sone of those.

He's going to be greatly mssed by ne. ['ll renmenber himfor ever. And I
want to extend ny condol ences to Mary and the famly and to everybody in
his famly fromthose of us on this side of the House. Thank you, M.
Speaker .

M. Brockel bank: -- M. Speaker, thank you very nuch. On an occasion such
as this, when we finally and formally acknowl edge the contribution that
previ ous nenbers have nmade to this House upon their passing, it is common
practice for menbers of the Assenbly to go to the parlianmentary guide and
ot her sources to review sonme of the background on the nenbers they're about
to speak about. And as | did this, on this occasion | went to the
parliamentary guide in the library and reviewed the material there on the
peopl e that we honour here today, that we pay tribute to today. And those
peopl e presented a great variety, a cross-section of Saskatchewan peopl e.
M. M ke Feduni ak of who we have spoken already; M. Walter Erb, M. Dick




M chayl uk, the person that | am speaking to at this point, M. Herschel
Howel | .

It was common at that tinme, and probably is to a certain extent now, to
list in the parlianentary guide the ancestry of the parents, the country
fromwhich they came. And as | went over the material in the parlianmentary
guide, | saw that M. Herschel Howell |isted English; M. M chayl uk,
Ukrainian; M. Walter Erb, German; M. M ke Feduni ak, Ukrai nian.

So you see what we have here, M. Speaker, is a nmulticultural Chanber with
peopl e from many backgrounds represented at one tinme or another, sone of
t hem many years ago, back in the '40s.

This is the basis of the strength of Saskatchewan people. It was the basis
of the strength of these people who served the people of Saskatchewan. It
distresses ne a bit, M. Speaker, in this day and tine, to see sone of the
i ntol erance and hear sonme of the intolerance that | hear in our society

t oday when we had such a successful multicultural society operating in
Saskat chewan for many years. And | know these nenbers that came froma
vari ety of cultural backgrounds, had they been here today, would have been
expressing opposition to sone of the things that we hear today that smack
of racial intolerance. And that is some of their strengths.

| knew M. Dick Mchayluk well. As a matter of fact, as of recent years
M. Mchayluk was a constituent of mne. | was his MA, and fromtine to
time Dick would give ne a call and we woul d di scuss sone of the issues of
t he day.

As has been stated by ny | eader, he was a passionate person that took his
politics seriously and retained an interest in the political life of
Saskat chewan even after he no | onger was a nenber of this Assenbly.

| was honoured to be asked to take part in the reception follow ng his
funeral and had that opportunity to speak to the famly, friends, guests
who were there at that occasion. He was renenbered at that occasion by his
fellow MLAs as well because there were at |east eight or nine MAs that
attended the funeral and reception, including the Leader of the Qpposition.

And | think I can do little nore than acknow edge sone of those qualities

that M. Dick Mchayl uk had, of tolerance of other people, of their racial
background, and how he would, if he were here today, would be re-enforcing
that kind of multicultural society and that kind of tolerance.

| want to pass on ny personal condol ences to his wife Mary, their three
children -- Leona, Ron, and Ken, all of which I know, and say to themin
conclusion that | valued ny experience in having known D ck M chayl uk,
having served in the |egislature, and Saskatchewan was a better place
because Di ck M chayl uk passed this way. Thank you, M. Speaker.

Hon. M. Gerich: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. M. Speaker, it's an honour
for me to rise today to offer ny condol ences on the passing of the forner
M.A for the Redberry constituency, D ck M chayl uk.




In this day of hustle and bustle and ever qui ckening change, we cannot
forget those that go before us. W can't forget about the pioneers and the
buil ders of our fine province. M. Mchayluk was just that. He was a

pi oneer and a buil der.

Being born in Blaine Lake in 1911, M. M chayluk worked in and for the

Redberry area all of his life. 1In the Krydor area, he was a teacher, a
menber of the board of trade, an activist in the co-op, |ocal
co-operatives, a nmenber of the village council, the district Red Cross, and

the list goes on.

M. Speaker, given his care and |l ove for his area, the province, it is not

surprising that he represented the constituency for 15 years. He was very

well liked. | can only hope, M. Speaker, to denbnstrate the sane care and
concern for the Redberry constituency that D ck has set before ne -- goals

to be attained only through hard work on behalf of his constituency. That

was his commtment to Redberry.

W in this House should hold the sane ethic that Dick did through three
provi ncial elections and 15 years of tireless effort on behalf of his
constituency. He was truly a pioneer, a hard-working representative of his
constituents, and someone who will be cared deeply for by his comunity.

He will be mssed. Krydor will mss him Blaine Lake and area will m ss
him And the Redberry constituency will mss him |Indeed, his kind of
caring and contribution wll be m ssed across the province.

| join with other nmenbers of the legislature in extending our sense of
bereavenent and express ny sincere synpathy to Mary, his wfe, and nenbers
of his famly. Thank you, M. Speaker.

Mot i on agreed to.

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- By |leave of the Assenbly, M. Speaker, a condol ence
not i on.

Leave granted.

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | nove, seconded by the nenber
from Saskat oon West nount :

That this Assenbly records with sorrow and regret the passing of a forner
menber of the Assenbly and expresses its grateful appreciation of the
contribution he nmade to his comrunity, his constituency, and to the

provi nce.

Jacob Walter Erb, who died in Los Angeles, California, on January 1, 1990,
was nenber of this Assenbly and represented the constituency of M| estone
from1948 to 1964. He was born at Lang on January 16, 1909 and he was

rai sed nearby on his famly's honmestead. M. Erb received his early
education at Sunnydal e school and | ater attended Luther College in Regina.

In 1933, he graduated with a Bachel or of Arts degree fromthe University



of Manitoba. After conpleting university, he attended the Chicago
Conservatory of Music on a two-year singing scholarship. That began a
singing career that saw M. Erb nake many concert tours throughout the
United States. And in 1938 he married Edna Hel sa of Lajord.

M. Erb returned to Regina during the Second Wrld War to teach nusic and
becane the dean of boys at Luther College. 1n 1943 he joined the Royal
Canadi an Air Force as cadet instructor. He resigned from Luther Coll ege
in 1945 to take up farm ng near his birthpl ace.

He was elected to the | ocal school board and then broadened his interest
in politics by wnning the M| estone seat in the provincial general
el ection of 1948.

From 1956 to 1961 he held the post of mnister of public health. In 1961
he was appointed m nister of public works, a position that he held until
crossing the floor of the House in 1962.

After the election of 1964, M. Erb departed politics and was appoi nted
chai rman of the workmen's conpensation board. He held that post until
1972. \Wile serving as chairman, M. Walter Erb was el ected president of
t he Worknen's Conpensation Board of Canada. M. Erb retired in 1984 to
enj oy his many hobbi es.

In recording its own deep sense of |oss and bereavenent, this Assenbly
expresses its nost sincere synpathy with nenbers of the bereaved famly.

M. Brockel bank: -- M. Speaker, | rise to second the notion of the Deputy
Prem er in expressing the appreciation of the Saskatchewan Legi sl ative
Assenbly for the contribution of Jacob Walter Erb to the province of
Saskat chewan.

There are many nenbers in this House who, while not having served with M.
Erb, knew him and knew himthrough his active political involvenent in two
parties spanning three decades, his termas chairnman of the worknen's
conpensati on board, active community life, and his ongoing | ove of nusic.

M. Erb served as a CCF nenber from M| estone constituency from 1948 to
1962. In that time he served as minister of health and mnister of public
works. As a nenber of this Assenbly for the constituency of M| estone and
as a nenber of the provincial cabinet, M. Erb served his constituents and
t he province of Saskatchewan in his own particular way.

Havi ng knowmn M. Erb personally and having heard himsing at nore than one
occasion, | found that he had a fine, strong voice and was very pleasant to
listen to. And | say that on a personal note.

| want to repeat briefly some of the comments | nade earlier on the passing
of other menbers whose contribution we acknow edge here today. And this
comment has to do with the parlianmentary guide and reference to that as it
regards the other three nmenbers that we're acknow edging today -- M. M ke
Feduni ak, M. Dick M chayluk, and M. Herschel Howell.
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As | said previously, M. Speaker, it usually lists in the parlianmentary
guide the racial origin of the nmenbers, and | note listed in this group of
four it covers a span, English, Ukrainian, German, and Ukrainian; M. Erb
havi ng a German background from his parents.

And this illustrates the point which can easily be made, that this Chanber
is made up in a nultiracial forum the people here from backgrounds com ng
fromall over the world, as well as native Saskatchewan people. And this

means that we have a society in Saskatchewan which is racially tolerant.

These people added to the strength of this Chanber. And at this day in
time, when people treat this lightly, it gives nme pain, because really what
they're doing is reflecting on these people who cane froma multiplicity of
backgrounds. And |I'm sure that had these other people, including M. Erb,
been here, they would have readily spoken out agai nst people who show an

i ntol erance of that type.

On behal f, M. Speaker, of the menbers of the New Denocratic Party caucus,
| second this notion, and in doing so, extend our synpathy to the nenbers
of the Erb famly.

Hon. M. Lane: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | would like to join with other
menbers of the Assenbly in expressing condolences to the famlies. 1'd
like if I could make quick reference to Dick M chayl uk who, as the Leader
of the Qpposition said, was an orator.

| served in opposition when Dick M chayl uk was a nenber of the governnent
of the day. W always enjoyed his command of the English | anguage and the
preci sion of his |language in debate, and he was always a treat to listen
to. We knew where he stood in the partisan debates. But he was one, when
he did speak in this Assenbly, nenbers certainly enjoyed his participation,
and one of the nenbers that you certainly enjoyed associating with when the
debat es were over

For Walter Erb, ny condol ences to Edna and his famly. | had sone
simlarities of career, of course, with Walter Erb and | really got to know
himafter | took the same action that he did. And he inmediately thought
that with the simlarity of actions that we had sonething in conmon. And
that's when | got to know hima little better.

Walter Erb was, as the nenber from Saskat oon Westnount said, a noted
singer. He was a true Renaissance man. He was well read, enjoyed
political life in this province and enjoyed the partisan debate, and never
| ost his enjoynment of the political life of this province and all that went
intoit. And he knew the difficulties, he knew the partisanship, he knew
t he approbation that conme with public life, but at the sanme tinme he never

| ost his enjoynent for it.

He never |ost, through all his years, his deep interest in the province and
his I ove for the province of Saskatchewan.



| had the pleasure of talking to himin the |ast year before his death. And
again he was just wanting to know what's goi ng on, staying on top of

things, and still very, very interested even though his health was
weakeni ng near the end.

| would Iike to take the opportunity to extend nmy condol ences to the
famlies of the deceased nenbers. | had the pleasure, and | say that, of
serving with M ke Feduni ak, Dick M chayluk and also getting to know Wl ter
Erb. Thank you, M. Speaker.

M. Mtchell: -- M. Speaker, | want to enter the debate on this notion to
tell the Assenbly of ny experience with Walter Erb, which was brief but
none the | ess has stayed with ne over the years.

At the tinme that | first encountered M. Erb | was going to the University
of Saskatchewan. And at that tine, M. Speaker, there was an annual
programin which university students who were interested in politics could
come to the | egislature and observe the sittings during the day, and the
menbers of the legislature threw a banquet for the university students in
t he eveni ng.

And | canme on one of those trips and as it happened, at the banquet | was
seated beside Walter Erb. And we had a conversation that |asted through
the entire dinner, and | have not forgotten that conversation. It had a
deep inpact on nme as he told nme about his Iife and the reasons why he had
entered public life and the way in which he enjoyed serving in this

| egi sl ature and serving his constituents.

And as | say, that nmade a deep inpression on ne and |'ve never forgotten
it. And in part, M. Speaker, it was one of the considerations that was in
my mnd at the time that | decided to present nyself to the good folks in
Saskatoon Fairviewwith a viewto being elected to this House. So |I have
not forgotten Walter Erb and he'll live in ny menory the rest of ny life.

As everyone in this Assenbly is aware, M. Erb, follow ng his own

consci ence, decided to resign fromthe governnent of the day on the issue
of nmedicare. He left the then CCF because he could not agree with the
program bei ng presented by the governnment at the tine. And that of course
has affected the relationship between M. Erb and ny party since that
occurred.

But that's not to dimnish at all the great contribution he made to his
province in the 14 years in which he served in this House. That's a |ong
time, M. Speaker. There are few people who have served the province for
nmore than . . . for as long as 14 years by being a nenber of this

| egi sl ature.

| also nmet and knew M. Erb in a different relationship when he was the
Chair of the Wrkers' Conpensation Board. That is a difficult job at the
best of times. Those were not the best of tinmes because there seened to be
an at nosphere of real restraint at the tinme, which extended to the
operations of the Wirkers' Conpensation Board. There seened to be pressure
fromthe governnent of the day to try and bring down the costs of workers



conpensation so that the prem uns could be brought down. And M. Erb had
to function as the Chair of the Wrkers' Conpensation Board in that
at nosphere.

| want to say, M. Speaker, that it was ny experience that M. Erb
performed the position of Chair of the Wrkers' Conpensati on Board
admrably, particularly considering the kind of pressures that were in
exi stence at the tinme. Those were not subtle pressures; they were
difficult to cope with. But he carried out the duties of that job with a
great deal of conpassion and understanding for the working people of this
provi nce.

So | want to extend and add to the condol ences that have been given by ny
col | eague from Saskat oon West nount and add ny personal condol ences to Ms.
Erb and the famly.

M. Sauder: -- | too would like to speak for a few nonents to this notion
of condolence to the famly of M. Walter Erb. | guess |I net himunder
somewhat different circunmstances than nost other people. Wwen | was first
el ected as a nenber to this legislature | frankly didn't know of M. Erb,
or | guess many of the others who had been here many years before.

But the first winter when we were comng into session | was |ooking for a
place to stay in the city here, and the intention was to bring ny famly in
with me for the winter. And asking around the buildings for sone of the
staff if they knew any place that m ght be available, preferably to have
for the winter, people who m ght be away or sonething, a furnished hone,
one of the secretaries gave nme a phone nunber of a nei ghbour of hers and
suggested that | mght try and call them | don't even recall her giving
me the nane or telling nme anything about them but she knew they were

pl anning to go away for nost of the wi nter.

| picked up the phone and the | ady answered and | introduced nyself, told
her who | was, what | did, and where | was from And | guess the first
guestion was whet her we have children, and | said yes. And her response at
the nonent was that they really weren't interested in anyone that had
children to cone into their place. So | thanked her very nuch and that was
it.

| don't think that it was a matter of about two to three m nutes and ny
phone rang again and a man cane on the line and introduced hinself then as
M. Walter Erb. Told ne just a little bit about who he was, never net ne
before or never heard of nme |'msure before, but his response was that if |
was an MLA, whether | had a famly or not, he was sure that we coul d be
trusted to take care of their place and we would be welconme to it if we
were interested, and was only too happy to invite ne over to neet them and
| ook their place over and see what we could do. That certainly did lead to
us spending the winter in their home, which we very nuch appreciated. W
had occasion, Cheryl and I, to spend tinme with himand his wife, get to
know thema little bit better before and after they came back in the
spring.

There were several things that stood out in his character to ne. One was



just his genuine interest in people. As | said, he had no particular reason
to call and offer to ne, but a trust in what we m ght be and a trust that |
think he had in all people, and a genuine interest in them and whet her he
couldn't help them

The other thing was his lasting interest in the political life and the
turns that it was taking in this province and the various beliefs that he
held. And he loved to sit and tal k about those things. And we had on
occasi ons afterwards whenever we woul d neet, as ny col | eague before

rel ated, he always was interested in what was happeni ng.

But he al so inpressed very nmuch upon ne as young person just entering
public life, the very real commtnent that he had to his own beliefs and
that that had to be your first commtnent as you went about service to
others. |If you didn't have a genuine belief in the principles that you
stood for, you' d be tossed like a ship on the open sea and woul dn't be able
to stand up to the various w nds of change that may bl ow from what ever

di rection.

Those were the things | guess that | renenber about M. Erb. W certainly
wer e saddened to hear of his passing. And on behalf of nmy wife Cheryl and
our famly, | would Iike to join in extending our condolences to the famly
as well through this notion.

Mot i on agreed to.

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- By |leave, M. Speaker, a condol ence noti on.

Leave granted.
(1700)

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- | nove, seconded by the nenber from Saskat oon
West nount :

That this Assenbly records with sorrow and regret the passing of a forner
menber of the Assenbly and expresses its grateful appreciation of the
contribution he made to his community, constituency, and to the province.

Her schel Lee Howel |, who died February 27, 1990, at Vancouver, British
Col unmbi a, was a nenber of this Legislative Assenbly representing the
constituency of Meadow Lake from 1944 to 1948. M. Howell was born
January 13, 1912 at Copetown, Ontario. 1In 1925 he noved with his famly
to Saskatchewan to establish a honmestead near Tako. Three years |ater he
rel ocated to Saskat oon where he graduated from Bedford Road Col | egi at e.

It was M. Howell's intention to go to trade school and becone a pl unber
but the depression caused himto abandon that idea. After spending tine
wor ki ng at Medstead, M. Howell enrolled in Saskatoon Normal School in
1934. After teaching for some tine, mainly in the Meadow Lake area, M.
Howel | returned to school and graduated with honours fromthe University
of Saskatchewan in the year 1940. A year later he went on to earn a
Master of Arts, and soon after he was appoi nted princi pal of Meadow Lake



school

M. Howell took an active interest in politics froman early age. He was
a nenber of the young people's society and he participated in many school
debating clubs. During his university days he was naned as a nenber of

t he nock parlianent.

In 1944 he successfully contested the Meadow Lake riding in this
Legislative Assenbly. M. Howell was al so president of the Saskatchewan
Teachers' Federation for the Meadow Lake superintendency. Later he was
appointed principal of Battleford Central Collegiate. 1In 1955 he wote a
hi story of the Battleford area.

M. Howell enjoyed church work and was proud of his United Enpire Loyali st
ancestry.

In recording its own deep sense of |oss and bereavenent, this Assenbly
expresses its nost sincere synpathy with nenbers of the bereaved famly.

M. Brockel bank: -- M. Speaker, | rise to second the notion of the Deputy
Prem er expressing the appreciation of this House for the contribution of
Herschel Howell to the province of Saskatchewan. M. Howell nmaintains a
special place in the m nds of nenbers of the New Denocratic caucus as he
served in the first social denocratic governnment in North America. |In 1944
M. Howell was elected as a CCF nenber for the constituency of Meadow Lake
and served in this Assenbly until 1948. As were all nenbers of the CCF
caucus at that tinme, M. Howell was a pioneer, a pioneer in a new style of
government, a pioneer in new approaches to the role of governnment in the
soci al and econom c devel opnent of this province.

Wil e the nmenbers of my caucus are particularly proud of the contributions
made by M. Howell and his colleagues at that tinme, | am confident that
this viewis shared by the people of Saskatchewan as well.

Many of the innovative neasures undertaken by that governnent are still
with us. The phil osophy of co-operative governnent, the essenti al
characteristic of that government renmains as a central phil osophi cal
foundati on of our provincial culture today.

M. Howell was not only a nenber of this Assenbly, but as well a respected
educator and |l ocal historian. He served as principal of Meadow Lake School
and Battleford Central Collegiate. In 1955 he authored a history of the
Battleford district.

| did not know M. Herschel Howell personally, although I believe as a
child I had the opportunity to meet him since of course ny father was a
peer of his in this Assenbly and they served together.

The fact that | didn't know M. Howell personally, no | ess detracts from

t he condol ence that | extend personally to his famly. 1In expressing our
appreciation for the contributions of M. Howell|l to the people of
Saskat chewan, | wish as well on behalf of my caucus to join with al

menbers of this Assenbly in extending our sincere synpathy to the Howel |



famly for their personally felt |oss.

Hon. M. MLeod: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. | rise as well to join with
the Deputy Prem er, the nenber from Saskatoon Westnount, and ot her nenbers
in this House, to extend condol ences to the famly of Herschel Howell,
really on two counts. First of all, the one which nay be nore obvious to
peopl e here and that is that he was a representative for the Meadow Lake
constituency which | amnow proud to represent.

But secondly, because M. Howell, through his famly and nore particularly
his wife Erva, had a connection to nmy nother in that they were friends and
had been school mates. Really Ms. Howell had gone to school with ny late
uncle in the WIKkie area.

As people will know -- many of you will know, many will not -- but in the
early '40s in Meadow Lake, in that area, was a fairly new area, certainly a
devel opi ng area of the province, sone difficult conditions and so on.
Peopl e who noved in there, people in those days in the community around
Meadow Lake spoke of when anyone |eft the community to go anywhere el se
they did, as is often the case in farther points of northern Canada now,

t hey speak of going out; have you been out this year, or out in recent
weeks, or whatever. That was the sort of circunstance surrounding this
time when M. Howell was first running for election, when he first canme to
our community as a teacher.

Ms. Howell, as | said earlier, was a friend of ny nother's from anot her

| ocation in the Wl kie area. They were frequent visitors to our hone, as |
understand it. | was an infant, really, in the latter part of his termin
t hi s House.

M. Howell is known, as has been nentioned, as an educator. They also

operated a store in the Conpass district, which is west of Madow Lake.
During the tine, in fact, that he was a nenber of this |egislature, he was
known around, and | have heard it even as a canpaigner in the political
business that we are all in, in recent years, he travelled fromplace to
pl ace around the constituency in those tinmes riding a bicycle.

So the nenber from West nount spoke of the dedication of those nenbers in
the early days, but this gentleman certainly showed that, and he's stil
remenbered even now as he who canpaigned with a bicycle at that tine.

So |l want to join with all of the nenbers here to express a condol ence to
the famly and, | guess, nore on behalf of ny owmn famly and certainly ny
not her, who I"'msure will be in contact with Ms. Howell in her own right,
to the Howell famly, the three daughters, and join with everyone else in
t hat condol ence. Thank you.

Mot i on agreed to.

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- By |leave of the Assenbly, M. Speaker, | nove, seconded
by the nenber from Saskat oon West nount :

That the resolutions just passed, together with a transcript of oral



tributes to the nenory of the deceased nenbers, be conmunicated to the
bereaved famlies on behalf of this Assenbly by M. Speaker.

Mot i on agreed to.

The Assenbly adjourned at 5:09 p.m



