May 30/ 90

The Assenbly nmet at 2 p.m

Prayers
ROUTI NE PROCEEDI NGS
READI NG AND RECEI VI NG PETI TI ONS
Clerk: -- According to order, | have exam ned the follow ng petition and I

find it to be in order: of certain residents of the province of

Saskat chewan praying that the Legislative Assenbly may be pleased to urge
the provincial governnent to reverse its decision to relocate the

Saskat chewan Liquor Board store fromits present |ocation in the Market
Mall to a new |l ocation on 8th Street, Saskatoon

| NTRODUCTI ON OF GUESTS

Hon. M. Wl fe: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. M. Speaker, I'd like to
i ntroduce to you, and through you to all nenbers of the Assenbly, sone
inportant visitors from China and their Canadi an hosts.

M. Speaker, 1'd like to introduce to you M. Chen. He's a professor of
hydraul i ¢ engi neering, Tsinghua University, Beijing, China. Wth himis
his wife, Ms. Wi, associate research professor and head of the geotechnical
di vi si on, China Acadeny of Railway Sciences, Beijing, China.

Acconpanying them are Del Fredlund, head of civil engineering, University
of Saskatchewan; and Wayne Cifton, senior principal, difton Associates
Ltd. M. difton is the president of the Association of Professional

Engi neers of Saskat chewan.

M. Speaker, the guests are standing in your gallery. | ask all nenbers of
the Assenbly to wel cone these guests.

Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Miirhead: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. It is a pleasure today to
introduce to you and to all nenbers of the Assenbly, 22 grade 8 students
fromfromAllan School, Allan, Saskatchewan. M. Speaker, they are sitting
in the west gallery. I'mneeting with them M. Speaker, for pictures and
drinks at 2:30 and we'll be also having a time of questions and di scussi on.
" m | ooking forward to that.

M . Speaker, they are acconpanied today with their teachers, M. Reid and
Ms. Field; and chaperons, M. Larry Sommerfeld, Ms. Kushinski, Ms.
Pederson, and Ms. M kel son; and al so the bus driver, M. Speaker, M. Don
Ar st r ong.

| wish to thank this group for comng in. Since |I've been an MLAin '78,
there's been hardly a year that Allan high school hasn't been represented,
or the Allan School, and I think it's incunbent of them and we thank them
very rmuch



M. Speaker, |'masking all menbers of the legislature to welcone this
group and wi sh them a good day here and a good trip hone and thank you all,
M. Speaker.

Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Sol onon: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. It's ny pleasure today to
i ntroduce sone students on behalf of mny coll eague, the menber from
Rosenmont. M. Speaker, | introduce to you and to nmy colleagues in the

| egi sl ature, 80 grade 5 students in the east gallery, from MLurg School in
nort h-west Regina. They are acconpanied by three teachers, Verna Tayl or,
Ann Wod, and Carol G ant.

| ook forward to neeting with them after question period, M. Speaker, and
to hopefully have an opportunity to discuss sone of the issues that are
inmportant to them | would ask all nenbers to join with me in wel com ng
this fine group of school kids from MLurg.

Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Mei klejohn: -- M. Speaker, |, too, would like to join with ny
col | eague from Arm River in welcomng the students and teachers and ot hers
here fromthe Allan School. | had a very good working relationship with

the people in Allan School for a nunber of years, and | believe that the
students are here today probably woul d have been in grade 5 when | was

still visiting the school. Allan School has been a | eader in many
di fferent ways, M. Speaker, and continue to do so. Some top scholars
com ng out of that school, leaders in dry grad progranms, and many ot her

prograns, a programfor the gifted. And the last tinme that | saw sone of
t hese students and M. Reid was at the creative problemsolving bow in
Saskat oon | ast week. And as | understand from M. Reid that that was a
very successful venture.

So I would just add my words of welcone to the people fromAllan here as
wel |, M. Speaker.

Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Martin: -- Well, M. Speaker, it's ny pleasure again, as | have
every year, to introduce sone students frommy constituency, WIfrid Wal ker
School. M. Speaker, these youngsters are fromgrade 4 and 5, they nunber

23, and they are in your gallery, M. Speaker.

|"d like to add that this is a bilingual class fromWIfrid Wal ker School
and they are acconpani ed by Marcel ©Mgotiaux, he is the teacher; and the
chaperon is Ms. Anderson. So | want to wish thema nice visit to the
Legislative Assenbly. [1'Il have an opportunity to speak with you in a few
m nutes. Meanwhile, enjoy yourself, enjoy question period, and I'Il be
talking to your later.

Meanwhi | e, pl ease wel cone these students to our Legislative Assenbly today.



Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Goulet: -- M. Speaker, |I'mpleased to introduce to you a group of
grade 12 students from Stanley M ssion in northern Saskatchewan seated in
your gallery. WM. Speaker, they're acconpanied by the teacher, M. John
Tarves; and chaperon, Martha Roberts.

M. Speaker, 1'd like to welcome themin their own | anguage, the |anguage
of Stanley M ssion, which is Cree, M. Speaker.

(The hon. nenber spoke for a tine in Cree.)

Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

ORAL QUESTI ONS

Federal Funding for Agriculture

M. Upshall: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. M. Speaker, ny question is to the
Associate M nister of Agriculture. M. Mnister, yesterday we saw your

| ack of commtnent to Saskatchewan farners. Despite your call for $500
mllion fromthe federal governnent, besides the call for $500 nmillion
pay-out fromthe farm groups and the opposition, and besi des your statenent
in the Speech fromthe Throne that you had a conm tnent, we now, farners
now have $5 an acre paynment -- about half of what was called for and about
hal f of what was needed.

My question to you, M. Mnister, is: where is the rest of the noney?

Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Martens: -- M. Speaker, yesterday we net with the farm

organi zations to discuss sone aspects of how we should handl e the paynents
that are going to be comng fromthe federal governnment. And | believe
that in any occasion that |'ve dealt with the federal government and |'ve
seen as a producer -- any CGovernnent of Saskatchewan deal with the federa
government -- | believe that facts and figures point to this Premer's role
and his record has shown to the province of Saskatchewan and the
agriculture conmunity that he is up and away the best agriculture Prem er
we' ve ever had in the province of Saskatchewan's history.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Upshall: -- Well, M. Mnister. A new question, M. Speaker. Farm
groups, the opposition, and i ndeed your governnent all agreed that $500
mllion was necessary. But it wasn't the Saskatchewan \Weat Pool t hat
negotiated; it wasn't the National Farners Union or the wheat growers who
negotiated. It was your Prem er who negotiated. It was your Prem er who
negotiated with Gttawa and failed to come up with the commtnent that was
supposedly there. He failed to deliver on a prom se that he nmade to
Saskat chewan farners.

M. Mnister, ny question to you is: what possible excuse can you or any



ot her nmenber over there offer the farners as to why you' re such abject
failures.

Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Martens: -- M. Speaker, if our record is an abject failure, then
what is theirs?

| want to point out, M. Speaker, that through the years that we have

wor ked together wth the various organizations in agriculture there has not
been, to this date, the unanimty that was evident in the roomthere
yesterday in regards to the kinds of things that we have done. | could
provide for you the record that the Sask Wheat Pool said that they were
prepared to stand behind the Premier in his discussions with OGtawa. The
Regi na chanber of commerce -- the Regina city council, excuse ne -- said
the the sane thing, the SUVA (Saskatchewan Urban Municipalities

Associ ation) said the sane thing. Al the people are starting to recognize
that here sits the best agriculture mnister in the Canadi an history.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Upshall: -- A new question, M. Speaker. |If you're so confident, M.
M ni ster, why doesn't your confident Premer call an election and find out
what the farmers think about this whole situation?

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Upshall: -- M. Mnister, you told the farners of Saskatchewan you had
a commtnent fromthe federal governnent and that cash would be in hand by
spring seeding, in tinme for spring seeding. Yesterday you were sayi ng that
t he paynment was expected in late July at the earliest. Al this time |ost,
all this grief of uncertainty that farners are suffering, M. Mnister,
this is the amount of noney that was on the table for the last two nonths.
How do you justify playing your political ganes, how do you justify the
time lost, and how do you justify manipulating the lives and |ivelihoods of
Saskat chewan farners?

Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Martens: -- M. Speaker, when the Prem er nade the observations
about $500 million at the pool convention last fall, we had nothing
commtted by the federal government. The Prem er took that observation
made by the Sask Wheat Pool and took it to Otawa and and said, look it, we
need to have sonme noney for our producers who are having a problem wll
you help us? And what have they done? They have prom sed us $240 mllion,
and that is significant nore than what we started with when we were

di scussing with the Sask Weat Pool their options earlier on this year.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Upshall: -- New question, M. Speaker. M. Mnister, in 1985 your
Prem er promsed a long-termstability program |In 1990, we have seen
not hing. You, by way of notion in this |legislature, had big plans -- $500




mllion this spring, $400 mllion this fall, a billion dollar contingency
fund. And what do we have? W have $5 an acre, no | ong-term prograns,
nore ad hoc-ery, and nore political ganesmanship on the part of the

gover nnent .

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Upshall: -- | ask you, M. Mnister, why would any farnmer in this
provi nce have any faith in your pronouncenents or your ability to negotiate
in the |ight of what's happened?

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Martens: -- M. Speaker, over the years we have contended for the
agriculture sector of this province in many different ways. W have deal t
with issues that | can recall as a producer of grain, livestock. Al

t hrough the history of the '70s and the '60s and into the '80s, | farned
under those conditions, and | believe that this Premer and this Mnister
of Agriculture are the best again that the province has ever had. And his
negotiation skills with the federal governnent far exceed any of the skills
t hat they denonstrated.

And | can also recall during your termof office, the prine mnister of
Canada com ng to Regi na, Saskatchewan and throw ng the wheat in your face
and telling you to go sell it. And what did you do? [|'malso going to
tell you what he did in Salmon Arm He told you what to do with your
agriculture policies. And that, M. Speaker, is not denonstrated by this
Prem er anywhere across Canada.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Executive Conpensation at SIAST

M. Rolfes: -- M. Speaker, we have just w tnessed the abject failure of
one mnister and | want to direct ny question to the Mnister of Education,
and hopefully he can provide us with somewhat of a better answer for the
peopl e of Saskat chewan.

M. Mnister, nmy question concerns the science and technol ogy institute,

SI AST (Saskatchewan Institute of Applied Science and Technology) as it is
called. | have before ne, M. Mnister, a print-out listing executive

sal aries, perks and conpensation for a 10-nmonth period |last year. The
total conpensation package was $741,000. Since during that period of tine,
SI AST averaged eight top executives per nonth, that works out to $9, 300 per
nmonth for each top-1level executive.

M. Mnister, | want to ask you how you justify $9, 300 per nonth for each
top-1 evel executive at SIAST, and at the sane tine you demand that students
have to pay an increase of 10 per cent in tuition fees? M. Mnister,

want to you explain this msplaced priorities to the peopl e of

Saskat chewan, and particularly, the young people of SIAST. Wuld you
explain that?



Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Meiklejohn: -- Well, M. Speaker, maybe when the nenber opposite
provides me with the sanme information that he seens to have fromthe
University of Regina and the University of Saskatchewan, |I'I|l be prepared
to look at it. I'mnot prepared to accept the information that he's
providing here today in the same way that he provides . . . has provided
information in the past.

He's totally inaccurate in so many things that he brings into this House.
He tal ks about exorbitant expenditures for the corporate offices. He talks
about exorbitant expenditures with regard to honorarium and expenses for
the board. So M. Speaker, I'mnot prepared to accept the information that
the nmenber is putting forward.

Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

M. Rolfes: -- M. Speaker, | have a new question for the mnister. M.
Speaker, the mnister doesn't have to take ny word for it. Wat | present
to himare order in councils; what | present to himare docunents of the
governnment, not mne. These are your docunments, M. Mnister, not m ne.

M. Mnister, | have a new question for you. Yesterday, M. Mnister, you
w Il remenber we discussed the problens that St. Peter's Coll ege was havi ng
and how t he Benedictine Fathers, who run the school, are afraid of its
future, and in the letter that | tabled in this House have indicated that
they may have to close . . . consider the closing of St. Peter's Coll ege
because they cannot deal with the $100, 000 deficit.

| want to know, M. Mnister, have you been in contact with the Benedictine
fathers since yesterday and have you explained to themthat you could w pe
out their $100,000 deficit by the one nonth paynent to your top executives
at SIAST? WIIl you make that . . . nake a conmitnent today in the House,

if you have not been in contact with the Benedictine fathers, that you wll
do that shortly, and tell themthat it's not the | ack of noney but it's
wrong priorities and m splaced priorities by your governnent that has
caused t he problem

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Mei Kkl ejohn: -- M. Speaker, |I'mnot prepared to accept for a
m nute that the executives at SIAST are earning any nore accordingly than
any other institution.

Wth regard to St. Peter's College, we are in fact in touch with St.
Peter's College today. And the fact of the matter is that

An Hon. Menber: -- They couldn't even get a neeting with them

Hon. M. Meiklejohn: -- And the nmenber from Quill Lake says they couldn't
get a neeting. The fact

The Speaker: -- Order, order. The Mnister of Education is answering.




It's difficult if the hon. nenber continually interrupts.

Hon. M. Meiklejohn: -- The fact of the matter is, M. Speaker, that the
intent in the letter that we received, and | did receive a copy |late
yesterday afternoon, M. Speaker, the fact of the matter is that it had
been indicated there'd been several requests for neetings with ne. The
fact of the matter is, M. Speaker, we have not received any requests for
nmeetings with ne. | would be very happy to neet with the people from St.
Peter's. So that certainly is inaccurate.

| would al so point out, M. Speaker, that in checking some of the figures
on the grants that St. Peter's College has received, that all of the
figures were not accurate as presented. The fact of the matter is that an
additional grant was nmade to St. Peter's College | ast year to address sone
of their problens.

Anot her fact, M. Speaker, is that the policy of the paynments or the grants
that go to St. Peter's College and to other affiliated colleges was changed
back in 1988. It's no |longer based on a per pupil basis. | would think,
M. Speaker, that the people at St. Peter's Coll ege understand that.

W are talking to themtoday. W're aware of the situation and we w ||
continue to work with St. Peter's College in the sane way that we' Il work
with all of the other affiliated colleges in this province.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Rolfes: -- M. Speaker, | have a new question for the mnister. M.
Speaker, |'m sonmewhat di sappointed that the mnister for the second tine
has accused the Benedictine nonks at St. Peter's Coll ege of being di shonest
when they indicate in their letter that they have requested a neeting with
hi m and were unable to do so.

M. Speaker, | want to ask the mnister a new question. M. Mnister,

have al so before nme here a cancell ed cheque dated February 2, 1990 to pay

t he Saskatoon Rarmada hotel $2,921 for a three-day goals and pl anning

wor kshop, and then eight days later a further consultant's bill of 4,638
for sonething conpletely different, a planning and goals sem nar. And |
have al so here a cheque to pay about $1,000, a cancelled cheque to register
the assistant to the president at a managenent course in Manhattan this
January.

The Speaker: -- Order, order. The hon. nenber is presenting a rather |ong
guestion which provokes a rather | ong answer. Cbviously nmenbers on both
si des of the House get rather upset and | suppose you have a point. But
keep our questions reasonabl e; keep your answers reasonabl e.

M. Rolfes: -- M. Speaker, my question to the mnister is this. This
totals close to $10, 000 .

The Speaker: -- Order, order. Now the other problemis that the gentleman
is interrupting vociferously hon. nenbers and we can't hear the question.
Now i f the nenbers will just settle down and stop throwi ng recrimnations




about who's being loud and who isn't, the reality is that nenbers are
interrupting the nmenber from Saskatoon South. That's the reality. Pl ease
put your question.

M. Rolfes: -- M. Speaker, as | indicated, these cancelled cheques are sum
to a total of alnost $10,000 for senior executives, and ny question to you,
M. Mnister, is this: how can you justify expenditures of close to

$10, 000, in addition to all the other expenditures |'ve already indicated,
for top executives, and then have SIAST pl ead poverty and ask the students
to make up these huge expenditures and the deficit that has been caused by
t hese expenditures?

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Meiklejohn: -- Well, M. Speaker, | find the comments of the
menber opposite just really appalling. For a nenber to stand in this
House, the nenber to stand in this House and discredit the type of work
that is being done by the people of SIAST . . . M. Speaker, | would ask
why doesn't the nmenber also raise issues with regard to the University of
Regi na, the University of Saskatchewan, the workshops that they have, the
Saskat chewan Teachers' Federation, and any other of the groups that are

i nvolved in education in this province?

M . Speaker, one of the things that we enjoy in this province is the fact
that our universities and SIAST are autononous bodi es responsible for their
own offerings to the students, also the prograns that they offer, also the
wor kshops, the opportunity for inservice. Now why this nmenber chooses to
stand in this House and continually have personal attacks, day after day,
on the board of SIAST, on the president of SIAST, on the chairman of the
board .

M. Speaker, | would point out, just to show how this nenber |Iikes to stand
up in this House and give msinformation, not too | ong ago, M. Speaker, he
i ndi cated that some $132, 000 was being spent by the board on travel and

| odgi ng and on honorarium and all of these things, when in fact, M.
Speaker, the amount was $70, 614, not 132,000 as he indicates.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Rolfes: -- M. Speaker, | want to tell the people . . . M. Speaker,
want to sinply rem nd the people of Saskatchewan that all the docunents
that I am quoting fromare governnment docunents. They are not ny
docunents; they're all governnment docunents.

M. Speaker, | have listed in this House, | have listed in this House
expenditures by top executives of close to $1.6 million -- $1.6 mllion to
top executives appointed by the government. W have a deficit at SIAST of
$1.9 mllion. And what does this governnent do? Instead of cutting back
at the executive level, they are asking students to make up this deficit.

| " masking you, M. Mnister, when did you decide that SIAST should becone
a corporate body to serve the executive nmenbers that you appoint and not
the students of this province? Wen did you decide that?



Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Meiklejohn: -- Well, M. Speaker, the nmenber can stand there and
whi ne and wail all he wants. The fact of the matter is he is not quoting
from governnent docunents. He is not quoting from governnent docunents.
Let's make that perfectly clear. He's talking about docunents that he may
have received from SI AST, which is not a governnent docunent.

Secondly, M. Speaker, the SIAST board of governors and adm ni stration,

t hi nk have clearly denonstrated that they want to be nore efficient. There
have been cut-backs with regard to the staff at SIAST. There have al so
been sone changes and reorgani zi ng done within admnistration within the
four canmpuses. So they are nmaking an effort.

But if the nenber is suggesting that there should not be workshops or
inservice for any of the people involved wwth SI AST, M. Speaker, or with
education in general, | certainly do not support that in any way

what soever, M. Speaker.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Agreenment wi th Weyer haeuser

M. Thonpson: -- Thank you very nmuch, M. Speaker. | direct my question to
the mnister of the Crown investnents corporation. |Is the mnister aware
that in 1989 the Wyer haeuser corporation of Tacoma, WAshington, reported a
profit of sonme $377 mllion? |In the sanme year, it claimed it could not pay
t he peopl e of Saskatchewan the $10 million in dividends it owes this

provi nce, nor any of the principal on the purchase price of PAPCO s (Prince
Al bert Pul p Conpany) assets, because it had a cash flow problem M.
Mnister. WII you confirmthis, M. Mnister?

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Hepworth: -- M. Speaker, what | can confirmis that Wyerhaeuser
is neeting the terns and conditions of the agreenment that was negoti ated
with the province of Saskatchewan, unlike the allegations that were nade in
this House by that nenber |ast week, M. Speaker.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Thonpson: -- New question, M. Speaker. M. Mnister, you never even
attenpted to answer the question.

But a new question, M. Mnister. And the question here is not whether or
not Weyerhaeuser is living up to the terns of its agreenent; the question
is the conpetence of a governnent which would draw up such an agreenent
which would allow this forest giant to not pay any of the noney it owed the
peopl e of Saskatchewan, even in a year in which it had a profit of $377
mllion.

If this is not a sweetheart deal, M. Mnister, could you tell this House
how many ot her Saskat chewan residents are allowed to nake that kind of a



wi ndfall profit and not have to neet their financial obligations to this
provi nce? How many of our farmers, M. Mnister, do not have to neet their
obl i gati ons because they have a cash flow problen? They nost certainly
don't get away with it.

And how many of our citizens with nortgages and have a cash fl ow probl em
but cannot defer their paynents with the 8 per cent interest that you give
Weyer haeuser from Tacoma? Wuld you explain this to the House, M.

M ni ster?

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Hepworth: -- As | recall, M. Speaker, in part of the ongoing

hi story of the econom c opportunities that Wyerhaeuser is creating in this
province, as | recall history in this |legislature, M. Speaker, three very
| arge and thick docunments outlining just about everything possible that
could be outlined relative to that deal, was tabled in this House. And
sonehow it's taken the hon. nenber two or three years to read through those
docunents, M. Speaker. O maybe he hasn't read through them M. Speaker.

The reality is, M. Speaker, that Wyerhaeuser is involved in a very, very
successful undertaking in Prince Al bert, Saskatchewan. | don't know why
the hon. nenber continued to attack this conpany. They are providing jobs
and opportunities. They're providing taxes, incone tax fromtheir

enpl oyees. They're an excellent corporate citizen. Their educational and
retraining programthere is probably second to none.

M. Speaker, | would argue that the hon. nmenber is driven by pure petty
politics. He can't describe Wyerhaeuser in any other way other than using
words |ike he used | ast week, nultinational; this week, forest giant.

M. Speaker, the reality is the NDP are agai nst econom c diversification
and devel opnment in this province. They're against creating job
opportunities, M. Speaker. They're against having val ue added to sone of
our raw products, whether they be our forest products. They're against

t hose ki nds of jobs and opportunities and the standard of living that it
brings to the communities of this province like Prince Al bert, M. Speaker.

And | think this kind of cheap attack, we've gone on |long enough in this
House with that kind of attack.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M . Thonpson: -- Supplenentary question, M. Speaker. M. Mnister, you
tal k about educational opportunities, and the Wyerhaeuser corporation wll
not hire an individual in this province unless they have a grade 12
education. They're inposing their values on our citizens of this country.

Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

M. Thonpson: -- | have two narrow suppl ementary questions, M. Mnister,
and |1'd like you to answer those questions. Has the Wyerhaeuser
corporation paid the $63.5 million dividends that it owes this province? |




ask you that question as a supplenentary.

And the second suppl enentary question: of the $236 nmillion capital, how
much noney has been paid to the province of Saskatchewan?

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Hepworth: -- M. Speaker, what Wyerhaeuser has done is turn an
operation that was bleeding the farmers and the taxpayers of this province
to the tune of $91,000 a day, it's turned it around to sonething now t hat
is injecting $45,000 a day into this province's treasury, M. Speaker.
That's what's happened with Wyer haeuser, M. Speaker.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Hepworth: -- And I'Il tell you what, M. Speaker. | challenge
that hon. nenber to a debate in Prince Al bert, Saskatchewan, and |let's get
the facts on the table relative to this deal. Enough is enough, M.

Speaker. Put his noney where his nouth is, M. Speaker, that's what | say.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M . Thonpson: -- M. Speaker, | ask another supplenmentary question. [|'m
only going to ask you one supplenentary this tine, M. Mnister, because |
asked you two and it got you confused. 1'mgoing to ask you one

suppl ementary question. M. Mnister, how nuch of the $63.5 mllion that
Weyer haeuser owes this province in dividends has been paid to date?

Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Hepworth: -- M. Speaker, as | said earlier, the terns and
conditions of the agreenent are being kept, M. Speaker. The terns and
conditions of the agreenent

The Speaker: -- Order, order.

Hon. M. Hepworth: -- The terns and conditions of the agreenent have been
kept, M. Speaker, in spirit and in law, M. Speaker. And I'll tell you
what -- there's a hidden agenda over there. They either want to
nationalize this thing again, buy it back for a dollar. | say they should

cone clean wth the people of Saskatchewan or quit the personal attacks,
M. Speaker. That's the issue.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Thonpson: -- M. Speaker, another supplenentary. M. Mnister, you
haven't answered one question that | asked you today -- not one question.

Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!

M. Thonpson: -- Al you have done today is got up and rant and raved in
this House and you have never answered one of the questions. | amgoing to
ask you once nore, M. Mnister, another supplenentary. |Is there $10.5




mllion still owing on the dividends from Wyer haeuser to the province of
Saskat chewan for the assets of PAPCO?

Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Hepworth: -- M. Speaker, the key question here is -- has the
agreenent, have the terns and conditions of the agreenent been net, M.
Speaker? That is the sinple question, and the sinple answer is yes,
contrary to the allegations and accusations, the cheap all egations and the
cheap accusations made by the hon. nmenber in this legislature, M. Speaker.
| f he has some difficulty, I challenge himto go to Prince Al bert,

Saskat chewan, and make those allegations on the front steps of

Weyer haeuser, M. Speaker. That's what | challenge himto do.

The question is, has this created jobs, has it created opportunities, has
it created noney for the provincial treasury .

The Speaker: -- Order, order.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

The Speaker: -- Order, order. Hon. nmenbers cone to order; all hon. nenbers
conme to order. The menber for Saskatoon Nutana, would you cone to order.

| NTRODUCTI ON OF BILLS

Bill No. 31 -- An Act to anmend The Wrban Municipality Act, 1984

Hon. Ms. Smth: -- M. Speaker, | nove first reading of a Bill to anend
The Urban Municipality Act, 1984.

Motion agreed to and the Bill ordered to be read a second tine at the next
sitting.

Bill No. 32 -- An Act to amend The Local Governnent El ection Act

Hon. Ms. Smith: -- M. Speaker, | nove first reading of a Bill to anend
The Local Government Election Act.

Motion agreed to and the Bill ordered to be read a second tine at the next
sitting.

ORDERS OF THE DAY

GOVERNMENT  ORDERS

SECOND READI NGS5

Bill No. 29 -- An Act to amend The Crown M neral s Act

Hon. M. Swenson: -- M. Speaker, | am pleased today to rise and nove
second reading of The Crown M nerals Anendnent Act, 1990.




There are several main neasures incorporated into this Bill. One provision
will provide the mnister with the explicit authority to enter into
agreenents with other governments on the sharing of information having to
do with the enforcenent of taxation |egislation. By sharing information,
M. Speaker, our respected governnents are better able to ensure that taxes
and royalties are collected in accordance with our Acts and regul ati ons.

Legi sl ative anendnents are required to provide the authority for entering
into such agreenents. In the absence of the amendnents, confidentiality
provi sions of The Crown M nerals Act woul d preclude such sharing. The
proposed |l egislation will require that the shared informati on be kept
confidential by the governnment receiving the information and it'd be used
only for the purpose of admnistrating taxation |egislation.

Anot her provision of this particular Bill, M. Speaker, wll ensure that
the powers of the regulations under this Bill will supersede any unitized
oil and gas agreenents or Crown | eases that specifically identify |ease
rental rates. Sonme Crown | eases and unitized agreenents, M. Speaker,
contain clauses outlining royalties that were in effect at the tinme they
were entered into without provision for maki ng changes when royalty
structures or rates change.

This Bill will also place a ceiling on the nmaxi rum anount of conpensation
that can be received by a conpany
whose oil and gas rates were acquired by the Crown in 1974.

The Bill wll also provide authority for nmaking changes to the m neral
titles of such lands to correct

The Speaker: -- Order, order. Now |l'mgoing to ask one or two hon. nenbers
to refrain. You' ve been carrying on a constant dial ogue between you.

We're having difficulty hearing the Mnister of Energy and Mnes, and let's
pay the mnister the courtesy of allowing himto speak w t hout constant

i nterruption.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

Hon. M. Swenson: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. As | said before, the Bil
will also provide authority for meking changes to mneral titles of such
| ands to correct errors and om ssions in the process of registering title
to those rights which were occurred in 1974.

A major portion of this Bill will allowthe Crowm to transfer to the
rightful legal owner, title to certain mneral rights which are currently
t he subj ect of cunbersone trust arrangenents.

These trust arrangenents arose fromevents dating back to the 1940s and
1950s, M. Speaker. Nunerous individuals sold their mneral rights to
certain conpanies in return for shares in the conpanies, and a trust
certificate entitling the holder to a beneficial interest of one-quarter or
one-fifth were issued. Hundreds of these mneral titles were eventually
surrendered to the Crown because the conpanies were no longer interested in
devel oping the properties and they did not wish to continue paying the



m neral rights tax on those particul ar properties.

Currently, with the exception of the trust interests, the Cown owns the
rights to these surrendered | ands and would like to | ease sone of themfor
devel opnent. But because of its role as trustee for the owner of the trust
certificates, it is unable to proceed in situations where the owners of the
trust certificates cannot be | ocated or where their agreenment to the terns
of a | easing arrangenment cannot be obtai ned.

The Bill which is before the Assenbly will allow the Crown to conduct a
search for the owners of the trust certificates and to convert that trust
certificate into a full legal title when they are located. This wll
remove the Crown fromthe current role of trustee, and the Crown wll be
free to pursue the | easing of these particular |ands.

I n circunstances where the owners of the trust certificates, M. Speaker,
cannot be located, their share of any revenues fromthe mneral |ands wll
be held for themfor up to 10 years. |If at any tinme during that 10-year
period the owners of the trust certificates identify thenselves, they wll
receive the amounts collected on their behalf, as well as the appropriate
l egal title.

M. Speaker, | am pleased to nove second reading of The Crown M nerals
Amendnent Act, 1990.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Lingenfelter: -- Thank you, M. Speaker. 1In light of the fact that the
Bill was just received and tabled in the House very recently, | want to

adj ourn the debate and allow for nmy coll eague, the nenber from Regina North
West, to reviewit, and he'll have words to say on the Bill later.

Debat e adj our ned.

ADJOURNED DEBATES

SECOND READI NGS5

Bill No. 28

The Assenbly resuned the adjourned debate on the proposed notion by the
Hon. M. Schmidt that Bill No. 28 -- An Act respecting Investnents by
Saskat chewan Residents in Support of Community Diversification and
Environnmental Protection be now read a second tine.

Motion agreed to, the Bill read a second tinme and referred to a Conm ttee
of the Wole at the next sitting.

(1445)
COWM TTEE OF FI NANCE

Consol i dat ed Fund Budgetary Expenditure
Northern Affairs Secretari at




O dinary Expenditure -- Vote 48

M. Chairman: -- Wuld the mnister introduce his officials.

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- Thank you, M. Chairman. Wth ne today are, beside
me, Lorne Kovack who is the acting secretary of the Northern Affairs
Secretariat, behind Lorne is Alison Stickland who is the assistant
secretary, and behind me is Brian Goffin who is the La Ronge branch
manager .

l[tem 1

M. Van Miulligen: -- Thank you, M. Chairman. M. Mnister, in the |ast
session of the legislature, there were a nunber of anendnents passed with
respect to The Northern Municipalities Act. And even if northern

muni ci palities are not a jurisdictional interest of yours, certainly they
must be an interest of yours because it affects northern affairs and
northern interests.

My question to you concerns an apparent problemw th this Act which now
prevents northern nunicipalities fromparticipating fully in economc
devel opnent initiatives as anticipated by the Act. And | wonder if you
have any comments to make today on this problemw th the |egislation and
how it affects northern peopl e?

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- M. Chairman, legislation, | believe, is forthcom ng
fromthe Uban Affairs departnent. Certainly |I can't speak regarding the
timetable for that, but certainly we'll be supporting the inprovenents to
that legislation when it is introduced in the House. | can't speak for the
M nister of Urban Affairs regarding the tinetable for that |egislation.

M. Van Mulligen: -- No | appreciate that, M. Chairman, that the mnister
hi msel f woul d not necessarily have the details on the tinetable of any

| egi sl ati on because again | recognize that that's clearly within the realm
of responsibility for the Mnister of Urban Affairs.

| did want to ask you however, if you' ve had any di scussions with people in
the North respecting the Act, the fact that there was a problemw th it and
how it m ght have affected econom c devel opnent initiatives in northern
Saskat chewan, which | don't need to tell you as the Mnister for Northern
Affairs certainly as a matter of high priority and a matter of great
concern if not grave concern, given the econom c conditions in northern
Saskat chewan in many of the communities. | wonder if you can relate to us
the |l evel of concerns expressed to you by people in northern Saskatchewan
on this inmportant matter.

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- Certainly I don't think | have any argunent with the
statenents nmade by the nenber. | have spent a lot of tine in the North and
we have consul ted, had di al ogue with these people. There's no question that
there's a concern for their economc, | suppose, progression. They want to
doit . . . I knowthat they want to do it for thenselves and we certainly

support their independent |ook at being able to do things for thensel ves.

| know organi zati ons such as the north-west nmunicipalities association is a




bi g proponent of this type of philosophy. And certainly I wll be
encour agi ng and working with these people in all econom c projects that
t hey may request ny assistance on.

M. Van Mulligen: -- Can | then ask, M. Mnister, if you ve had any
specific representations from people in northern Saskatchewan to express
concern about the fact that the kinds of opportunities that were outlined
in the legislation |last year now seemto be denied to them notw thstanding
the fact that there are supposedly sone anendnents com ng. Can you relate
to us any specific representations that you' ve had from people in northern
Saskat chewan to express concern about this matter?

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- To ny recollection | have never had any direct
inquiries regarding the legislation. Certainly |I've talked to different
groups within the North regarding specific econom c projects and, you know,
we've thrown things around. But regarding the legislation specifically, to

the best of ny recollection, | don't recall anything specific in that way.
M. Thonpson: -- Thank you very much, M. Chairman. M. Mnister, |I'm
sorry for the |lateness in sending that letter across. | wll ask you a

gquestion on the contents of that docunent.

But | first want to start by asking you, in the supplenentary estinmates, if
you could explain the extra expenditure of $392, 000.

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- M. Chairman, in relation to the question, | would
explain to the nenber that in Cctober of 1989, a separate budget was set up
when | becane the mnister in charge of the secretariat. And as result of
that split, we received fromthe econom c devel opnent vote or budget,
$222,900; and al so we received an increnmental increase of $87,700. As
well, we had a cost allocated to us of 81,400 which is 50 per cent of the
SPMC ( Saskat chewan Property Managenent Corporation) costs, which woul d
cone, | believe, to your figure of $362, 000.

M. Thonpson: -- M. Mnister, could you indicate what that noney was for
fromthe econom c devel opnment branch? Was it just for general revenue for
your depart nent?

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- Yes, the conplete vote was in that departnent. O
course up to Cctober 3 all the costs to that point were deducted fromthat
all ocation and the remaining allocation was transferred to this . . . we'll
call it to the departnent on an individual basis.

M. Thonpson: -- M. Mnister, | wonder if you could indicate sonme of the
activities, the mgjor activities -- not all the activities of the northern
secretariat -- but sone of the mmjor acconplishnents that you were invol ved

in, or your departnent, in the |ast year.

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- M. Chairman, to just briefly nention sone of the
activities of Northern Affairs, | think the one that comes to m nd forenost
is just the great relationship and the vision that the north-west

Saskat chewan nunici palities association has, not only within thensel ves but
wi th governnent, as they attenpt to forge ahead economically in the North




It's a group of young people who are really trying their best to nake
progress in the North, and | certainly wanted to renmenber those people in
ny statenent.

W as well facilitated the Cunberl and House settl enent and devel opnent
agreenents. W transferred the farmand 50 per cent of the current assets
to the Il e-a-1a-Crosse Econom c Devel opnent Cor porati on.

(1500)

The Gary Tinker run in which | had a little part to play, not so nuch of an
econom c thing, but certainly a norale booster to the North. And | was
really quite honoured to work with the Mnister of Health in welcomng Gary
Tinker to Regina. W also had the honour, the Mnister of Social Services
and I, in avisit to the North to Buffalo Narrows to attend a banquet in
honour of Gary Tinker, and he was honoured by his peers in the community.
Certainly a highlight of ny work in the North, ny visits to the North.

W' ve al so encouraged many, nmany tours by mnisters and MLAs to all parts
of the North over the past two years, and we received many, nany accol ades
fromthe people of the North in saying that it was nice that we took the
time to visit and to |listen to the people and to socialize with them go on
tours, see the North. Certainly it was of nutual benefit; it was a

| earni ng experience for me as well as many other M_.As and mnisters that
were up there. And as well certainly appreciated by people of the North.

Anot her one that cones to mnd that we worked on was the construction of

the La Loche road and we were glad to -- though we're not active as
Northern Affairs Secretariat in the actual construction of it -- it was
certainly our role to facilitate a lot of arrangenents in that project as
well. Those are sone of the projects that |1've been involved in since |

t ook over the departnent in Cctober.

M . Thonpson: -- Thank you very much, M. Chairman. |[|f the nmenber from
Weyburn woul d, in question period, would answer the questions. He sits
fromhis seat and bell ows away but, M. Chairnman, all through the question
period today, never answered one question. And he knows full well why he
di d not answer.

An Hon. Menber: -- Let's have that debate then. Let's get it done.

M . Thonpson: -- To the nenber from Wyburn, we'll have that debate just as
soon as you call an election. You call an election and we'll have that
debate. We'll let the people of Saskatchewan deci de whether it was a good
deal or a bad deal. We'll let the citizens of Saskatchewan deci de that.

M. Mnister, we'll get back to your estimates now. | want to thank you
for that information. | nost certainly appreciate the fact you do go up

and see what's happening in northern Saskatchewan and soci alize and neet
with the citizens up there. And we have a | ot of young individuals who are
on town councils now and they need the support of governnent. And |I'm

pl eased to see that you were up there for the dinner for -- not Jerry

Ti nker but Gary Tinker, Jerry's son. | know he nost certainly appreciated



the fact that you were there

But, M. Mnister, | want to . . . and you indicate that you transferred
the farmat G een Lake and you're involved with the farns in northern
Saskat chewan. | wonder, and I'Il be specific now, if you could indicate

how much noney the governnent received for the farmat Silver Lake and who
was the individual group that purchased the Silver Lake farnf

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- Though we certainly facilitated sone of the
negotiations in that transaction, | would like to informthe hon. nmenber
that the actual transaction is with the Departnment of Agriculture. And we
just don't have those, either the figure or the nane, avail able. You would
have to get it through the Departnent of Agriculture.

M. Thonpson: -- M. Mnister, being the mnister in charge of the northern
secretari at enconpasses you being available to all concerns in northern
Saskat chewan. You deal with the wal k-a-thons, and you deal with the town
councils, which is nmunicipal affairs. And you yourself are the Mnister of
Par ks and Renewabl e Resources. You cover everything in the North pretty
well. \When you're up there, you are the Mnister of Northern Affairs which
is not just one particular item sol . . . and | realize you do not have
that information, but | ask you as the Mnister of Northern Affairs if you
woul d provide in witing with the name of the group or the individuals who
purchased the Silver Lake farm and the anmount of noney that was paid by
this group and the ternms that they had for purchasing the Silver Lake farm
at Green Lake.

M. Mnister, | know you're not the Mnister of Agriculture, but when
you're in northern Saskatchewan you becone the mnister of Uban Affairs,
as you indicate. You' ve been out on the highways, the road to Fort
McMurray, so you becone the spokesperson for Northerners through your
mnistry to all departnents. And I would just ask if you would provide
that information for ne.

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- | have certain concerns, and | want the nenber to
know that | always want to co-operate with nenbers opposite and certainly
answer their questions, but it would be very inprudent of ne to obligate

another mnister with that type of information. | wouldn't even wish to
make a statenent on it being available or not being available. That is not
the issue. It would just be inprudent of nme to obligate another mnister

to release informati on which he may or she may or may not want to do. And
| just have to accept that position.

M. Thonpson: -- Well, M. Mnister, |I'msure you would not rel ease that
informati on without the consent of that mnister. | know you better than
that. And | just ask you if you would consult with the mnister in charge
and, if you can, provide ne with that information. And if you can't, then
just let ne know one way or the other.

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- Though I would still first of all suggest to the
menber that he may wish to nake a direct inquiry to the Departnent of
Agricul ture, but notw thstanding that answer, | have no problens in asking

on your behalf if you so wish that | do that. And I wll suggest to you



now t hat we have no problens with asking for that information on your
behalf if that is your w sh.

M . Thonpson: -- Thank you very much, M. Mnister. That information would
be to nyself, but | have many constituents in northern Saskatchewan t hat
you have responsibility for and they are concerned about this, and I want
to know So if you would just . . . if you can provide ne with that
information, fine; if you can't, then just |let ne know.

| now want to turnto . . . I'mgoing to cover sone of the itens that would
be under your m nistry under Parks and Renewabl e Resources as you cover
that northern area. And | want to bring to your attention the letter that

| passed over to you fromone of the band nenbers, Elner Canpbell from
Dillon. And I just want to go down to the |ast paragraph, the concl usion,
and El mer Canpbell indicates that the cost . . . | just want to put the
whol e paragraph in Hansard, M. Mnister, and I"mquoting froma letter
from El mer Canpbell who is a councillor for the English River Band, the
Buffalo River Band at Dillon and it's dated May 25, 1990, which | have
turned over a copy to yourself, M. Mnister:

The conclusion that wll be gathered fromthe information fromthe fire
cache concerning nmen and equi pnment cost on that fire versus the stand-by
crew, will be that the stand-by crew is a noney saving programand is
wort hy of being re-instated.

Thank you for your tinme and co-operation.

And as you know, M. Mnister, there's been a mgjor fire in Dillon, in the
Dillon, St. Ceorge's H Il area in the last week, and that is where your
departnment, sir, has cut off the stand-by crews that were there for two
years, and | had asked you if you had considered reinstating them

And now we take a look at the fire that we have just encountered up there
which started in the garbage dunp at St. George's Hill and junped the

hi ghway and turned out to be a mgjor fire. Wien | was up there | ast

Friday, there was 128 nen on there, not including the aircraft and the

fi xed-wi nged aircraft and the helicopters and all the other equipnent. So
this has turned out to be a very expensive fire that had that crew that you
laid off, M. Mnister, been in place, there would have been no fire.

So what they're asking for, the band at Dillon, and |I've asked you before
and |I'masking you again, M. Mnister -- and | don't expect you to answer
that today -- but ny question to you and ny request is that you give
consideration to reinstating the stand-by crews that you rel eased. Because
you just have to take a | ook at what's happened in the | ast week and the
tremendous cost that has been incurred which would not have taken place had
t hose stand-by crews been in place. So | just ask you if you would
consider reinstating those crews or take a serious |ook at that, M.

M ni ster.

Hon. M. Kopelchuk: -- | would like to thank the nenber for the letter.
of course, as he suggested hinself, did not have an opportunity to review
the facts that are contained in the letter. And |I'mnot suggesting that it




isn't correct. I'mjust not . . . | can't tell you the circunstances
regardi ng the manpower situation and just who was brought in to fight that
fire -- if it was a regular crewor if it was stand-by crew from sonewhere
el se or just what the situation would be.

But | would thank you for the letter and certainly get back to both

yourself and M. Canpbell, the councillor, with a reply to this letter.
Certainly I will obligate Parks and Renewabl e Resources to do that for you
M. Thonpson: -- Thank you very much, M. Mnister. | want to ask you a
nunber of questions and | think that you probably will have to provide ne
inwiting wth the answers to these questions. You're going to have to
check themout. | just want to ask you those questions.

And I'Il start off with donestic fishing |icences that we have in northern

Saskat chewan. And this is for individuals who live in northern

Saskat chewan who have al ways used a donestic |licence. And they get the

I icence through your departnent to get fish to feed their famlies, and in
sonme cases individuals will have that and they will not only provide fish
for their own famlies but they will do that for their grandnothers and
grandf at hers and senior citizens alike.

It's always been used and it's not a policy that drains the |lakes. It's
just, they put one net in, or sone of themjust put a fewfloats in, or a
few yards of net | should say, so that they can catch enough fish to eat.
Depending on the time of the year they may just need three, four floats. A
net has 50 floats in; that's a hundred yards of net. And if it's at a tine
of year when the fishing is not that good, then they're allowed to put in a
hundred yards of net, which is 50 fl oats.

And now the policy seens to be changing. | don't knowif it's changed
locally, but I had a call froman individual fromlle-a-la-Crosse yesterday
who has al ways had a donmestic licence. That individual not only provides
for his young famly, but he gives fish to his grandnother and his

gr andf at her, individuals who need that fish to supplenent their diets.

Not only that, M. Mnister, but it costs a |lot of nobney to live in

nort hern Saskatchewan. The price of the goods and services are just so
great conpared to what it is in Regina or what it would be in Shellbrook or
Meadow Lake or places |like that. And whenever they can use the fish from
the | akes, which they've used all their lives, and now there is . . . sone
of the individuals up there will have a job. And sone policy or policy
maker wthin the departnent has indicated that if an individual has a job,
wel | then they no | onger can take advantage of that fish that they' ve used
all their lives, and their fathers and grandfathers have.

(1515)

M. Mnister, I would ask if you would, through your departnent, through
Northern Affairs Secretariat, and to your other departnent that you' re al so
mnister of, if you would ook into that problemand specifically in
Ile-a-la-Crosse. And if the policy is changing where Northerners are no

| onger allowed to use a donestic net to feed their famlies, then | would



ask you to take a serious | ook at changing that back.

And | give you a good exanple of why it should be, over and above the
exanples that | gave you prior to this: the high cost of living in northern
Saskat chewan. But in all our northern communities we have individuals who
have treaty rights. And under their treaties, they are allowed to fish for
food. So an individual living right beside each other, one being a treaty
and one not being a treaty, the treaty can go out and can fish under his
treaty rights, a donestic net; whereas the other individual who has al ways
had these rights, goes up and gets a donestic |icence, has had that right
taken away fromhim And that creates friction al so

And | would ask you, M. Mnister, in the specific cases in

Il e-a-la-Crosse, if this policy change has taken place, if you would
reconsi der changi ng that policy back, where the individuals who require
donmestic |licences, who have had donestic licences in the past, will be able
to continue to use a donestic licence for fishing for their own persona
use.

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- As the Mnister of Northern Affairs, | wll
endeavour to bring it to the attention of the Mnister of Parks and
Renewabl e Resources, and we'll get back to you with a reply on this issue.
M. Thonpson: -- Thank you very nuch, M. Mnister, and | trust that you

will do that.

| now want to just touch on another itemthat you'll have to get back to ne
to, M. Mnister, once you sit down with yourself and deci de which way
you're going to go on this. And that is you' ve had correspondence fromthe
Sl ed Lake area regarding the beaver dans that have interfered with the
spawni ng grounds of the fish in Saskatchewan, specifically in northern
Saskat chewan.

More and nore this is becomng a serious problem M. Mnister. | was
first made aware of this about four or five years ago by Tom Lal i berte and
Nar ci sse Merasty -- Tom Laliberte comng from Dore pé Lake and Narci sse

Merasty com ng from Sl ed Lake, which you have correspondence from M.
Merasty, indicating that there was nore and nore beaver dans bl ocki ng the
spawni ng grounds for our fish.

And | think, as you take a | ook at what's happening in the fur industry
right now, there's just becom ng too many beavers. You take a | ook at the
way they destroy the forest around our | akes and our rivers and our

streans. And if you |look at the dans that they're building up and you talk
to the individuals who have been there for years, and they indicate that
it's a serious problemw th the beavers regardi ng spawni ng grounds. They
totally disrupt those spawning grounds. And if a fish does get in there
and spawns and is |ucky enough to get out, the young fish that are hatched,
they don't get out. They end up dying in those rivers and streans in those
spawni ng grounds.

|'"ve noticed it nyself where beavers have dammed up rivers and ordinarily
you would go there in the spring and they would just be crawling with



j ackfish and pickerel and mullets, and that's no | onger happeni ng and
you'll see that the beaver danms are doing this. And those individuals up
there with a |lot of experience and a |ot of years under their belt indicate
that that is the problem

Anot her problem it's com ng now | oud and clear, is from Beauval, and that
is the beavers are dammng up the rivers and the creeks that are running
into the Beaver River south from Beauval down towards G een Lake. And
woul d just ask you, M. Mnister, through yourself and your departnents --
pluralize that -- if you would | ook at that seriously and consider the fact
that we have to take sone steps on these beaver dans or we're just going to
have a | ot of our spawning grounds that are gone. And to hatch those fish
down South and replant themup there wll never, ever work. W have to
make sure that those spawni ng grounds are protected.

And | would just ask you, M. Mnister, if you would take a serious | ook at
t hat .

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- Certainly I'"'mnot aware of the facts and the

ci rcunstances, but if they are as you describe them they are serious and
shoul d be checked into. And certainly we will bring this matter to the
attention of the Mnister of Parks and Renewabl e Resources.

M . Thonpson: -- Thank you very nuch, M. Mnister, and |I'll now turn over
to my coll eague from Cunberl and.

M. Goulet: -- Yes, M. Mnister, when |I'mreading ny Esti mtes of the
Northern Affairs Secretariat for this year, 1990-91, | notice that at the
bottomit states that:

Expenditures for the vote Northern Affairs Secretariat were included

wi thin the vote Econom c Devel opment and Tourismin 1989-90. The 1989-90
estimates have been reallocated to reflect the transfer of this
expenditure to the vote Northern Affairs Secretariat in 1990-91.

Now | notice that the expenditures are relatively overall the sane. |
notice in admnistration, it's gone up from 465,900 to 480,000. And then
notice that drop in the property managenent from 162, 700 to 80,000 and the
program expendi tures from 628, 600 to $560, 000.

| was wondering, M. Mnister, when it shifted from Econom c Devel opnent
and Tourism whether or not there was any mgjor shift in regards to what
Northern Affairs Secretariat was doing and whether or not it was doi ng nuch
the sane thing as before? Has there been any changes in regards to what
the Northern Affairs Secretariat does? And if so, could you | et us know?

Maybe, M. Mnister, before you get into the aspect of the changes, nmaybe
gi ve us an overview on exactly, for the public, an overview of what the
Northern Affairs Secretariat actually does in regards to progranmm ng?

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- And that's a good question because | think the
prograns for the North are very inportant, and | agree there should
certainly be no reduction in the progranms to the North, and there certainly




aren't.

You asked ne what | consider a very inportant question and that is sone of
the purpose of the Northern Affairs Secretariat. And | could start by
giving you sort of the straight answer as it cones fromthe objectives and
pur poses of the secretariat, and | think you' re probably aware of nbst of
them But if | could just quickly sumrarize it to say that we co-ordinate,
pronot e, devel op, and inplenent policies of the governnent designed to
posture and advance the general devel opment of northern Saskatchewan, and
to ensure that the Government of Saskatchewan is advised as to the views of
residents in northern Saskatchewan respecting the delivery of prograns and
provi sion of services in northern Saskat chewan.

| suppose | sort of see nyself as being -- with all due respect to the M.As
of the North who | certainly have no reason to nake this a personal
reflection -- but |I sort of visualize nyself as another M.A of the North,

if you would take that the right way, in sort of interacting with . . . and
| know you weren't in the rooma little earlier when | discussed it with
anot her MLA, sone of the things that | was involved in nmy short termin the
Nort h.

| could quickly bring to your attention things |Iike the north-west

muni ci palities association, which |'ve had nunmerous neetings with now. The
transfer of the farmand 50 per cent of the current assets to

|l e-a-1a-Crosse Econom ¢ Devel opnent Corporation. The just great, great
feeling we had in supporting Gary Tinker and his walk to Regina and his
very valiant efforts; and how after that he was recogni zed by his conmunity
with what | considered a very |arge banquet, well attended by the
comunity. The Mnister of Social Services and | had the honour of
attendi ng and nmaking a presentation on behalf of the governnent.

We're involved in, oh, things like facilitating the La Loche road project.
W don't do it directly, but we do it, you know, other departnments do it
and we kind of facilitate it.

So | think to sunmarize it, | just sort of see nyself as sort of being an
M.LA of the northern residents.

M. Goulet: -- So basically the role of the minister therefore is |ike an
M_.A rol e which then you deal with any issue of developnent in regards to
nort hern Saskatchewan. | nean that's ny understandi ng of your statenent

and al so your very initial comment, of course, in regards to the objectives
of Northern Affairs Secretariat in pronoting and co-ordi nati ng devel opnent,
you know, of the North

Now probably one of the najor issues in the North in regards to the whol e

area of econom c devel opnent has been the issue of enploynent. | noticed
in your coments you didn't make any statenents in regards to m ning,
al t hough we know that of the approximately $1 billion that is taken out

fromthe North every year, you know, the vast majority of that is in the
area of m ning.

We | ook at, about a couple years ago we had about $700 mllion worth of



urani um production. And | |ooked at SMDC at that tinme and they had nmade
$112 mllion, you know, profit in those two years before the privatization
schenme took place. So one of the nmjor issues, major points of contentions
for the North has al ways been econon c devel opnent and jobs. So | want to
| ook at the issue of jobs and ask a few questions in relation to the jobs
aspect .

In the late '70s, many of the people said yes, we will agree to devel opnent
in the North, providing we have consideration for the environnent,
provi di ng we have consideration for people in regards to jobs, and
providing that there is a training conmponent in regards to the devel opnent.

(1530)

And as | reviewed the situation, it was very, very difficult for me as an
M,A to really discern and really nmake out froma devel opnental position
exactly how the North was developing in regards to the issue of jobs. You
know, | would raise questions once in a while with the mning issue, and |
will get alittle bit of a report, and | would get a list of workers that
were working at a particular mne at a particular time in a particular

nont h.

| am wondering, M. Mnister, what you have cone out with at this tine to
deal with the issue of jobs and m ning devel opnent in the North. Wat is
your present policy and what kind of statenents can you state to the

Saskat chewan public today as to where you' re at; whether you've nade
significant inprovenents, you know, on a year-to-year basis since the
government has been in power and where we're at, where are we headi ng right
now in that old area of jobs for people in northern Saskatchewan as it
relates to m ning?

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- I n checking our statistics regarding the northern
peopl e, Northerners enployed within the mning industry, our information
suggests that that figure is growing gradually. Through the last 10 years
it's gone up. We certainly wll never be satisfied. W'Il encourage it to
go hi gher.

But it has reached the point now where our statistics tell us that 35 per
cent of all mne enployees are northern residents. And we're extrenely
optimstic as new projects would cone on streamthat the Northerners wll
continue to be a part of what you suggest has to be their econom c grow h.

And | as the Mnister of Northern Affairs will certainly be encouraging
each of these projects as they conme along. | will actively | obby them so
that the Northerners are very nuch a part of the | abour force of future
projects in the North . . . future mning projects in the North.

M. Goulet: -- | guess, M. Mnister, | was really concerned about the
issue of jobs. And I think we've studied it many tinmes before in this

| egi slature, that jobs are extrenely inportant for everybody in the world.
| mean it forns not only the basis of a person's identity in respecting
what they do on a daily basis . . . But when we | ook at the record, you
know, for northern Saskatchewan, we're | ooking at 50 to 80 per cent




unenpl oynment in the comunities of northern Saskatchewan. And al though the
official record may not be that high, the fact is that we have only a
certain amount of the people working, you know, fromthe North. So we know
it's an extrenmely . . . it's way too high, you know, whatever statistic
that we present.

And we know al so that for the people, as | travel around each comunity,
it'"s . . . unenploynent is really a devastating experience. | see and |'ve
tal ked quite often about the suicide rates, you know, clinmbing in the
North, and ny point has al ways been one where the suicide rates are
directly related to the unenploynent rates in the North. Wen you | ooked
at the research reports, whether you |l ook at the First Wrld War period or
during the Dirty Thirties or in the nodern era, and you | ook at the
research, nost of the research will point out that for every 1 per cent
rise in unenpl oynent, you have a 4 per cent rise in suicide rates because
it's such a devastating experience for people to take away their nmeans of
livelihood as you go in.

Now t hi s becones an even nore . . . it even becones to be one of a

par amount problem for the North because the unenploynent rate is so high.
And, you know, whil e people conplain of being squeezed out of trapping and
fishing in many ways by tighter and tighter regulations for them the
alternative, which is jobs for many of our youth growi ng up and for many of
t he m ddl e-aged who are unenpl oyed right now, is not grow ng fast enough.

And one of the things I'd like to find out fromthe m nister because the
new mnister now in charge of the North . . . It's been very difficult for
the people to get proper records. During the early days when the Northern
Affairs Secretariat was forned you were supposed to get, you know,
according to the Key Lake report wth the Human R ghts Comm ssion, there
was supposed to be at |east nonthly reports in regards to how we were
supposed to . . . how we were doing in regards to their jobs.

And later on the Northern Affairs Secretariat function in that area was
di m ni shed or knocked off, or at least it was never really strengthened.
It was as if the role of the Northern Affairs Secretariat was no | onger
there in that particular regard in maki ng sure that we not only have a
moni toring function, but being capable of saying, look, if we can't do it
that way, then let's put it in the | ease agreenents.

And many of these things cane out in the | ease agreenents. W needed to
enpl oy 50 per cent of the people in Key Lake. W needed to enploy them 60
per cent after two years. And these were put in as |egal docunents, because
people said in the long history of the North since the devel opnent took
place in mning, you know, fromthe early '20s, that you needed to have
sone docunent to be able to say yes, we are doing sonething about it; and
yes, these are not only abstract docunents, that these are real people that
are getting jobs fromthis and that conmunity.

So I'masking you, M. Mnister, are you in favour of, number one,
provi di ng greater access for the docunentation to the public at two | evels,
one, the level of general statistics, you know, to be published nonthly as
to where we're at in regards to enploynment rates on this and that mne in



nort hern Saskat chewan, and stating how many peopl e are working from what
comunity?

| know it will be difficult to do the latter part in regards to this and
that community, but as being the third MLA, as you said you were, and from
M.A to MLA then, | would say, would you be prepared then to provide ne with
t he docunents. You know, since we've had better records from about the

' 79-80 period, could you get those records for ne on the nonths of January
and the nonths of June, those people that were working at the mnes from
nort hern Saskatchewan? Could you provide that docunment on a year-to-year
basis fromabout '79 to the present?

M. Mnister, the reason why | ask you that is this: it would help nme and
it would help you | ook at where we're heading. And we could know whi ch
communities we've served in the past and which communities it shifted to
later on. And in all due fairness to all comunities, we know that we are
not only servicing three, four conmmunities, we're servicing all the
communities. So that type of information would be very inportant for you
in regards to planning, in your planning function.

And | was wondering if you would be able to provide those docunents, you

know, for me -- you know, the yearly docunent since January, the
generalized statistics in January and July on a yearly basis. And on those
years . . . on those nonths, to provide ne with the names of the people

that were working in those mnes fromnorthern Saskatchewan. And then we
woul d have the evidence and then | would no | onger be asking questions.

And if this was regularly done, then all we would be doing is raising
guestions about this and that community. But every year since |'ve been an
M_.A since '86, |'ve been raising this question. And every year | get a
general i zed, you know, percentage -- you know, whether it's 25 per cent or
26 per cent or 28 per cent, or today you throw out a figure of 35 per cent.

So I'"'mwondering, M. Mnister, are you prepared to provide ne with that
information of the people that work in the mnes fromnorthern

Saskat chewan, with the specific nanes of the . . . and the comunities they
come from because that was the original goal of the devel opnent in the
North in the late '70s and '80s, and | want to see whether or not you' ve
changed your policy on that. Wuld you be prepared to provide that type of
information, M. Mnister?

(1545)

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- First of all, in just a general way, | wanted to
certainly reaffirmny support for the general enploynent prograns of the
North. And | certainly want to say that it was obvious to nme that the
peopl e of the North want to work.

Now you' ve narrowed it down to the mning situation. But | think we could
broaden that statenent and say that, you know, they are |ooking for jobs

just in any economc project that is a possible . . . either devel oped by
i ndustry such as mning conpanies or as well economc projects that could
be put together by people of the North thenselves. And so just generally



that way, | don't think you or I have a problemw th supporting that type
of thing.

Regardi ng the surface | ease agreenents, they call for, the surface |ease
agreenents call for human resource agreenments with the Departnent of
Education. This information is provided on a confidential basis. They
report those enploynent statistics to Education and are made public from
time to tine, but are released by them not by us. And really it is up to
the . . . the onus is not on us to release that information; it is an
agreenent between Education and the m ning conpanies to rel ease that
information to the public.

M. Goulet: -- M. Mnister, I"'mactually very appalled with your

statenent. Because initially, when the whole thing canme about in the late
"70s and the early '80s, those were supposed to be public docunents. Now
you're telling ne that those are secret and confidential docunents in
regards to the fact that only the Education mnister and the m ning conpany
can access.

| nean, the reason for people saying yes to devel opnment was for themto
find out whether or not their people were working there. Wat you're
telling nme is that you, as a mnister in charge of the North who is
supposed to co-ordi nate and pronote devel opnent, doesn't even have the
capacity to do that because you don't even know what the information is.
That seens to be what you're telling ne.

Al I"masking you is for very basic information, the nunber of people .
And | very deliberately did not add forestry and wild rice, etc., because

| knew that it would be difficult to get all that information. So |

deliberately narrowed it down to the field of m ning because those

docunents were nore readily avail abl e because of the systemthat was in

pl ace already by the late ' 70s.

And so |'masking you again, M. Mnister, as a mnister . . . | mean you
can always talk to the Education mnister, or you could always ask himfor
the information. All I'masking you is that whether you as a mnister wll

take it upon yourself. To be able to pronote devel opnment in the North, you
need information as a mnister. WII| you be able to get that information
and provide it to me?

And again, the specific information that | would like is, every January and
July I would like to know how many people are working from northern

Saskat chewan in those mnes, and that's all I'masking for. 1'd like their
names and from what communities they're from And that docunentation
shoul d be there because initially there was al ways supposed to have .
according to the human rights agreenent initially, those docunents were
supposed to have been tabled on a nonthly basis, and then a yearly report
done.

Now |I''m wondering, M. Mnister, whether or not, inlight of the . . . And
the other thing that you nention, M. Mnister, maybe |I'l|l deal wth that
in a followng question. So | will just ask you, wll you provide for ne
the informati on on January and July of every year since about '79 of the



peopl e who are working in the mnes from northern Saskat chewan?

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- | would suggest to the nenber that the general
information that you sort of talk about, | believe is available. 1've got
a real problem. . . in fact | don't think it could be done because of

agreenents that are in place, to give you specific names and addresses of
people. That's the part | referred to as being very confidential records
of a m ning conpany.

But | would invite you to wite a mning conpany and possibly ask them for
that information. |If they wish to release it to you, we really have no
problems with that type of thing. But for nme to suggest that | can get it
for you, I don't think that's possible.

M. Goulet: -- M. Mnister, how can you pronote and co-ordi nate
devel opnent if you don't have the facts in front of your hands? Al |I'm
asking you is asking hownmany . . . See, if you' re proud of the people that

are working in the mnes, then you should know the nanmes of the people.
You have to be able to at | east deal with real people fromnorthern
Saskat chewan, fromreal comunities. That's what |'masking you. [|'m
asking you to provide that information.

The excuse that you nmake that the m ning conpanies cannot give out

addresses and so on, is a phoney excuse. |'mnot asking for the person's
address; |I'masking for the person's nanme and what community they're from
fromnorthern Saskatchewan. |'mnot asking for their address; |'m asking
for their name and where they're from | was able to access that type of

i nformation before, and all of a sudden this governnent becones cl osed,
very secretive

M. Mnister, you' ve had new agreenents in 1988. So |I'mgoing to ask you
one nore tinme: why don't you provide that information? | nean you should
be proud of your governnment's record on enpl oyi ng people, but right now
you' re keeping everything secret. Al you're saying is the mning
conpani es, the big mning corporations can hide everything fromthe people.
Wy don't you just utilize your role as a mnister and say, yes we'll

provi de you with that information; we're proud of the governnent's record
and here it is. Wy don't you do that, M. Mnister?

( 1600)

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- | have to informthe nenber one nore tine that our
surface | ease agreenents and our human resources agreenents both call for
confidentiality regarding that information and we are just bound not to

rel ease that information. And it's not a case of wanting to or not wanting
to. We're just bound by contract not to release that infornmation.

M. Goulet: -- M. Mnister, I"'mgoing to have to report back to ny
constituency and say the PC governnent sinply will not review. . . Year
after year you nmake trenendous statenents of all your concern about jobs
and people in northern Saskatchewan. All of that is phoney nonsense,

conpl ete bol oney, because you will not provide nme with the infornmation of
the specific people that work at the community level. You have absolutely




no pride in the people fromnorthern Saskat chewan and their fight for real
jobs in real mnes in northern Saskat chewan.

Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

M. Goulet: -- | mean what we are asking for is general historical
informati on so that we know where we are going; so we're not com ng here
every day and asking a mnister |ike yourself and say, oh, | don't know

anything. W're a secret governnent. Only the big corporations determ ne
exactly what type of information is required. W can't even provide you
with the nanes fromcertain conmunities of people.

| find that absolutely amazing that in this day and age that you will not
provide that information. And yet the trust of the people in devel opnent,
the real reason why they wanted to partake in devel opnent is so that one of
the main reasons was jobs. A few years later a PC governnent, all they can
say is, oh, secret -- this is all confidential information.

These people are there and proud of their work. They want to be on record
that that's where they're working. And | amreally appalled as a new

m ni ster that you can allow this type of nonsense to continue. | thought
that you would cone in as a new mnister and say, yes, we are proud of
doi ng these things; yes, we are proud of our record enpl oynent, that these
are the people that are there.

But yet what | see is again the sane secret agenda of the PCs -- the secret
agenda that we cannot give access to the people in regards to the
information that they require on the historical record of northern

Saskat chewan. That is the type of thing that you're telling nme, M.
Mnister. | amreally, really appalled with the fact that you will not
present me with that information.

And al so one of the other things for information. |[In 1988 when those new
resource agreenents cane in, the ones that you give an excuse for to shift
in to the educational process, well those are new. That's a new argunent
you're making. So why not provide ne with the one then from'79 to '88
because that excuse you're giving nme is a very new excuse. The resources
agreenents that are transferred to educati on were ' 88.

And | mght tell you one other thing, M. Mnister, that is appalling about
t hose new resource agreenents. Wen those agreenents were made in '79 to
‘81 and when the discussion took place, people said we want enpl oynent of
50, 60 per cent at the mnes. And they said we want to respect the people
that live in northern Saskatchewan. W could use six nonths residence in
nort hern Saskatchewan to be able to get a job, and people said no. W want
peopl e who were born and raised in northern Saskatchewan to get those jobs
because the unenpl oynent rate of 80 to 90 per cent in certain conmunities
was where it was occurring at the community level. They wanted to get

t hose j obs.

They were saying the suicide rates are too high on our youth. They're
killing thensel ves because they have no future to | ook forward to; that the
drug and al cohol problemis clinbing and the governnment sinply doesn't



care. So the point that was made, M. Mnister, is this: they said, |ook,
we want to hire people in northern Saskatchewan who have lived in the North
at least 15 years or half their lifetine and they were of Indian ancestry.

Because legally, M. Mnister, under the human rights Act, you coul d not
define a Northerner unless you had the three situations under the Human

Ri ght s Code, which was of I|ndian ancestry, wonen, and the handi capped. And
one of the things that | look at is this, M. Mnister. That was a
standard we used.

In 1988 you changed the standard. The new standard says that the

Nort herner is anybody who goes to live in northern Saskatchewan for three
years. So your statistic of 35 per cent is according to the new standards
that you set which is three years. And | find it very strange, M.

M nister, whether or not that is even legal. | wouldn't think that
according to the human rights Act your definition of a Northerner would be
legal. You could be challenged by the nobility clause of section 15 of the

Canadi an constitution, basically because you could not have
geographi cal -type hiring under a concept of Northerner unless they were of
an affirmative action basis under section 15 of the Canadi an constitution,
as it is then transferred under the Saskatchewan human rights Act in
Saskat chewan.

Therefore the initial definition of Northerner, being a person 15 years and
half their lifetinme and of Indian ancestry, was the standard that was
raised at that tinme. Now you have a new standard whi ch says three years
and anybody. There's also another clause in there that says 10 years, but
the real standard that is used is a three-year one.

So I'masking you, M. Mnister, in that regard, could you give ne at |east
a general statistical evidence on January and July w thout the nanes from
the beginning of '79 to '80? Provide ne with the general information
utilizing two systens: the 15 years and half your lifetinme and of Indian
ancestry system and the one that's new, that's the three-year cl ause.
Coul d you provide ne with that evidence, M. Mnister?

M. Toth: -- M. Chairman, | ask |eave to introduce sonme guests.
Leave granted.

| NTRODUCTI ON OF GUESTS

M. Toth: -- M. Chairman, it's ny pleasure to introduce a group of
students fromgrade 5 and 6 school . . . or ages 5 and 6, fromthe
Cowessess community recreational centre at Genfell. M. Speaker, |I'd like
to introduce their . . . or M. Chairman, they're in your gallery, seated

in your gallery.

There are 27 grade 5 and 6 students acconpani ed by their teacher, M. John
Pol |l ock and Ms. Eleanor Agecoutay -- | trust | pronounced it right -- and
M's. Sandi Del orne.

| would Iike to invite the nenbers of the Assenbly to wel cone the students,



and | look forward to neeting themin a few mnutes for pictures and sone
refreshnments and possibly try and answer any questions they nay have.
Wl cone.

Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

M. Chairman: -- Wiy is the nmenber fromWIlkie on his feet?

M. Britton: -- Waile there is a break in the action | would ask perm ssion
to also introduce sone guests.

Leave granted.

M. Britton: -- Thank you, M. Chairman. M. Chairman, | would like to

i ntroduce to you sone students from Handel on behalf of ny coll eague, M.
Baker. They are from Handel school in Handel, and they represent grades 6
to 12. And, M. Speaker, we will be neeting with thema little later for
sone refreshnents and sonme questions in the Speaker's boardroom

The teachers, M. Speaker, is Rick Burton, Onen Sebastian. Chaperons
i nclude Carolyn Gessing -- | hope that's right -- and Bernie Heintz and
Joy McFarl ane-Burton. Their bus driver, M. Chairman, is Gordon Cey.

And we will also be having sone pictures, and | want to wel cone them here.
| would Iike to wish thema very interesting visit and a safe journey hone.
Handel , as you know, is very close to Unity, where |I live, and I would ask
you to wel cone themin the usual manner

Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

COW TTEE OF FI NANCE

Consol i dat ed Fund Budgetary Expenditure
Northern Affairs Secretari at
Ordinary Expenditure -- Vote 48

I[tem 1 (conti nued)

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- M. Chairman, | would like to informthe hon. nenber
t hat regardl ess of what percentages -- and you can always play with
statistics -- but there has been, the fact remains that there has been a

steady increase in northern enploynent over the last 10 years in the m ning
field.

The matter of specific nanmes of individuals are still a matter of :
well they're matters of private agreenents as part of our surface | ease
agreenents and our human resource agreenents. That information is just not
rel eased. Some general statistics of course are avail abl e.

| think to prove that we are commtted to hel ping the people of the North
and their participation in mning projects, certainly we could go to the
m ni ng conpani es and ask themto exactly what type of statistical

i nformation they would provide for us that may be of sonme benefit. But |



would commt nyself only to asking themto provide that on a voluntary
basi s because of past agreenents.

But there's no question. | certainly want it to go on the record as saying
that we are commtted to a greater percentage of northern enploynent in our
mning industry. W are confident that as new projects cone on stream

that the Northerners will be a very, very inportant part of the |abour
force of those projects. Training prograns are provided, both through
education and al so through the mning conpani es thenselves. | nean, in
talking to the mning officials, there's no question that they want to be
in a very sincere partnership with the people of the North.

M. Goulet: -- M. Mnister, | find your conmments to be extrenely
di sappointing. | thought that we had a new mnister who woul d take a new
role on and be sincere about his job. | thought you had a certain anount

of integrity in being able to deal with the issues that relate to your job
whi ch neans the whol e question of devel opnent in the North and nore
particularly the question of econom c devel opnent and jobs. But | cone
here to raise only one question of information: to find out what the

hi storical record. And here you can stand up and tell ne absolutely
nothing. How in the world can you plan anything if you know not hi ng?

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

(1615)

M. Goulet: -- If you don't know absol utely anything about the people in

t hose conmmunities, how can you say, yes we're good on the question of

enpl oynment. Enpl oynent neans real people, real communities. W can't go
on and on and bring in new statistics with very, very different standards.
We had standards that high before; your standards are way down | ow now in
regards to the definition of a Northerner, and it's even suspect |egally.

But the fact renmains even all of that you should still be able to provide
me with the information. A denocracy requires information. A denocracy
requi res these things.

The secrecy that you state in regards to blamng the big conpanies -- what
you're saying is that the conpani es demand absol ute secrecy fromthe people
and the conpanies are therefore not interested in denocracy. That's what
you're telling ne. You're telling me that the people who cone and mne in
the North do not have a denocratic interest at all in regards to the

enpl oynent of people in the North. Because you yourself as a mnister
cannot do a proper job as a mnister of pronoting and co-ordinating

devel opnment unl ess you have the information. What you're telling nme is you
don't have it. So | amextrenely, extrenmely di sappointed.

I n other places of your governnent when we have asked information, the
historic record is very, very straightforward. Wether it was G gaText,
you were hiding facts, you were hiding corruption, you were hiding

m smanagenent; when we want information on $370 million you spend in
regards to Cargill, everything is secrecy and cover-up.



This is the type of governnent that you as a mnister are perpetuating in
regards to northern devel opnent and | am extrenely di sappointed. | think
all you are worried about is the give-aways. The fact that you are
privatizing SMDC (Saskat chewan M ning Devel opnent Corporation) and now

that's Canmeco -- that's all you're interested in. Al you're interested in
i s bendi ng over backwards for the big corporations. You do not consider
even the people as real people in the North. | think that that is

absolutely appalling in this day and age.

| would also state that back in 1985 the Northern Affairs Secretariat said,
hey -- after all the criticismthat was heaped upon them-- they said we
wi Il have a northern devel opnment advisory commttee fornmed and they said
this northern devel opnent advisory conmmttee was a first form of Consensus
Saskat chewan. They appoi nted people fromnorthern Saskatchewan to talk
about the involvenent of people in the North and to co-ordinate the

devel opnent of the North.

But this governnent only used that thing . . . And | renenber one | eader
saying at that tinme, they said, hey, what the governnment needs is not

anot her hearing board, what they need is to really listen to the people of
the North; what they really knowis to start acting on the questions of
enpl oynment, start acting on those issues of providing information to the
people. That's what the people are saying in northern Saskatchewan. So
when you | ook at the Northern Affairs Secretariat and al so the northern
devel opnent, you did away with that. You didn't even involve people in the
formation of it; you didn't even invol ve people when you knocked it right
off. You don't even have a system of advisory capacity now. The only
thing you now have is ConSask. The first ConSask of northern Saskat chewan
peopl e woul d specul ate and maybe even say it was the Northern Devel opnent
Advi sory Counci l

| knew that there was good individuals that were involved in the Northern
Devel opnent Advi sory Council, but the inpact was mninmal, and that was the
expectation of the people in the North because this governnent has treated
the North froma very colonial viewpoint. They don't give them provide
theminformation. They don't provide themthe docunentation; everything is
secret. The whole colonial nentality of your governnent, you know, really
shows through in this line of questioning that | have.

And the other issue that | was going to try and get into -- and because of
time | just want to nention it -- M. Mnister, we talk about subsidies to
the North as part of the devel opnent strategy. W provided about $14
mllion to the urani um conpanies on a royalty tax roll-back in the past
couple of years. Now what people said is at the sane tine that you had a
royalty tax roll-back on the big corporations, which anmounted to about $14
mllion, you were able to take the subsidy away for fishing. The people
who do fishing were making a little bit of noney in regards to pickerel and
also in regards to sturgeon, but you conpletely took away all that subsidy,
and you only left it for the other fish such as whitefish which doesn't,
you know, sell as well as pickerel and sturgeon.

So what you did was you took away those subsidies. But you tend to
subsi dize Cargill Gain to the tune of $370 million. And yet you will



force people off the places where they fish and where they trap with
stiffer regulations and the dem se of subsidies. You even still subsidize
I iquor, whisky, w ne, everything, beer in northern Saskatchewan and you

t ook away the food transportation subsidy in northern Saskatchewan. And
this is the type of operation that you're having in northern Saskatchewan.

And you have the gunption to cone and tell nme that they have integrity,
that . . . So I'mwondering, M. Mnister, since you' re not going to give
me any information, whether or not at |east this one thing that you m ght
do. WIIl you as a mnister stand up for the children and the famlies of
nort hern Saskatchewan? WII| you stand up in this |legislature and say, yes,
we W Il bring back sone sort of food transportation subsidy for the people
of northern Saskat chewan?

Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

M. Goulet: -- WIIl you do that, M. Mnister? WII| you proceed to do
that? And | don't want the usual argument of increasing the welfare rates
of 25 per cent . . . of $25, which only buys, you know, four quarts of mlKk
in one nonth. | don't want that argunment. | want to know whet her you wl|l
have a proper food transportation subsidy, seeing that it was brought out
in the health care task force. WII you at least mnimally do that, M.

M ni ster?

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- | would just briefly like to respond to the nenber.
I, first of all, was interested to hear his endorsenent of Consensus

Saskat chewan, and that was inportant to hear, and | appreciated hearing
that fromthe menber. He also referred to the matter of integrity, and
that concerns me a | ot because that's an inportant trait that we all try to
mai ntai n as best we can.

And integrity, sir, integrity works two ways. | told you on two different
occasions that we have an agreenment, or we were bound by agreenent that we
couldn't release that information. So |I'm not suggesting that |'m hol ding
it back on sone sort of a sinister plan. W are bound by an agreenent not
to rel ease that information

We are continually striving to enploy the people of the North in the mning
industry. And as | suggested, as nore and nore projects cone on stream|’|
be the first one to be at the door of these m ning conpanies suggesting
that the Northerners nust be a very inportant part of their work force.

And | ask you to join ne in supporting that type of a .

But to get into an argunent about the statistics, and one or two particul ar
statistics, | can't see the nmerit of it. As | suggested we can ask, but
it's not the nost inportant thing. The inportant thing is to get the
peopl e of the North working. That's the nost inportant thing.

| would Iike to . . . you asked ne a direct question and | think, sir, you
deserve an answer, and that's regarding the food subsidy. | would like to
informyou that in the recent directions in health care recomendati ons,
that they suggested that that be reviewed. And | woul d suggest that for the
nmoment we wait and see just what conmes out of those discussions.



Sone Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

M. Goulet: -- We've heard prom ses providing records for people in the
North. What we've seen today is that the prom se was not forthcom ng.
Peopl e want to know i nformati on of the North, of their own peopl e working.
They're proud of their people working in these mnes. They want to know,
but you will not provide that information. | would say as a mnister you
shoul dn't get down on your knees in regards to the corporations that's
doi ng | ease agreenents. You should demand that the people in the north
want jobs. And they want jobs. You should also make a dermand t hat next
time you sign a contract that that information is available for the people
of Saskatchewan. WII| you do that in the next contract and nmake sure that
that information is made public, M. Mnister?

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- | would informthe nenber that certainly I wll take
his advi ce and recommendati ons under consi derati on.

Item 1 agreed to.
Item 2 agreed to.
Vot e 48 agreed to.
Consol i dat ed Fund Budgetary Expenditure
Econom c Diversification and | nvestnent Fund

Vot e 66
Northern Affairs Secretari at

Item 8 agreed to.

Suppl enentary Estimates 1990
Consol i dat ed Fund Budgetary Expenditure
Northern Affairs Secretari at
O dinary Expenditure -- Vote 48

Items 1 and 2 agreed to.
Vot e 48 agreed to.

Hon. M. Kopel chuk: -- Thank you, M. Chairman, | would just like to take a
monment first of all to thank ny officials for not only their work with ne
in estimates but also their work throughout the year. They are very

val uabl e and dedi cated career people and | appreciate their dedication and
prof essi onal i sm

| would also at the sanme time -- though we get into the odd debate -- | do
notice certainly a sincerity, especially fromthe two nmenbers of the North
regardi ng i ssues of nmutual concern, and | want to assure themthat together
we wll work to help the people of the North. Thank you.

Sone Hon. Menmbers: Hear, hear!




M . Thonpson: -- Thank you very much, M. Chairman. | want to take this
opportunity also to thank the mnister and his staff for the information
that they've given us today. And we nost certainly will be | ooking forward
to the answers to the questions that we proposed to you. Thank you very
much.

Sone Hon. Menbers: Hear, hear!

(1630)
Consol i dat ed Fund Budgetary Expenditure
Fam |y Foundati on

Ordinary Expenditure -- Vote 31
ltem 1
Hon. M. Martin: -- M. Chairman, |I'd like to introduce ny official, Dan
Perrins, who is the president of the Fam |y Foundati on.
M. Pringle: -- Thank you very nmuch, M. Chairman. | would like to join
with the mnister in welcoming M. Perrins to the Assenbly. | have a very
high regard for the skill of this gentleman and | assunme that he will do a

good job at keeping the mnister out of trouble. He's got a big job on his
hands, but 1've got a lot of regard for him

| would like to first of all thank the mnister

An Hon. Menber: -- He hasn't an enviable job.

M. Pringle: -- Yes, it's not an enviable job, but good I uck.

|"d like to first of all thank the mnister for the letter that you sent ne

on March 20 outlining your responsibilities, and I'lIl talk a little bit
| at er about those, M. Mnister. | recognize as the Fam|ly m nister that
you' ve got very, very broad responsibilities. | recognize that there are

many maj or chall enges to your position; that there are rapid changes in
society and that there are nany conplexities that our famlies have to deal
with; that there are no easy solutions; that your job as Fam |y mnister is
very tough. And so at the outset | want to acknow edge the magnitude of
the responsibility that you' re faced with

Now having said that and giving all owances for the very difficult job that
you're involved in, | want to say, M. Mnister, that 1'mgoing to be quite
critical, quite critical of the record of this governnment as it relates to
famlies, as it relates to young people and seniors. And |I'mgoing to be
constructively critical, and 1'mgoing to be fairly critical of how you' ve
carried out your responsibilities to date. And | hope that you don't take
that personally and that your feelings aren't hurt as they were a coupl e of
weeks ago.

M. Mnister, I'll make a few comments and then | have a series of
questions for you. | hope we would all agree that famlies which exist in



M. Chairman, | would wonder if the nenber from Wyburn would allow ne to
make sone coments. We'l|l get to the Finance estimates, which is quite
anot her story, M. Mnister.

M. Mnister, |"msure we agree that there are many kinds of famlies --
traditional famlies, single parent famlies, blended famlies -- that very
few of us likely in this House are not affected in sone way by a variety of
new fam ly configurations that exist in the community in our famlies.

And | think that one of the strengths in Saskatchewan has been that our
famlies have been the backbone of the province of Saskatchewan. Al of us
| ook to our famlies for support. W look to our famlies as a source of
nurturing and gromh and a sense of security. And famlies are a place of
acceptance and love for all of us. And I think all of us would agree that,
given the inportance of the famly structure in our society, that we need
to do as nmuch as we can, governnment and comunities, to be as supportive to
famlies as possible. And I know that you agree with that.

| know that you al so woul d agree that our young people are very precious,
that the young people are our future, and that they have a right to
opportunities. They have a right to grow and devel op and they have a right
to pursue their dreanms and goals. They have a right to | ook for some hope,
to ook forward to the future with some hope.

| know you woul d agree that our senior citizens, which you're the mnister
for, our senior citizens which are growi ng in nunber and percentage of the
popul ation are also an inportant part of famlies, that our seniors built
this fine province, and that they are demanding to have a conti nui ng voice
in decisions which affect their lives. Seniors as well need financial
security, and they certainly need resources. And maybe nost inportant of
all seniors are wanting to be independent as |ong as possible. And | have
many, many seniors in my constituency, in fact a very, very high
concentration of seniors in ny constituency. And a |lot of those people are
very dear friends and | know that you value the contribution that they have
made.

| would |ike to suggest, M. Mnister, that Saskatchewan young peopl e

t oday, Saskatchewan fam lies and Saskatchewan seniors, are living in tines
of increasing economc stress and in times of . . . living in times of

i ncreased social and psychol ogical stress. And | would like to | ook at a
few of these devel opnents for a mnute, if | could.

First of all, in terns of the increasing economc stresses on our famlies
--and | think there are many indicators that denonstrate this and you wl|l
be aware of them-- the first one I'd |like to take a | ook at is the poor

performance of the Saskatchewan econony as it inpacts on famlies. And |
know t hat you woul dn't deny that the econony of the province has been in
difficulty. And | would suggest, which is clear to nost people of the
province, that that has been increasingly the case during the 1980s.

| think we saw today, despite the mnister's good faith and his personal
integrity, there really is no governnent plan to deal with econom c
devel opnment in the North, particularly involving Northerners and peopl e of



abori gi nal background, in terns of an econom c pl an.

The m nister was not able to articulate any econom c devel opnent plan for
the North today, and I think that that is very sad, given the high

unenpl oynent rate there. And | will be asking you sone questions on that
later, M. Mnister, in terns of your . . . what consultations and what
advi ce you have given to the mnister responsible for northern devel opnent.

M. Mnister, in terns of the poor performance of the Saskat chewan econony,
we know that over the last six or seven years, consistently, our economc
growt h has been bel ow the national average. |In fact, during the |ast two
or three years, we have had the poorest economi c record of any province in
Canada. And | would hope that the Mnister of Finance from Wyburn,
instead of chirping fromhis seat, would | ook for ways in which to provide
financing for job creation for young people and for Saskatchewan famlies,
and woul d not nmake light of this very tragic situation of unenploynent and
out-mgration for our people.

So unenpl oynment, of course, is a major problemin the province where we
have created only an additional, on the average in the last four or five
years, 3,700 jobs per year -- as | say, the | owest perfornance of job
creation of any province in the country. Now this is public information,
and | know you're aware of that.

W' ve consistently, during the 1980s, have had an unenpl oynent rate of
anywhere from8 to 10 per cent and higher in Saskatoon, which is ny hone
town. We know in the North that unenpl oynent is near 80 per cent. W know
that in Saskatchewan, youth unenploynent is right now over 17 per cent --
doubl e, al nost double the general average. W heard today again that in
the North youth unenpl oynent is sonmewhere around 90 per cent.

We al so heard today there is . . . we know that there's devastating poverty
in the North, and we were | ooking for a conmtnment. M colleague from
Cunberl and was | ooking for a conmtnment today fromthe mnister of northern
devel opment that we would reinstitute the food subsidy so that northerners
woul d not be starving. And that conm tnment was not forthcomng, and | wll
be putting that question to you, because | assune that as M nister of
Famlies, wth the high poverty rate in northern Saskatchewan, that you're
concer ned about that.

In terns of the econom c performance, M. Mnister, out-mgration since
1982, we have a net out-migration fromthe province, of sonme 62,000 people.
Vll that's equivalent to the loss of 62 communities the size of Carnduff,
Saskat chewan, which is ny home towmn. And that's the kind of inpact we're
tal ki ng about.

That out-migration, M. Mnister, has been tearing famlies apart in the
province. And | know that you are concerned about that. Wth
out-mgration, we're continuing to export our future, M. Mnister. W're
| osing our tax base and we're losing, in many ways, the brightest m nds of
young people and young famlies fromthe province.

In 1981 we had 21, 000 peopl e unenpl oyed i n Saskat chewan. Today we' ve got



42, 000 peopl e unenpl oyed i n Saskatchewan -- exactly double. Now you know
and | know that the situation would be nmuch higher if it weren't for the
fact that 62,000 people have left, net out-mgration, who would be added to
t hose unenpl oynent stats.

We know that since 1982 -- again this is your information -- that the youth
| abour force has dropped by 20,000 young people; 20,000 fewer young people
in the | abour force today than there were in 1982.

We know, M. Mnister, that in 1987, 1988, 1989 we set new records in the
provi nce for personal and business bankruptcies, small business
bankruptcies. W know that in 1989 and since you' ve beconme mnister --
1990 | nean, 1990 -- the trend is even up 27 per cent over 1989, which was
a record | evel of business bankruptcies.

And you are the mnister. And | will be interested in what kind of advice
you gave to the Mnister of Labour and Enpl oynment and the Finance m nister
regardi ng support to small business, because there was no evidence of that
in the throne speech or the budget.

In terns of the performance of the Saskat chewan econony, we now have got
t he hi ghest per capita debt in all of Canada. And the interest charges
al one, as you will know, on that debt represent the third | argest
expenditure in the recent budget that you people brought down.

We know t hat we now have the highest tax rate, famly tax rate. Tal k about
putting pressure on famlies. W have the highest famly tax rate in al

of Canada, M. Mnister -- 1,500 new taxes per famly, an average famly of
four, since you canme to power; 1,500 a year, that's per year, and | won't
go through the litany of taxes. But that's roughly the econom c picture as
vi ewed by public records and as viewed by the vast majority of Saskatchewan
peopl e.

And one has to ask, M. Mnister, why the Saskatchewan econony in the 1980s
has perfornmed at such a terrible level. And | want to say that, right off
the bat, 1'mgoing to acknow edge that we've had a drought; 1'mgoing to
acknow edge that we've had |ow grain prices; and |I'm going to acknow edge,
the Mnister of Health, 1'm going to acknow edge that there's been

i nternational subsidy wars. |'mgoing to acknow edge that, and |I' m not

m ni m zing the inpact of those.

But I1'malso going to say that you people, you people have dismantled the
m xed econony in the province. You people have done that. You people have
privatized whether or not it's nade econom c sense -- which it hasn't done
on al nost every case. You have essentially given away our assets. You
have given away future assets that would affect the ability of this
province to recover fromthe financial ness, fromthe 12, 13, $14 billion
debt that we're sitting in. You people have given away those assets.

You peopl e dismantl ed the departnent of co-ops. It's you people that won't
fund the centre on co-op studies at the university. It's you that haven't
recogni zed that in the m xed econony that co-ops have been an inportant
sector in that three-engine approach to . . . which has been very



successful over the years in Saskatchewan. And since you canme to power in
1982, in terns of the overall economc pie, the co-op sector has |lost 7 per
cent of that econom c pie.

And that isn't surprising because basically one of the first things you did
is you phased out the departnment of co-ops and served a pretty strong
signal that the co-op sector didn't fit into your plans. You people
supported deregul ation. You peopl e have supported erosion of the wheat
board, and you peopl e have supported the free trade agreenent, talking
about this great market that we were going to have and all these jobs that
were going to be created. And in fact nany, many jobs have been | ost since
t hat agreenent, M. Mnister.

(1645)

And you people are the ones that have been involved in these high risk,
putting up all the noney, high risk negaprojects, as we found out today in
guestion period -- putting up all that noney which has not been paid,
putting up all those . . . giving away all those assets in Wyerhaeuser
when they're not even paying. They're not even paying us any divi dends
fromthe profits they make -- 300-and-sonme million dollar profits and
couldn't even pay $10 million in dividends. You people are the ones that
struck that deal, M. Mnister.

And what you've done by doing all of these, nmaking all of these decisions,
M. Mnister . . . | know you don't like to hear this and you're getting
inpatient, but sit and |listen because I"'mgoing to talk until I"mready to
sit down. What you have done is that you have put Saskat chewan young
peopl e, Saskatchewan farmfam|lies, Saskatchewan famlies and seniors in a
very vul nerabl e econom c position. That's the situation that you've put
this province in.

M. Mnister, in this area the Saskatchewan public is very forgiving, M.
Speaker, but this is the area -- the way you have handl ed the econony -- is
the area in which the Saskatchewan public is the nost concerned about you.

In sum M. Mnister, you people have m snanaged the econony of the

provi nce whi ch has caused i ncredi bl e unenpl oynent and incredible poverty.
Well | hope you' re not denying that we' ve got incredible unenploynment in
the province. W've got incredible poverty, we've got business
bankruptcies, and we've got record out-mgration. Now surely you recognize
that that's a major problemin the econom c systens. | know you bl ame poor
people but 1'"mgoing to cone to that |ater.

Now t here are many exanpl es of other areas where you have m smanaged the
econony, and I will only nention one, but there are many exanples. You
people, since 1982 . . . Qur oil revenues alone have |ost sone $2.4 billion
-- noney that used to cone to the treasury of the province, noney that
could be used for health care and education, noney that could be used for
taxes so you wouldn't have to tax ordinary famlies and place nore stress
on them That's the single nost inportant thing you ve done to devastate
famlies in Saskatchewan is the way that you have m snmanaged the econony.



Now | would say, M. Mnister, that as Famly mnister, if you are not
advising the Mnister of Finance and the Mnister of Human Resources and
Labour and Econom c Diversification, or whatever his reorganized title is,
on how to turn that situation around, then you'll be m ssing the
opportunity that you have as Fam |y m ni ster because you can see the inpact
of these failed economc policies on famli es.

Now t here are ot her neasures, M. Mnister, that have been placing

i ncreasi ng economc stress on famlies and | would |like to talk for a

m nute about the farmcrisis. Again, as | acknow edged before, we've had a
drought and we've had | ow prices.

However that has not been the only answer, M. Mnister. |In eight years,

ei ght years of this government with a Prem er being the Agriculture

m nister for many of those years, and five years with your PC buddies in
Otawa, the PC Prine M nister, you people have brought in no policies to
support farmfamlies. You' ve brought in no policies to deal with

| ong-termincone stabilization prograns. You nmake comm tnents that you
weren't able to keep, like the $500 mllion that was supposedly comi ng from
t he throne speech, that we never got.

You've not dealt with farmdebt. You have not dealt with [ and transfers.
You have not dealt with policies that would allow for |and transfers
despite promses in 1985 to do all those things. Wth a Premer of the
provi nce being Agriculture mnister, you ve not dealt with any of those.
Al'l you' ve had is ad hoc prograns year after year after year while farners
wait and go into debt further. And all you gave themin the budget was
nore debt. And so you have not dealt with the agricultural situation

The Premer's 1978 or '79 article where he supported | arge corporate farns,
basically is what has happened. Being the Agriculture mnister he has been
able to make sure that by design that that has happened as we've |ost a

t housand farmfamlies per year since 1982. So as the Prem er, going back
to his 1978 or '79 article where he pronoted |arger farnms, he's been able
to ensure that that's happened.

Now as a result we've got nore farmstress. W' ve got |egal actions

agai nst farmers, foreclosure actions against farnmers initiated by both the
federal and provincial governments. They're the biggest culprits in terns
of the foreclosures on farns and putting stress on farners. W've got
young people leaving the farm They're actually |eaving the province. And
in fact what has happened is that the policies of this admnistration have
accel erated the depopul ation fromrural Saskatchewan. The overal
consequences being a devastation on the famly farm the unit in the famly
farm-- devastation econom cally, psychologically, and socially. And as a
matter of fact, there hasn't even been a recognition of that in terns of
sonme of the support groups who can't get help fromthe governnent to
support farmfamlies.

The third thing 1'd like to talk a little bit about in terns of the stress
that the policies of this adm nistration have put on famlies, has been the
restricted and i nadequate i ncome support prograns for famlies generally.
Now Saskat chewan has a proud history of supporting her famlies; we've got



a proud history of providing income supports. And during tough tines
particul arly throughout our history, we have cone to the aid of famlies
who needed that kind of support.

VWhat we' ve seen by your administration, during the tough tinmes when
famlies need nore supports, that's when you' ve cut the supports to
famlies. And | won't go through all of the Iist of all of the cuts that
were made to fam |y support agencies in 1987-88, '88-89 year, but basically
since this adm nistration came to power, the purchasing power of people on
i ncone assi stance, financial assistance has dropped sone 35 per cent.

You've frozen the famly income plan for three years in a row. And | know
there's a $10 increase per child this year, which | appreciate. But
there's been a three-year freeze despite the fact that the inflation rate
and the cost of living has substantially gone up.

You people cut the native court worker program phased that out, despite
the fact that our northern jails are filled with a disproportionate nunber
of native people. Qur Pinegrove jail is filled with alnost 100 per cent
wonen. You people cut out the native court worker program

Now we have got the highest . . . for a while we had the second hi ghest
rate of famly poverty. Now | understand we've got the highest rate of
famly poverty. And | nmention this, M. Mnister, because when you becane
the Mnister of the Fam|ly we had the second hi ghest poverty rate. Now
we' ve got the highest rate of famly poverty.

And so it's clear where you say back in one of your articles here, that

"Il talk a little bit about l|ater, that you' re going to have significant
influence in cabinet. That's what you said when you got your appoi ntnent.
And it's clear that we have slipped to the situation where we have a higher
rate of famlies living in poverty in Saskatchewan than any other province.
And | would say with respect, M. Mnister, that that has to reflect on you
and how you' ve carried out your responsibilities as Fam |y mnister.

We've got 64,000 children living officially below the poverty line in this
provi nce. That hasn't inproved since you becanme the mnister. Seventy per
cent of all working nothers in Saskatchewan |ive bel ow the poverty |ine.
The national average is only 56 per cent. So again, we're well worse than
t he national average, M. Mnister. W've got 42,600 famlies in

Saskat chewan who live in poverty, officially |live bel ow poverty. Again,

t hat has not changed in the seven or eight nonths since you ve been a

m ni ster.

M. Mnister, regarding food banks. The mnister who chatters from Wyburn
m ght be interested to know that in 1982 we did not have a food bank in the
provi nce. Today we have 12 food banks in the province, M. Mnister. And
| m ght say again, that since you have becone m nister there have been two
nore food banks -- two nore food banks. Carlyle, the new food bank in
Carlyle has started up since you' ve becone mnister; a new food bank in

Mel fort since you' ve becone mnister.

Let's take a | ook at the food bank stats for a mnute here. For exanple .



M. Chairman, could |I have the floor please?

M. Chairman: -- If we could . . . there's only a fewmnutes left, if we
could just continue, | think things will run a whole | ot snoother.
M. Pringle: -- Thank you very nuch. | appreciate having the floor. M.

M nister, the food bank stats. Now | know the M nister of Finance doesn't
want to hear this because this reflects on his |l ack of |eadership as the
M ni ster of Finance in bringing dow that budget that did not alleviate
this poverty, M. Chairman.

The food bank stats in Saskatoon, my honme town -- in 1989, 28,000 people
were fed fromthe food bank. Now this is based on a CBC program of :
the director at the food bank from May 24, on CBC radi o, and she says that
t hese people are pensioners. Now you told me . . . you've said in this
House, M. Mnister, that pensioners have never been better off than they
are today. But the director of the food bank in Saskatoon is saying that
the bul k of the people comng in for food are pensioners, single parent
not hers, and teenagers. That's what she's quoted as saying and |'m sure
you have access to that story.

But she al so says that people are comng in devastated at having to ask for
food. She went on to say that 2,900 famlies per nonth are being fed by

t he Saskatoon food bank. That 50 new famlies . . . oh, the mnister from
Yorkton wants to know where's she getting the figures from Fifty new
famlies per day are additional famlies going in to use the food bank.

And she says that these people are in desperate straits and they're |iving
in poverty. So what's happening, M. Mnister, again since you have becone
the Famly mnister, the trend is going up, not down, which says sonething
to me about your inpact on your coll eagues and your ability to hel p deal
with the poverty situation

The food bank stats for Prince Albert, again the trend is going up. 1986
-- | know this is painful for the governnment -- but 1986 in Prince Al bert,
8, 200 people had to use the food bank; 1987, 11,000; 1988, 12,000; and
1989, 14,000. The trend is going up. |It's getting worse. The poverty in
Prince Al bert is getting worse.

Regi na food bank stats. | won't review the details of the Regina food bank
stats, but | can tell you, from 1986, '87, '88, '89 is the very sane, the
stats are the sane as they are in Prince Al bert and Saskatoon. The nunber
of children using food banks, the nunber of famlies using food banks is
continuing to increase -- doubling -- doubling in Regina since 1986.

During this termof your governnent, the nunber of people using foods banks
i n Regi na has doubl ed.

So, M. Mnister, you' re losing ground on the fight for poverty. You're
going in the wong direction -- $740,000 to fight poverty. So you're not
dealing with the situation. There's no question about that.

Now, as | said, prior to 1983 there were no food banks. Now there are 12,
W th new ones openi ng every day.



Education. What's happening in education? Now we on this side of the
House vi ew education as an investnent in our students and our young peopl e.
I n education, again this province has had a proud tradition. W' ve got
universities that are known across the nation and internationally in terns
of their research and the quality. Years of underfunding by this
government have resulted in an education systemwhere in this |ast budget
we' ve spent the | owest per capita of any province on education. This is
froma government that says it's commtted to education. W' ve spent the

| onest percentage of our budget on education of any province in Canada --
of any province in Canada.

We have quotas for the first tinme under your admnistration. W' ve got
shifting cost to nmunicipalities. W've had cuts to special education
progranms, M. Mnister, and we've got a 50 per cent increase in high school

drop-out rates since 1982 -- a 50 per cent increase . . . (inaudible
interjection) . . . That is true; that is a 50 per cent increase.
(1700)

The technical schools, again, M. Mnister, we've got waiting lists.

You're the people that fired the instructors back in 1986-87. You're the
peopl e that don't allow people at Kel sey, who were in apprenticeship
prograns because of the economic situation we're into, to gain a placenent
so that they can go back to school after their experience. They don't have
t hat opportunity.

As we saw today, you're too busy spending noney on office refurnishing and
renodel | i ng and executive salaries and travel to provide . . . and then you
cut back on the instructors and you cut back in the spaces, M. Mnister.
That's what you're doing in the technical school program So there are
many .

M. Chairman: -- Order, please. It being past 5 o' clock, we'll rise and
report progress.

The comm ttee reported progress.

The Assenbly adjourned at 5:02 p. m



