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The House met at 10:00 a.m.

MR. SPEAKER (Mc¢Nicholas):
Order, please!

Statements by Ministers

MS VERGI: ;
Mr . Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Justice.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MS VERGE:

Mr. Speaker, Maxim Mazumdar, who
died yesterday at the age of
thirty—-six, made an extraordinary
contribution to the artistic life
of Newfoundland and Labrador.

His laegacy includes the
Stephenville Festival, the
Provincial Drama Academy, theatre
in lLhe schools and Thealre

Newfoundland and Labrador, all of
which he founded i 1979 and
inspired and guided din the nine
years since.

Mazumdar's

Under Mr . powertiul

artistic direction and Cheryl
Slagg's Forceful adininistralbive

leadership, the Stephenville
Fesiival has given new dimens-ions
to theatre 1in our Province. Each
Summer Lthe Festival has produced
several plays and shows in a
concentrated period ol crealive

activity. Mr . Mazumdar brought
together at Stephenville for tLhe
festival and the Associated

Provincial Drama Academy artists
at different stages of thedir

development, S Ome seasoned
professionals, euen celebrities

suuch as Gordon Pinsent, the late
John Gilpin and Eric Bentley,
others striving to make a career

L1335 April 29, 1988 Vol XL

in theatre, and still other eager
amaleurs Lhere just For the sheer
love of 1t

Mr . Mazumdar got the most from the
Feslival company arnd together Lhey

gauve audiences brilliant
performancas . My . Maxuindar's own

masterful performances will [y e
treasured in Lhe memories of bthose
of us fortunate enough to have
bheern Lhere,

The Stephenville Festival has
toured 1o olher centres of our
Province and Eastern Canada and Lo
Lhe Edinburgh Fringe Festival.
Following the Summer activities,
seleckt members of the festival
company have mounted theatre in

the schools, assisted yy Line
Department of Education. The

schools tour, featuring material
from +the curriculum, has reached
thousands of students all around
our Province 1in small and disolated
communities, as well as bthe main
centres. Mr. Mazumdar himself was
doing the school's tour ULhis year
and was in Stephenville working on
it jusl Lhree weeks ago when he
became 111.

Theatre Newfoundland and Labrador,
or TN, which Mr. Mazimmdar started
in the Fall of 1979, dis now a
vital force led by Ednund Mchean
as artistic director, M. Mclean
and TNI. maintained A close
association with Mr. Mazumdar and
drew  from his enerygy and l1is
experience. Edmund MclLean 1s one
of many of the artists din  our
Province who was , and w1
continue Lo he, ingpired and
energized by Mr. Mazumdar,

Mr. Mazumdar had an amazing range
of talent, acting, singing,
directing, writing, adjudicating,
teaching and promoting, combined
with an exceptional capacity for
work . He constantly pushed
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resulls, Lha
accomplishments,

himselF and Lhe
output and the
are staggering.

He came Lo our Province {fdirst in
1976 on an international tour of
"Oscar Remembered," a one-man play
he had written and published in
book Form and had premiered al the
Stratford Festival in 1975 at age
21, He returned as the
adjudicator for the Provincial
Drama Festivals in 1978 and 1979.

The 1979 Drama Festival was in
Stephenville and it was there that
he conceived the dimprobable iddea
of a Stephenville Festival. To
quote from a song thal he sang so
powerfully din "Man of tLamancha",
Max Lin Mazumdar's genius lay nol in
dreaming impossible dreams, bhut in
transTating his dreans into
reality and transforming our
worlds .

M. Speaker, r knmow  all hon.
members will want to have Your
Honour sond messages of sympalhy
on behalf of all of us to Mr.
Mazumdar's brolthaer, Max Mazumdar
in Montreal, and to Cheryl Stagg
of the Stephenville Festival and
Edmurnd McLean of TNL. Me Stagyg
and Mr . MclLean were with Mr .
Mazumdar 1in hospital during the
past week.

In addition, Mr. Speaker, all of
us must resolve to give stronger
support to the arts in our

Province so that Maxim Mazumdar's
legacy 1s preserved and cultivated,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. K. AYLWARD:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKIER;:
The hon, the
Stephenuille.

membear fFor
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MR. K. AYLWARD:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to thank the Minister

of Jusltice ardd Lhe Attorney
Ganeral (Ms Verge) on Mer

statement on Mr . Ma zumdar .,
Obviously this statement
recognizes the abilities and

contribution of a fine gentleman
in the arts in  this Province,

specifically the Stephenville
Festival. As Lthe representative

for Stephenville I have watched
the gentleman for years contribute
a great deal and put Stephenville
on the map nationally +in the arts
community. He has been an
ambassador and promoter of arts
for the Province.

The outline here of some of his
accomplishmants tells all of us 1in
this House the magnificent
conbribution he macle . He
certainly had a lot of energy and
was always pushing the arts, not
only within the Province anc
within  the adult population, but
as it points out here, 1in the
school systems, working with bhe
Department of Education.

It is a sad day for the people of

Stephenville and  dndeed of the
Province, He made & bhig
contribution in marny Ways .
Hopefully the Stephenville
Festival wi 1l continue in his

memory .

It dis our Tenth Anniversary this

Suimne would lhope that Lhis

“0
TRATTIIS b

would be a tribute to him and we
will see many years, in the
future, for the festival and
indeed bthe other festivals that he
has created. He has left a
laegacy . We look forward Lo Uthe
Future because of his past energy,

=

Thank you, Mr. Speaker,
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FENWICK:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the membher fFor Menihek.

MR. FENWTLCK:

M. Speaker, it is often
surpirising o see the influence a
single individual has. T think we
can alblribule Ihe Stephenville
Festival and the Drama Academy in
Stephenville to Maximm Mazumdar.

In terms of an -influence on my own
family, his dnfluence has been
greal., Bolth my oldeslt daughter
and my oldest son are graduates of
the Stephenuville Dramna Festival,
indeed, I think the experience
there will shape their lives for
the future. My son this weekend
18 in the high school drama
festival 1in Marystown and he has
heen a participant din it for a
number of years. It 4ds a direct
result of the training he received
at that fine Academy.

Indeed, this Fall he "intends Lo go
the Fine Arts School 1in Corner
Brook and take drama there, S50
there d1is an dinfluence exerted we

Lerd o discount . In Max iin
Mazumdar's case, 1t 1s a direct
rasult ol his activities Fheadl

career paths are opening up for at
Taeast two of my childiraen,

T would Iike to suggest that the
minister, tn her very fine tribule
to Maxim Mazumdar, at the end of
it said that we should Adncrease
our support For the arts, There
is a privakte member's resolulion
From my colleague 1in St. John's
Fast (Mr. long) EFhat will be up
For debate in about three weeks
time which discusses that whole
area of supporting our artistic
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cammunity in this Province. Maybe
by passing that resolution we will
he able to move somewhere 1in Lhe
dirgction of dmproving our support
for il.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, 1 would like
Lo end on a uvery personal note. I

have seen a number of bhe
Slhephenuille VFesbival performances

and they are of a world class
nalure.

One paerformance in  parbicular of
Maxim Mazumdar's, in a play called
"Torch Song Trilogy," a bthree~hour
play that was staged two years
ago, was by far the moslk moving
theatrical experience that I have
ever seen. T will conkinue Lo
remember his very fine performance
in thab production.

Quite frankly, those productions

like that are a tremendous
tribute, not only to Stephenville,
not only to the Province's

artistic community, but to a man
who made a big difference 1in our
Province's artistic life.

Hopefully, we will be able Lo
carry on in the fuiture and end up
with the artistic community, not
only as an example of what we are
as a people, but as a main way of
gaining employment in Lhe artistic
comnunity, an area that 1s very
of ten overlookaed.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr . Speaker,

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Mr . Speaker, I want to associate
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myself with the comments and words
of  the Minister of Jusitice, the

member For Humber East (Ms
Verge) . T had occasion, as. T

giuess a lot of people in this
House have had occasicon, Lo know
personally Mr. Mazumdar, We had
Tong chats in my offdice and at
other places over the last number
of  years since he came Lo our
Province.

I was shocked and startled
yesterday when Lthe Minister called
my office +to dinform me of his
passing. He has had - an
uribelievably strong effect upon
the arts community and theatre -in
our Province.

T think one of the most dimportant
things he did - and Uthe |eader of
the New Democratic Party is right,
we have to try to do aeuan more
than we are doing now for the arts
of our Province, Lhe establishment
of the Arts Council years ago
tried Lo address some of that, hut
still wmore needs to he done - but
what  Maxim did T hat A lTot:  of
others in the arts conmunity have
not. heen successful +in doing is Lo
attract the community at large to
become as exciled aboul the arts,
and in particular, about the
theatre, That is what happened -in
Stephenville. He Jjust did not
attract his own kind, those who
were dedicated, and a part of or
interested in theatre, It was the

corporate comnunity of
Stephenville and just about

eueryhody of whatever walk of
life. He made bthe arts come alive
and to convince people that the
arts were just as much a part of a
community as 1is a building, as is
water and sewer, Aas is a fire
station, as anylthing else is. It
is all a part of our Jlives, T
Lhink for that we owe Mr. Mazumdar
an awful lot in this Province.
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Very, very oflten, as we get in our
own Tittle worlds, Lhe artists, us
in politics, somebody else in
brsiness, somebaody else in
whatever, we tend to just travel
down  Lhalt artislic road, or that
political road, or that business
road nol seeing Lhe other.

What Maxim was able Lo do was to
take the theatre out to the people
and to persuade people to
contribute to the theatre and to
be a part of 1it, to actually
visit. One of the things that
amazed me at one of the first
festivals in Stephenville was the
feeling in that whole Stephenville
area about the festival.
Fuerybody went and saw him perform
$0 brilliantly and Saw others
around him do the same because it
was contagious, and they bhecame a
part.  of Ll energy  and Lhat
theatre that Maxim so dearly loved.

I think 1t dis very fitting, the
tribole That the minister has made
this morning to him, and to ensure
Fhal we conuey From this House Lo
all of his relatives and friends
our condolences

Jor have lost a wvery dmporbtant
person in the life of our
Province, and that +His the way to
say it, not in the artistic life,
in the life of our Province. ’

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, SPEAKER:

At this stage, I would like to
welcome to the gallery Mr. Joe
Price, the member of Parliament
for Burin - St. George's.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

I would also like to welcome Mayonr
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Max Tayler, St. Jacques, Coomb's
Cove; Depubky Mayor, Stuarkt May,
Belleorum; and  Mr. Cyril Brown
Fiom Fortune Bay North Shore
Development Association,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKFR:

T am very glad that there are so
many students in the gallery today
and T would like to welcome forty
Grade [ X students (F1rom Holy
Raedeamer School dAn Spaniard's fay
with their teachers, John Drover
and Malcolm Smith.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

T would also like to welcome
thirty-five Grade UTT students
from Mount Pearl Juniaor High
School wi th Lheir teacher, Jed
Butt.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

T would like to welcome thirty
Grade IX students from SL. Peter's
Elementary, Mount Pearl, with
their teacher, Judy Moakler.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

Oral Questions

MR. WELLS:
M. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hown . Lhe
Oppositian,

lLeader of Lhe

MR. WELLS:

My Speaker, yesterday in the
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House, concerning the matter of
Lhe alleged job negotiations wikh
Canadian Helicopters, I accepted
the ASSUPANTES given by Lhe
Premier on the basis that he has
given Lhose assurances, and T had
no basis, as I frankly said, for
doubting them, although T wondered
at Mr. Dobbin's statements. Since
that time there have been furbther
allegations and statements fFrom
M. Dobbin. In particular, [
listened to an interview this
norning on  CBC radio  and  you
have ko aclnowledge fhat Mr .
Dobbin 1s acknowledged to bhe a
repntablae cilizen af Fhis
Province. He ds the head of &
mayar corporale aenlily in this
Prouvuince.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

I would ask the hon. Leader of the
Opposiktion if he would pose a
gquestion.

I musk lay a reasdnable groundwork
For the question. This is bhe
first question, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SIMMS:
Mr. Speaker, on a point of order.

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. Lthe
Prasident of the Council.

MR. STMMS:

The hon. the Leadar of Lhe
Opposition has  been absenit  from
{he House for twenty years. Maybe
things  waere  run  differently in
those days, but these days when
the Speaker directs  a member to
ask a question, he does not get up
ard  arqgue  back wikh  the Speaker.
He gets up and puts the question.
[ suggesl Your Honour should
ensure that that happens.
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MR. WELLS: '
T expecl, Mpr Speakar, I he  same
courtesy as other members, 1F T
may address hal poinl of ordeor.

MR. SPEAKER:
To that point of order, the hon,
Lhe lLeader of the Opposiltion

MR. WELLS:
T expect from the Speaker and the
membhers of this House the same

courtesy extended to other
members, Lo lay a reasonable
foundation for the question bheing
posed. I ask nothing more than

that, Mr. Speaker,

MR, SPEAKER:

To thalt point of order, the point
is well taken. The first
gquestion, particularly, T would
SAay, from the Leadar of the
Opposition, certainly would give
him quite a bit of leeway, but I
do Lhink thal na WA S
overemphasizing the introduction
Lo his question. I allowed him Lo
continue for some time, bhut I
think he was overdoing it So 0
would now  ask him to pose his
guestion.

The hon. e Laader ol Lihe

Opposition,

MR. WELLS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

Tn view of the further statements
on the public news media this

morning by that person, Mr .
Nobbin, who said that there had
heen, i fact, three or four

meetings in the Premier's dining
room and Mr. Dobbin's dining room
and that a deal was concluded and
terms worked out two months before
the news story on November 8, does
the Premier still say that Mr.
Dobbin's stalements and
allegations are totally untrue?
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MR. SPEAKER:
The hon  Lhe Premioer.

PREMTER PECKFORD:

Yes . M. Speaker, T am honestly

dumbiFenndead T am  startled and
dumbfounded by the statements that
Mr . Dobldin has mada. Fhat s the
only way I can put 1t I am
dumbfounded by the dates. T an

dumbfounded by, if I remember
correckly the story this morning,
a corporate loan as well for a
transition period, this kind of
thing. It 1is the first time I
have heard it. T am dumnbfounded
by the dates. I honestly do not
understand. As I hhave frankly
told the House and said outside,
Lhe gentleman offered me a job.
The offer was somewhere around
$150,000 a year fFor Flue years.
That i1s as I understood 1t at the
Eime, and that was all. He talked
about different subsidiaries af

his COmpany and differant
positions like President o

Vice -President: and so on. As far
as dates, as far as corporate
Joans and 11 Fhat, TFhat 1¢ brand
new to me, I just do not know why
he gantTaman L say ing Lhose
things, bhecause they are news Lo
me, lLhoey are brand-new information
to me.

May T, while T am on ny feet, just
answer, so I do not take up the
Uimne of the House  later, the
question vyesterday hy the Leader

of the OQpposition - T amn sure he
will not mind, it will only take a

coupla of saconds - on the
question of conflict of dnterest,
baecausa I think Lhis is vaery
important, on the business of the
money from Lhe two governments to
his firm for the establishment of
the helicopter stmulator, The
proposal was submitted to Lhe
govarnmeant on May 27, 1986 and

then it was reviewed hy the
govaermnmentk in December, 19286
No. 26 R1340



because ik was bhack wand forth.
The first proposals weare not
proposals that we could accept. I
will have a copy of this for
everybody. It was reviewed by the
government on December 9, 1986,
December 16, 1986; February 19,
1987; and it was approved by the
government on February 26, 1987,
So that was long before Mr, Dobbin

evuer offered me a job, Tk wAas
approved by the government on
February 26, 1987. Tt Was
submitted to the federal

govermnent: on May 2, 1987, il was
approved by the federal government
on April 23, 1987, and Ihe offar
was made to the company on May 8,
1987, and  Lhey slil] have  not
concluded the deal. They still
have not  accepled the offer so
that 1s where that part of it is,
bt o lhe original quaestion Lhak
the |Leader of the Oppostion asked,
[ can only say i1 is as much news
ko me as it is to him,

MR. WEILILS:
M. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Leader of the
Opposition,
MR. WEILILS:
T appreciate the Premier's

ASSUranceas . Mr. Speaker, T bhave
to ask the Premier if, 1in the
Tight of what he has told us in
the House today - and I must
frankly state T have no basis
other than Mr. Dobbin's statements
and the news media For questioning
— but in the face of that, and in
Lhe face of the exlbromely serious
allegations made by a reputable
businessman +in this Province who
i the leader of a major
corporation amploying A
sigrnificant number of people in
this Prouvince, wonltd 1he Pramicer
agree, if . the Opposition would
moue Lhe molion, o bhring Mr.
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Dobbin before Lhe Bar of Lhe House

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Oh, ohl

MR, WELLS:

= to  justify these serious
allegations, for Uthe purpose, Mr.

Speaker, of protecting the
reputation not only of [Lhe

individual who holds the office,
but _of the Office of Premier of
this Province, and protecting the
rapitbation of Lhisg House of
Assembly and the government, the
whole govarnmaent process, From
such allegations? Would the
government agiree Lo such a wmotion
if the Opposition will move it?

let us bring you Lo the Bar of lhe
House with your conflict with
Rowater and Kruger, [hat would be
a nice thing to bring to the Rar
of the House.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

T there was any conflicl of
interest here, or anything like
that, which I have demnonstrated
there was not, I would be only too
happy to do dit, hut in  these

" circumstances I think it would be

silly, Ffoolish. I, in fact, T
have used my office as Premier in
some  way, Fo assist Mr. Doblyin
because he was offering me a job,
and therefore T was in a conflict

of interest situation, then I
hink Fhadt: waon Tl Iy a vary
legitimate request. As 1t ds, I
fhink il s just  silly, just

foolish.

MR. WELLS:
Mr Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
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Oorder, please!

A final supplementary, the hon.
the lLeader of Lhe Opposilion

MR, WELLS:

My Spaeakaer, Mr Dobhin also said

on & nuimher of occasions Lhe
Premier ol this Proudnce ig
Tying. That isg a serious

allegation againgl [ e office,
against the person dndividually,
and againsl the governmnenl of bLhis
Province, That is a serious thing
and that is what I am talking
about

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please! Order, please!

MR. WELLS:
Would the goverrment reconsider -

SOMF. HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. PATTERSON:
Rring  dn Ehe Fellous who  are
paying your salary. You nead bthe
unanimous consent of the House to
bring anyone bhefFore bthe Rar.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!l

T would ask hon. members on my
Telft +if they would plerse exteand
the courtesy of hearing the
members on o omy right, as Lhat
courtesy 1s extended to the left
on most occasions.

SOME_HON., MEMBERS!:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the

eader of the
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Opposition,

MR, WELLS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mir, Speaker, din view of the facth
that this wan has made allegations
that the Premier of this Province
is  Tying, would Lhe Premier and
the government reconsider Lhe
proposal and bring the wman hefore
the BRar of the House, to bring
whatguer euidance he hes Lo
support his position, so that the
House itself can judge whether or
not it and the government and
people of this Prouvince have been
insulted?

PREMIER PECKFQORD:
Mr . Speakar.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr . Speaker, Fhere PG no
privileges of Lhe House beding
broken hero. I mean, from time Lo

time we hear where a wmember from
aibhar side of Lhe House goes Lo
this district or that district and
is  supposed lo have promised this
or that, somebody comes on  the
radiao and SAays Lhel membar
So-and-So said this and I was
going to do Ihis, and Lhe member
comes on and says they are not. I
mean, your know, Lhat is  part of
the political game, if you will.
I Ehink it is extremealy

unfortunate, very, very
unfortunate in this particular

case, what M™Mr. Dobbin has said
Ehat  we supposedly agreed, to
which I just cannot agree with.
Like T salid, bthe +information is
brand new to me. But to bring him
before the Bar of Lthe House I
think d1s just not called fFfor.
There are so many dincidents that
occur bhetween membhers of the House
and people outside Lhe House, in
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the public at Tlaryge, where there

ls & disagreement, Where would
Lhis stop? T think we would he

setting a very dangerous precedent
for the future.

Now if fact, though, as I said
earlier, there was, and 1t could
be demonstrated that there was
some conflict of dinterest here by
me, +then that would be a different
situation altogether. But as
there 1is not, then I do not think
it is warranted to have the man
brought before the Bar. T think
the Leader of the Opposition is
trying to do very nicely somelhing
which has a Jot of political
motivation ko 1.

SOME_HON. MEMHBNRS:
He is good at that.

SOME HON., MEMBERG:
Hear, hear!

MR. WFEI1.5:
MIr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKLER:
The hon . the
Opposition,

Leadar of Lhe

Thank you, Mr., Speaker,

Mr. Speaker, the question 1is not
whether or not Lhe Premier has
been in conflict of interest.
That can be dealt with by other
MEe&ans . The question, and this is
what I asked khe government, and
the Premier in particular to
consider, is when a person outside
this House, a reputable
businessman in this Province, has
called the Premier of this
Provinece a Tiar, thalt afFects |he
whole of the reputation of the
peoplae o |he Prouvipnce. T4 was
mace in respect of statements made
in lhis House. I have already
sadd T accept the Premier's
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position on it In uview of khat,
Mr. Speaker, and din view of the
S LOUSNes s ofF i; 8 ko Lhe
reputation of the government of
Lhis Province and the Province as
a whole, would the Premier deal
with it by calling the man before
the Bar of the House? It  has
nothing to do with whether or not
a conflict exists.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMTIER PECKFORD:

No. Mr. Speaker, I will deal with
it dn omy own way, bubt noll here fn
the House.

MR. EFFORD:
Mr . Spaaker,

MR, SPEAKER:
e hon.  The wmember For Port  de
Grave.

MR. EFFORD:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

My, Spaaker, ny question i
directed to the hon. the Minister
of Health (Dr. Collins). [t has

to do with the report released on
April 17 in one of the local
newspapers concerning the eight
individuals infected with AIDS at
Memorial University. In light of
the statement made by Dr. Russaell
Harper saying that these numbers
were only the +tip of Lhe “iceberg,
I would ask the Minister of Health
very clearly can he contimrn hhat
this is actually the | number
infected with this virus, or is
Dr. Harper correct when he says
that . Lhis 1s only Lhe tip of Lhe
iceheryg and there may even be more
Ihan the pnumbers reported in this
paper?

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon  the Minister of Health.
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DR. COLLINS:
No. Mr, 8peaker, I cannot confirnm
those figures. T saw the

newspaper  taem, T owas surprisad
by the figures in 1t. We made
enquiries aboid than. The
physician who was supposed to have
hean quotead himaa axpraossaed

surprise at the newspaper account,
and he could nol sopply ns wilh
any dinformation as to where those
iguires wighl have comne Mreom. S0
T cannot confirm the figures, and
we have nolt bean able to coni irm
the figures by making an approach
Lo the genbtleman who s supposed
to have supplied the figures to
the newspaper reportar.

MR. EFFORD:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A supplementary, the hon. the
member for Port de Grave.

MR. EFFORD:

Mr . Speaker, this dis Jjust not
something which anybody din this
Province, any member of governmaent
or any c¢itizen of this Province,
can take so lightly as just fto say
that we cannat contirm il
Obviously if Dr. Lesley Harris and
Dr. Harper and khe Student Conmeil
and all the people dnvolved in
Lheis particular campaign have
agreed and made this statement,
sirely goodness the Minisbker of
Health and his department can at
Teast confirm dit, or gelt somebody
in the Department of Justice to
act if the statements are alleged
to be false, because this is a
very serious sibtuation.

T ask tLhe winister: Wil11l  his
department not instruct the proper
officials to nvestigate this and
to tell the people of the Province
if this is either false or true
information?
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MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Health.

DR. COILILTNS:
M. Speaker, T will volunteer to

syringe oul the hon. member's ears
if  he wishes. I have already

answered bthat queslbion. You asked
me would I confirm it I said no,
I cannob  confirm il And then T

went on to say that we went back
o the source and Lhey could not
confirm it Now the horn. member
wants  me o do that . T have
already said that we have already
done 1.

There +is a hearing aide in Lhe
thing there. I wish you would
Tisten to the answers bhat I give
to your questions.

MR. EFFORD:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A final supplementary.

MR, EFFORD:

It is quite obvious, Mr. Speaker,
LRt the Minister of Health makes
light of everything, makes a joke
of evaerylhing. This is not
something that we can joke aboutb.
Mere s nobthing wrong with ny
hearing but there is something
wrong  wilh Ahe effeckiveness of
Lhe minister doing his Jjob as
Ministaer of Heallh, thalk is one
Lhing that we can be assured of.

I would ask the minister, 1n my
Minal supplementary,. given Fhe
fact that Dr. Leslie Harris has
said publicly that bthe programne
initiated by the Department of
Health has  been ineffective in
initiating education on AIDS din
Lhis Province, will bthe minister
agree wi Eh that? Will he
Lplement a Pragraime me i e
effective than the one that he had
in  Fhe past, and  nob  only at
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Mammorial University but  al  evaery
government institution province

wide, all residencas where
students  or any droups 1in  khis
Province res ide I-o at band

institutions established by the
government of this Province? Will
he at least step up the programme,
especially when we see bLhe numbers
of students in the galleries
today, Lo protect all students -in
the Province, because this affects
every citizen 1in  this Province?
Let us not joke about it, let wus
do something about it.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Heallh,.

DR. COLI.INSG:
M. Speaker, T think the very Ffact

i hal he memker menlionaed I e
galleries today gives some

moktivalkion For his gquestion

MR. STMMS:

Exactly
DR, COI.I.TNG:
T have had discussions with Dr.

Harris ak the Universilty on @
range of things.

MR. SIMMS:
He did not know that.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

DR. COLILINS:

L[s the hon. menber going ko Tislken
ko this answer now, because
otherwise he will be asking the
question all over again?

I have had discussions wibth Dr
Haeris over a range of matiers
He has Fleuer volunl aarecd b o
discuss with me the ATDS education
programme  al the Unpiversily, ol
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if the hon. member Tikes T owill go
hack and ask D, Harris to
specil™cally say dAhvis Lo me. He
has already had opportunities, as
[ say, becanse we have discussed
other matters, but he did not
bring it up so T presune that the
reason why he did not bring it up
s he did not feel Lthat 1t was
necessary or appropriate ar
contributory bto bring it up. Rut
if the hon. member would me like
o go  back and ask Dr.  Harrils
specifically would he comment to
me, I have no problem with that.

I should point out that l1ike most
other provinces we have put out
information on the AIDS question,
NTe) have also indicakad if  any
groups wish further information we

would be only loo pleased o
supply that. We have a packet of
infomnal ion available For et
purpose. I would Jjust go  on
Furlther Fo Say Lhatl i1 Lhis

Province we have bhean fortunate,
we  have  becen  uvery  Forlbunale in
that the number of positive tests,
which cdors  nol necaessarily  nedan
the disease dtself, have been very
Tow here on & populaltion basis,
and the actual number of cases of
the disease actumlly proven has
also heen extremely Jlow on a
population base in bthis Province.
I think we have heen fortunate
here, but Ehat does not mean to
say that dn the Departmenlt of
Health we are not monitoring Lthe
thing on a daily bhasis, We are
constantly in Louch wi th the
federal government on the matter
and Cin touch with other provinces
so that we can keep up to date on
what ig happeanting Fhroughout
Canada with this particular matter.

MR. FENWTCK:
Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKER:
(e horn. Lhe wenber for Mentihiek.
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MR. FENWICK:
Mr.  Speaker, I have a problem
here. My question is directed Lo

the Premier and 1t has to do with-

he situation that has arisen ouver
the last couple of days with
regard to his credibilily and the
credibility of Craig Dobbin. My
queslion for the Premier s Ihis:
TF we wacceplt his version of Lthe
avaenl, Then whalt we have is The
Sunday Express and The Daily
News “in Halifax, btwo papers ownad
by Harry Steele, wand we have Craig
Dobbin, who is one of the ofher
large industralists in the
Province and a wajor contribobor
to political parties, as we have
SEenN i1 Lhe past, $0 can Lhe
Premier suggest to us what is

going on  therea? Ts  there some
sort of conspiracy here where the
ma jor industralisks in the

Province are trying to cashier
him, trying Lo discredit him and
perhaps support the Liberals at
the same tiine?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, FENWICK:

Recause, Mr. Speaker, we do krnow
Ehat given the hotel receipts from
Fhe Windsor Ruchans byelection
that Harry Steele's hotel paild out
at Teast $2000 toward I hal
camnpaign,

SOME.HON, MEMBFRS:
Tnteresting!

MR. SPFAKER:
Order, please!

MR. FENWICK:
My question to the Premier is: I
there a conspiracy involued?

w

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

I think 1t should he clear that
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Lhis is question time, and in fact
a preamble 1is quite in order and
necessary Lo introduce a question,
but if one gets into the realm of
making a specech 1kt certainly is
not in order at this particular
Ldne .,

Tha hon the Premier,

PREMTER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker, to the questions put
by ILhe leader of lhe Opposition I
answered as honestly, as frankly,
as opaenly, and as Leabhtfally as [
know how. As I will say later on
when T speak 1o Lhe press, T am
very, very concerned about the
situalion. Recause when the story
broke I was informed Uthat there
was A meeting between Mr. Harrils,
Mr, Steele and Mr. Dobbin on the
Thursday or Friday hefore the
Sunday when the story broke in
The Sunday Express. [ was told
by some people in the press that
there was a meeling of those three
people the Friday hefore the
Sunday when the story broke. o I
do not know who 1is up to what. I
do not want to make suggestions or
make allegations against people,
il U can skate {1he facts as [

know them. That dis what I was
told. Naour, wheat s happened
since that time? Obuiously the
craodibility of The Sunday

Express has sufrerad. T WAk
supposed  to not be where T am
today  according o The  Sunday
Express whan |hey hroke the story
earlier. Obhviously I am  here,
which weans thal tThey were wrong
in their predictions. They have,
T guaess, sSOne @gqyg  over their
face. I do not know if that is
the reason why il has resurrected
itself anew at this point dn
Fime . I honeskly do not  know.
All I know 1is that I think that
meet ing did take place between
those three dndividuals and the
story broke only two days after
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thal . For it Lo be renaooed again
1O, T do not know  what the
molivaltion is  on behall of lhose
people. T do not krnow what it is,
bult T do know Uhalt ohuionely T am
here and The Sunday Express said
T would not be.

MR. FENWTCK:
Mr. Speaker, a supplementary.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Menihek, a
supplementary.

MR. FENWICK:

My supplementary, Mr. Speaker, 1is
that what the Premier seems to he
suggesting is Fhalt.  we have a
couple of idndustrialists here who
are pulling bthe strings, or at
Jeast orchestrating the political
guents of Lhis Province. Clearly
that ds an dnappropriate thing to
have happan.

My question lo  the Prowier s
thids One of the reasons they can
gel  away  wilth Ahis is  hecansae
thieir contributions to any
political  party are- secrael,  notl
divulged by any  Jegislation in
Fhis Province and their inlfluence,
therefore, cannot be ascertained,
so will you renew the comaibinent
that you made in 1979, when you
ran for the leadership of the P.C.
Party, to bring in election reform
before the next election so that
we  know who is supporting the
Liberals, we krnow who is
supporting the Tories, and we know
who is supporting us? Because
clearly this kind of dinfluence,
Mr. Speaker, is not appropriate.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKFR:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMTER PECKFORI .
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hat is a really good point, Mr.
Speaker, As T told the Leader of
The NDP O Party  sowe {ime ago, we
are worlking on the act.

MR, FUREY:
Mr o Bpeaker.,

MR. SPEAKER:
e hon. the wember for $SL. Rarbe.

MR. FUREY:
Mr . Speaker, we want to thank the
Premier for tabling the order of

euants with respect Lo the
helicopter simulator and Sealand
Helicopters. T would like Lo ask
would the Premier undertake to
takbhle Lhe Order i Council
approving the provincial
govermnnent guarantee of $8.3
million? Would the Premier

uncderktake o do bhat?

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

T will lake it under aduisemant,
I have no hesitation 1in tabling
whal auer ¢ normal to table as il
relates Lo that whole helicopler

sihimulator thing. So U will gel a
package together and have it
tabhlad. Al T did overnight was

get the people go get the dates on
it, bhut I have no problen.

As you know, b is not a deal yet,
because the company has not agreed
Fo dts side of the bargain, so
nothing has been signed as of this
dakte. But Lhe offer was wmade and
that was as far as we  were
prepared to go way hack then, Rut
I will get as much of the
documentation as ds appropriate Lo
table outlining all of that stuff.

MR. GULLAGE:
M. Speakar.

MR. SPEAKER:
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The hon. the membher for Watertord
- Kenmount.

MR. GULLAGE:

A  question ko the Minister of
Finance (Mr. Windsor) concerning
the unfunded Tiabilily in the
government's pension plans, and I
would Tike *ro read, First of all,
from the notes of +the financial
staktements of bthe Public Accounts
of last year. '"The Province is
currently inues ligating
alternatives for the adequating
funding of current service cosls
and the reduction or the
elimination of actuarial unlfunded
Tiabilities of these plans.' T am

speaking specifically af Lhe
unfunded Tiability. My question
6. Given Lhat the aclbuarial

reports received hy the government
do ot recommend a funding melhod
to reduce the deficiencies in the
various plans, has Lhe
subcommittee of the Pension
Investment Committee yat
recommended an appropriate method
of  funding to ensure Lthat the
Future liabilities of the plans,
future benefits, if you like, are
supported?

MR. WINDSQR:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Finance.

MR. WINDSOR:
Mr . Speaker, it ds a pleasure to

gei A question lhat is o e
pertinent to the dssue than the
Ones I gol yestarday {rom  the

I eader  of Fhe NDP Party (M
Fermick) on  the same gquaestion of
pension Funding. And the answer
is  thalk cindeed we have recceived
actuarial reports and our Pension
Investmenl: Commiktee has studied
them and is malking certain
recommendations to governmment, and
We are considering the whole
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question of how do we meet the
unfunded liability of the pension
funds . Ard that s exactly, &g I
have stated already, what we wish
lo discuss with I he Hnions,
hecause it 1s not our pension
plan, it dis the ewployees pension
plan. We administer it on theldr
hehalt, and we "dinkend to sib down
jointly with them to discuss ways
and  wmeans  of dealing wilh the
difficulties thalt we perceive for
Lhe fulure.

MR. GULLAGE:

A supplementary.

MR. SPEAKER:
N supplementary, the hon. Lhe
member for Waterford - Kenmount.

MR. GULLAGE:

Nid the actnarial fime at the btime
- I am speaking of the actuarial
study thakt was done afler July
1980, when in fact the government
started to fund to fund the plans
— recommend matching contributions
or did the government increase its
share because of 1dte failure in
the pask to advise Lhe unions of
proper Funding required in
negoktiations at: the bargaining
table?

MR. WINDSOR:
Mr. Speakear,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Finance.

MR. WINDSOR:

M Speaker, you  know, we  are
falking  abont  pensions Ferea, e
are not talking about collective

bargaining. Thase are Nl
issues . The collective bargaining
process simply guarantees Lhatk
there shall be a pension fund put
i.n placae. I'he Fering and

conditions of that pension Ffund
are  somekbhing bthat is discussed
jointly with the uwunions on a
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ceparate basis from the collecting
bargaining process. Ancd  That s
as 4t should be, because 1t 15 a
separale issuae.

Fhe  actonary  basically tells  us
what the Financial position of the
pension pltan s now, and will be
in ten years, twenty years, thirty
vears and fifly ycears Ffrom now.
Obviously, then it is up to
government and khe unions joinlly
to decide how to deal with any
deficiencies that are there.
There are many ways of doing it,
and thal is obviously what we have
to sit down and discuss with the
unions over the next number of
weeks, months and years.

MR. GULLAGE :
A final supplementary.

MR. SPEAKER:
A final supplementary,

MR. GULLAGE:

Given Lhat  answer, Mr.  Speakar,
will the governmant no have
another acluarial assassmenl done,
since it s now over three years
since  the Tast acluarial reyiew
waes done, and at the time of Lhe
Taslt actuarial raeview goverminen!
promised that every three years,
in Facl, a firn would he engagad
to do an actuarial review of +{the
pansion plans to avyoid Lhe
problems that could occur as
occurred in the past.

Such an  actuarial review would
give proper actuarial advice on a
current basis towards the unfunded
liability and do a cash flow
analysis as well. Will this be
done before negotiations start
with the unions concerning Etheir
proposed contributions in the
Future?

MR, SPEAKFR:
The hon. the Minister of Finance.
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MR. WINDSOR:

My Spealkaer, e aid indee
indicate that we would he doing
actinarial studies on & continuing
basis and we have been doing
I hal We  recently Feceiuved  an
actuarial study on the teachers'
pension plan  which  we will e
discussing with the NTA very
shortly. Aarnd  all  pension plans
will bhe done every three years in
Ehe Future, as we commibted
government to a number of years
ago .

MR, W, CARTER:

Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon . the
Twillingate,

membher For

MR. W. CARTER:

M Speaker, my quesbion goes Lo
the hon. the Premiear. Last
Octoher, Mr . Speakaer, when  the
Canada-France fishery houndary
digpute  was At dls  height, I he
Premier suggested, at least
indicated publicly thal  he would
he recommending Lo  Otlawa that
Fherae I cerbain economic
sanctions imposed against that

counlbry Al the Fine T believe he
talked about the nuclear submarine
cankract Ul 1% SQON Fo he
awarded, and I helieve he

menlkioned the Airbus contract. il
wonder did the Premier make that
representation, Mr. Speaker? Ifr
he did, what response did he get
back from the Federal government?

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Premier,

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Good question. T thank Lhe hon.,
member for Twillingate for it. We
have, ever since hat  Eime, been
trying to dmpress upon the federal
Jovernment in wr il ing ancl
otherwise, our concern that the
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federal government 1s trying to
solve Lhis lssue, which s really
in our view a national dssue, only
on Lhe backs of the fishermen of
Newfoundland and the fishery of
NewfFoundland .

And we have bheen on to External
Affairs, to our federal
representative in the Cabinel and
others to try and get them to
enlarge it Fo use all of Lhe
Jevers at their disposal 1in trade
and  commerce  bhelween France and
Canada as a means to getting this
Lhing solued, not  juslt  on  the
fishery. We have not heen very
successiul We have nolt been vary
successful .,

They have resisted using levers
olhaer  than  Jnst going with (Mish
quolas and then going on Lo the
boundary . We have nal  been very
cuccessful dn getting the federal
government  to look att this Hdn A&
broader way. We have insisted
upon Lt as A Province. I have
argued For it, the Minister of
Fisheries (Mr. Rideout) has, Uhe
Minister of Intergovernmental
Affairs (Mr. Dawe) has in letters
and in meetings that we have had
with  them. We frind them wvery,
very intransigent on this point.
I think Lt is extremely
unfortunate . I think history will
record thal the Canadian
government was very, very wrong to
take the approach bGthat they are
continuing to take on this. They
have narrowed i+ down and have nok
used other levers. We continue to
dinsis!l, bhul we are nob being 1 hal
stccessful .

MR. W. CARTER:
A supplementary, Mr. Spoakaer

MR. SPEAKIK
The Fren . Fhe member Fer
Twillingate, a supplementary.
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MR. W, CARTER:

Mr. Speaker, I am rather surprised
to hear that, because 1t puts in
question, of course, the wisdom in
allowing Ottawa to have a say in
appoinking a mediatbor to settle
that dispute. If  that is the
attitude being Laken Iy the
federal government, that they are
not willing ko take Lhese steps,
surely then one would have Lo
question their sinceriky.

Mr. Speaker, having said that - 1T
thank the Premier for his answer -
in Tight of press reporls
emanating from Ottawa in recent
days lo the effect bthat Air Canada
is about to or may hauve alreacdy
awardad a conbraclk for thirty-four
Airbus aircraft bto a company that
is hased, T belicue, in France

if not, it certainly has a large

French componenl: in it I wondear
has the Premier made
represaental ion recently Lo [ e
federal government with a view Lo
having that ackion stopped? LF

they are sincere about settling
Fhat —argument, well Lhen surely
this 4s not the way to do it. Has
Fhe  Premier been in contact with
his federal counterpart recently
to, again, plead with them not to
go ahead with that contract?

MR. SPEAKER:
e hon. the Premier,

PREMIER PECKFORD:
We were aware of Alr Canada's
involuvement  wilh  Airbus a  long

time ago, -and, abt that point in
P, macle represenlbation On
submarines, on Aidir Canada, and on
ol her things they could do. As as

matkter of fact, bhack on January 24
whan A hat infamous  agreament.  was
signed with France on this whole
business, Fhere was  around Chat
time another agreement signed
bhaotwean Canada @ France Qn
general trade. We dndicated at
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that time that they were bheing
sorl of  contradiclaory and F e
they should not move ahead on that
agreement thal they had

S we have pointed ot to Vhem nal
only  the  Adrbus, but  submarines
and  other Uhings, wany, nany ol her
tlrings that Canada could have done
rather bthan just wuse lThe [(Mishery,
but they have not. heen

co-operalive on tLhal score. That
is clearly where Lhe fedaral

government is coming from. They
indicated they were going Lo do
some sbudies te Tloolk alk  other
things, bhut we have not seem very
much back from them on -it. At all
our meetings we have always
insisted that they enlarge ik,
What we have done there is clear,
but they are not eager to do it.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The +time for Oral Questions bhas
elapsed.

MR, W. CARIER:
By leave, M-, Speaker.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

No . I il is a ygnestion of leave,
T will deal with 1t on Monday, if
you want e Lo,

MR. TULK:
Mi*. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. bthe member for Fogo.

MR. TULK:

T rise to give notice of a point
of privilege, and I hope Your
honour will understand why T am
doing it a 1little later on, as I
get through why in fact I am
giving the Chair notice that I
intend o raisae A point ot
privilege,
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MR. SPEAKER:

A point of privilege, the hon. khe

member for Fogo.

MR. TULK:

Mr  Speaker T ogive nolice For two
Feasons, aricl I did not rise
garlier (or Fwo reasons, and Fhat
is I helieve Lhe Premier in
Queslion Period lhis worning, and
T refer Your Honour to Beauchesne,
Secltion 81, could have perhaps
cleared up the matter by agreeing
bo take certain actions in Lhe
House, given the fact that the
House s the wmaster of its own
fate.

MR. J. CARTER:
What s the point of privilege?

MR. TULK:

Mr . Speaker, the point of
privilege is simply this, bthat &
member of the public has accused a
menber of Lhis legislature of
lying, I understand, in the
legislature about statemenis that
he made in the legislature.

Your Honour, I will prove later, T
Ihink substantially, {hat there is
a prima facie case, but I have to
ask your  Hononre's guidance  and
judgement in this. As 1
nndeestand A0, IF T am to rise on
a point of privilege in this House
hased on something Ihak was said
in the public press, then I wmust
read or presenl to Lhe table, and
I refer your Honor again to
Section 83 -

AN HON. MEMBER:
Are you giving notice?

MR. TULK:

Yes .

AN HON. MEMBER:
Well, g¢give nobice,

MR. TULK:
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But T want to explain why T am
giving nolice

I am giving notice according Lo
Saction 83 which says that 4if I am
Lo ralise a point of privilege on
somelthing 1in the public media, I
should either '"read" or present
that to "the Table".

MR, SIMMS:
On a point of
Speakear.

privilege, MR.
MR. TULK:
T am on a point of privilege.

MR. SPEAKER:
Oorder, please!

MR._STMMS
Ihe horn  wember ds nol on a poind
of privilege, he ds giving notice

o a paint of privilaegoe.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. member 1dis recognized at
present on a point of privilege.

You are on the point of privilege
nows.

MR. TULK:

Mr . Speaker, I rely on your
Honour's judgement here as Lo
whether I have to present the
tapes or transcripts of the tapes
from some of the radio stations in
Lhis Province noting Ehe words of
one Mr. Craig Dobbin, or whether I
CAN Mo present my point of
privilege. If Your Honour 1s now
preparaed Lo hear the point  of
privilege in spite of Section 83,
T am prepared to prasent il now

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. Flhe
Council.,

Prasident  of i he

MR. STMMS:
M.  Speaker, to that point of
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privilege. It is a flagrant abuse
ol the rules. The hon. members
are simply trying to continue with
what  the leader of the Opposition
started yesterday, and everybody
knows what they &re up Lo, Fa
political PUrPOSES and nothing
else, They are trying to carry on
this charade - that is all it is,
a charade -~ auver somebthing silly
and simple and which the hon.
members are trying to make into

something larger and grandiose.
'he mewber said he was going to
give notice of a point of
privilege, Mr. Speaker, He did

not say he was standing on a point
of privilege. Subsequently, your
Honour then said he was on a point

of privilegoe. T bhat was a point
of privilege, Mr., Speaker, I will
te your, [ b, this Honse i
really, really falling apart.

There 1is no point of privilege.

Tl dis a point of Foolishness.

SOMFE. HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

To that point of privilege raised
by the hon. membher I am going to
ook dinto the mablter and [ will
have more to say about 1t on
Monday .

Orders of the Day

MR. STMMS:
Mr. Speaker, Motion 3, the Meech
L akea neeord, adjourned by Lhe
membher for St. John's FEast Extearn
(M Parsons) .

MR. SPEAKER:
The haon. the wmembaer For St
Fast Extern,

John's

SOMFE HON, MEMRBERS:
Hear, hear!
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MR. PARSONS:
Thank you, Mr  Speaker.

Seeing thal a couple of weeks have
passed since T c¢losed this debate,
I owmight as well refraesh my awind as
to what, T had said, and perhaps

Fhye olhaer memkbar s af i he
Ascembly.
I spoke alboud the Quahec

asituation, bheing a distinct
socialy, and U wani o make i1
quite clesr to all hon. members
that: T had diFFicully wilh Ihat

situation. T had difficulty in
saying Lhat anyone could he
distinct 1n a family which I think
Canada is. TE s a wonderful

country, a family, and a great
nat-ion.

T gave il a lobt of thought, Mr,
Speaker, and I said there was
really nothing c¢hanged as far as
the Quebec situation was
concerned, rather an  atfirmabtion
of what already was taking place.

Quehec WA G always a diskinct
society Janquage-wise and
culture-wise, so  really all we

hope to do with the Meech Lake
Accord is Lo put bhat in writing,
to give them bthat din a factual
way, Mr. Speakar

M. Speaker, ithe patrialion of 1he
constitution dn 1982 was Canada's
greatest constilutional affoerd in
history. Canada has & modern
Federalion, bol up until 1982 had
to seek advice for changes within
its  parTianent, and in 1982 thal
ceased. It also provided a
Charter of Righls and Freedoms,
something again that was a great
achievement in this wonderful
country of ours.

But, Mr. Speaker, it was flawed hy
one province who refused Lo stign
that Accord. All Meech lLake has
done, and even if ik was all that
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it did, was to bring Canada again
intao a Family of people oy
bringing Quebec inta the
Constitntional Accord, then Meech
Lake would be worth it.

Mir. Speaker, Meech Lake took a Tot
of afTort on behalf of Ihe Firsk
Ministers to bring Quebec dinto our
Fanily and i1 is & greal day for
Canacda whaoen Ihis Jid happen.

Mr. Speaker, we had sowme changes
in the immigration Taws where
provinces and Ehe central
government participated in tLhe
rulaes  and regulations pertaining
to dmmigration. Really all that
is happening as far as Fhe Meech
Lake Accord: is concerned 1s Uthat
provinces can have more inpuk into
immigration which T cannolk see
anything wrong with, and certainly
the provinces should bhe part of.

As far as immigration 1
concerned, Mr. Speaker, Lhe “end
result is that if there is

incompatibility, the federal Taw
prevails.

M. Speaker, again, on the Supreme
Conrt., whal cis  wrong  with  Lhe
provinces participating in the
Supreme  Courdt, in recommendakbions
as it pertains to Jjudges din the
Supraeme  Courl? Agatin, it is only

participation and
racomnendat ions . It (S the

provinces bheing part and parcel of
[lhis greal connbry.

on Senatae reform, Me. Speaker, as
I stated in my first few remarks
two  weeks ago, certainly shows
nothing on a minus sphere  of
ackion but, rather, when our own
first appointed since this law
came into affect was such a great
Newfoundlander, a great Canadian,
why — nol? This is Lhe way it
should be.
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Mr . Speaker, naowr e Tinpor Lant to
NawFoundland and Labrador was the
Fisheries, where the [ishaerias now
could Iy part of our

constitutional reform ard where
[ he fFisheries could now e
discussed al First Minislers'

Conferences.

Mr.  Speaker, that d1s of great
importance Lo Newfoundland and
lLabrador, so important that each
and every Newfoundlander has an
involvement in it Mr. Speaker,
we have Fo Tlook to the Premier,
who fought so hard for our rights
to shared jurisdiction, as far as
our fisheries are concerned.

T read Ffrom Maclean's where ik
states ahoul Mr McKaenna, who
denourncead lhe active role thal
Newl{oundland  would play aa it
pertained to the [isharies. AT
it was, Me. Speaker, dis he just
did nol have Forasight enough Lo

do what the Premienr of
Newloundland  did Now they are

trying to adversely affect the
Maach 1ake Accord Just on  ihis
Fisheries s¢iluation alone.

Mr. Speaker, it also came to my
mind, as T went over some of Uthe
resolutions that were brought
bhefore this Assembly, I do not
want to eulogize or do anything
like that to {the hon. menber For
Twillingate (Mr. W. Carter), but,
as I went over the raesolutions,
M. Speaker, I found myself
Tooking at the resolution from the
hon., member. For Twillingate. Mr
Speakear, since T came into the
House I wmust say that many of the
gquestions being asked by him and
his participation in debate has
certainly refllected fine staturae.

My, Speaker, T woutd Tike to raead
one  of Lhe "WHERFASES" 1in  Lthe
genlleman's rgolul ion. "anND
WHERFAS the federal government's
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yessel  licensing regulabions are
having a negative impact on the
inshore Iishery " I Lhe  lasth
part of his resolution, "“BE IV
FURTHER  RESOIUED  that  this House
call upon the Government of Canada

PO Peudaw its vassel licensing
regulations with A View to

eliminaking their negaltive ILmpactk
on inshore fishermen wishing to
upgrade and improve their Fishing
vessels."

Mr. Speaker, I cannot see, for the
lTife of me, how the hon. member
for Twillingate can now say to me
or say to this hon., House thal he
disagrees with the Meeach Lake
Accord.

What the Meech Lake Accord will

neAn for Nawf onndTandears “nd
Labradorians 1s just that. The
l aadaer af Fhe  Opposition (M.

Wells) is shaking his head, and he
has to, becanse he ds aflter going
in different parts of this Island
and saying Lhat we do nok want &ny
more jurisdiction. We do not need
any  nore  jnrisdiction. We  will
give fish to France. This d& the
crilteria laid down by the Leader
of the Qpposition ard surely
goodness he is going to be over
there shaking his head when I say
that the member For Twillingate
(Mr. W. Carter) 1s right on. We
should address the situation and
it d1s being addressed in the Meech
lLake accord.

The lLeader of Fhe Opposibion
stated categorically that we have
anongh  jurisdiction, M, Speakear,
all we said, and I am sure that
aueary Newf onmdTander in @uery
crack and corner of this fine
Province, will agree that all we
wanted was shared jurisdiction,

We are not naive enough to think

along the Tines of going oul thaere
on  an cinternational basis  again,
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and coming up with deals or with
other countries or going oul Lhere
o surveillance work, like the
Cowley &and Lhose. . How conld a
small Province in  Newfoundland,

number one, afFford it?

MR. PATTERSON:
They could not do it.

MR . PARSONS:
They could not do i1 at all, Mr
Speaker.

MR. PATTERSON:
You anight gelb an extra salary for
someone .

MR. PARSONS:
Well, Fhal mighl: bhe possible. Yot
might gel some money from some
other areas

But, Mr. Speaker, that s not the
intent of the fisheries being part
and parcel of Lhe  Meech lLake
Accord., It is shared jurisdiction
that this Province wants and that
this Province has heen crying
fFor. Tt is to give jurisdiction
in the hays, where there are
quobkas placed an mackerel and
herring, places that we should
have jurisdiction over.

Mr. Speakar, why shonld any one
from Ottawa or any one else have
jurisdiction ouver whal is  canghl

in o our  hays? Mr. Speaker, it
shonld nobt  be The Mecch |ake

accord addresses that situation.

Mr . Speaker, the olther thing comes
Fo my anind now, T was speaking to
fishermen 1n Flatrock a few days
ago  and  they were speaking aboul

the Tlength of their boats. That
again falls in the guidelines of a
jurisdictional capacity of the
central government . Mr.  Speaker,
T believe that that has to

change .
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I believe that Jlocal dssues have
Lo be dealt with by our own local
authorities. I am sure Lthey are
quite capable of doing Ehalb, Mr.
Speaker. I hope that it will conme

abaout . T hope people will see on
the other side of Uthe House. Tt
is  so  twporbant to  NewFoundland
that guaeryone, we neecd all

Faclions no  waller  what  stripe
they are, to come out, no matter
what [heir  Faderal connterparts
think. We saw what happened here
in 1979 when the Premiaer stuck up
for Newfoundland and the Minister
of  [Fisheriaes (Mr . Rideoul ). I
mean, 1t was not a party line. It
was bhecanse of Newfoundlanders and
Labradorians and what their need
was and how great thetir need was.,

We canmol:  he going around the
Province 1like the Leader of the
Opposition saying we should not
have Jjurisdiction over the bays.
We should not have that kind of
right, Mr. Speaker.

MR. PATTERSON:
He will bhe gone in June.

MR. PARSONS:
Well, perhaps so.

I know that my friend over there
From St. Harbe (M-, Furey) is Lo
follow me. I hope that he stands
orn his leel, a fine yonng man, he
comes from a good district, and I
want o saee whalb he s going Lo
tell the people at Parsons Pond,
at Daniel's Harbour, al Seuid
Cove, at Port au Choix. There 1is
no way bthalt he s going o geb up
and lye able to say to those

peopla, "You have anaotgh
jurisdiction now. You do not need
any  more. ' No, Mr. Speaker, it

cannot be done or it cannot he
said

We need jurisdiction as far as Lhe
fishery ds concerned. Again, Mr.
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Speaker, it s not that we need

the graaleast of thae contral
government or the capabilities of
I he cenbral govarmaanl , Mr

Speaker. What we are speaking
abont is s harad jurisdictian.

What T am speaking about this
morning is  whal e hon {he
Minister of Fisheries (M,
Rideoult) and the hon. bthe Pramier
has been saying over and over:
'Give us the right to have a say
in our own destiny, to have a say
in  Newfoundland's and Labrador's
future.'

Mr . Speaker, T hope that  the
members opposite, when they get on
their feat will, agaln, think
along the lines that T have been
think ing. The hon. membher  For
Mount Scio ~  Bell Tsland (Mr.
Barry) said et anyone whao
disagrees wilh the Meach Lake

Accord was frozen in  Fime. Mr .
Speaker, T say to the hon .

gentlemen on the obher side hal
you are froven din time if you do
net gel on your ect and support
Lhis Meech Lake Accord if, Ffor no

ol har PEASOnN f han e ing
Newfoundlanders arict Labradorians

and this pertains o ourp
Fishaerias. M. Speaker, 1f they
do nobt, then T helieve they are
iced up. Mr. Speaker, I believe
tLhey are dead,

Mr . Speaker, when -~ we cannot s’y
if - this election is called I am
sire  that +4if they do not get up
and apply themselues, the same as
Fhe wember for Mount Scio - Bell
Island, and stick up for
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians,
forget party lines, they will
lose. Do not  leave Newfoundland
Fishermen in this maze of
bewildermenl, stick up once again,
came out Tloud and clear that we
agree with the Meech ake MNocord
because dn 1he Meech lLake Accord
Fhere are good ways  and wmeans Lo
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help Newfoundlanders and
[ abradorians

With that, M.
you very much.

Speaker, T bthank

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FUREY:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Sb.

Rarhe.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FUREY:

Mr. Speaker; let me say from the
heginning, T Tistened veaery, veary
carefully to the hon. member ' s
speach. T lLook in  every word,
every challenge, T lidstened to
him and gave great thought to what
he had to say.

But 1in  the final analysis, Mr.
Speakaer, T musl say halt deep down
Lhat speech was pretty shallow.
oddd not deal with anyining that
had to do with the Meech Lake
Accord, wilh Lhe exception of one
iasue, He dealt with jurisdiction
in the Fishery and left it at that,

Mr . Speaker, what he engaged 1in
was what George Orwell would call
newsspeak, mouthing the ofFicial
state line. If you say somebthing
Tong enough, you really begin ko
believe it Once you start
helieving ik, it becomes easier Lo
sell. Then if everybody huddles
Logether to sel’l Lhe saine
unhelievable message through
newsspeak, then all of khe sudden
you can  numb  the minds of the

people in that society yon control.

Mr. Speaker, nobody on bthis side

is going to be Fooled by
FHews s peak We heard and we have
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documented proof of the Premier
seeking legislative jurisdiction
in the fishery No natter how
many times the hon. member for St.
John's Easlk Extern (Mr., Parsons)
says it, he cannot switch around
now  and  say  shared jurisdickion,
partnership and the like. It was
Tegislalkive jurisdiclion.

Mr. Speaker, Jjust a quick history
lesson on  Lhe pateiation of  the
Constitution in 1982. It Was
Pierre Trudean and ihe I iberal
Government of Canada at that time
Lhal sought Lo bring hone Canada's
own fundamental TJaws and establish
Fhem here on our soil, Lo patriale
the Constitution. Rut the wall
fhat  he ran up against at thal
pardticular time was the wall that
came Lo be known as  Lhe Gang of
Fight, Lhe elight Premiers who
would not allow bthe patriakion of
the Constitution unless it was
done under Fheir terms and by
their setting the standards and
sektting the rules.

I refer hon. membhers to a Ffine
bhook written by Ron Graham, a
Former writer wi b h Saturday
Night magazine, who had written a
book c¢alled One-Eyed Kings. The
hor . membear is familiar with
this.

He says thal during that time the
decision of the Federal govaernment
was to act alone to bring home her
constitulion and it was based on
the bhelief that Canada was more
that Lthe sum of ils prouinces

At thalk e Mr. Trudean Faced Lhe
GCang of Fight, Mr. Speaker -

MR. J. CARTER:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKFR:
A point of order, the hon. the
membher for SL. John's MNMorth,
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MR. J. CARTER:

Mr . Speaker, this dis an dmportant
point., We should not sit on our
rights. I appreciate what the
hon. member is doing and [ would
remind him that reading from a

bhook, which i s perfectly
acceptable, means it must e

Fabhled.

MR. FUREY:
T am nolt reading. L am referring.

MR. J. CARTER:
It must be tabled unless there is

HMAan hnons consenl naol bo Fabhle
it T notice it is a hard cover
hook and probably expensive.

Unless the member wants to let it
slip oult of his hands, he should
not refar to it anymore. But
obherwise, it has o be tabled.
That is just the rules.

MR. FUREY:

Mr. Speaker, T would be honoured
to table these particular pages.
L am not reading directly from the
hook. I am referring to a book.
Rut should T quote, Mr. Speaker,
directly from the hbook, and I
might, T would be glad to table
it. Not only that, Mr. Speaker, I
will go a step further, T would be
glad to loan the book to the hon.
e ar

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Haar, hear!

MR. SPEAKFR:

To  that point of order, _both
points have  some  anerdl, brut I
conclude that @t ds a difference
of opinion bhetwean [RHVIS) haon.
gentlemen,

The hon. member for St. Barbe.

MR. FUREY:
Good ruling.

Mr. Speaker, as T was saying Mr,
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Feudean and  bhe  Faderal Tibaerals
tried to patriate the constitution
and i1 came down T oA possibla
plebicscite natjonwide where Mp

Fredean Wt s praparad I o g
directly to The people to ask the
paopla Lhemseluves ina private
hallot, dn & plebiscite, 'Do you
want: Canaca's Fundanent al Tauus

brought home?'

Whatl happened, Mr. Speaker? The
gang of eight scurried, they
freaked, they hecame nervous,
agitated. They satd, "We had
bhetlter get on side, because
eueryhody knows that Canada, being
in her right, her own country,
wanted her own fundamental Taws on
her own  soil. Who could vote
against bhat?

Mr. Speaker, 1L was interesting Lo
note that most of the Provinces,
with the excepbtion of Onbkario and
N e Brunswicl, under Lo Tory
governments alb  Lhat btime, Premiaer
Davis and Premier Hatfield, were
the consistent  excaplion bo ihe
gang of eight, and agreed with Mr,

Freaelean Rod the provinces  al
Fhat Fime S @l Canada as an

inderstanding amongsi Fhemselues .

In obher words, Canada wmade up ihe
component parts, Lhe ten separate
dislincet parlts and OblLawa was only
thedir agent on broad matters or
Fhe equivalent in her Qwn
jurisdiction. It dis dinteresting
to note, Mr. Speaker, Ehat the
gang of eight rejected the opening
preamhle to Lhe previous
constitution for Canada on her own
sail. They rejected, "We, the
people of Canada, ' and they
proposed that a Premier co-chair
all federal-provincial conferences
wilbh the Prime Minister.

They refitsed, Mr . Speaker, e
refer to Oltawa as the national
govermnent, Il rathaer thay
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ralferred bo OFFawa as |he Federal

government . It is dnteresting to
nota, Mr. Speaker, and T give bhis

birief hislory lesson of e
paltrialion of the constitnbion in
1982 Lo point out to you that at
one ol those mealings our Premiaer,
at that time, actually said, M-,
Speaker, he declared on behalF of
Newfoundland and Labrador that he
would  subscribe to  the Léuvesque
vision of Canada, rather than the
Federal Liberal vision of a nakion
strong unto herself. That 1s what
this Premier sald.

Just as an aside, Mr. Speaker, at
that point John Chrétian happened
to  lean over Lo Lhe then Prime
Minister Trudeau and asked him,
"o  you have a bag? I think I
need to vomit?" That 16 haw
npsetbing it was to people who saw
themselves an bhuidlders ofF &
naltion, rather Lhan those who were
going to tear down and just have
separate component parls.

Mr . Speaker, I want to refer to
the preamble of the text that was
of Fearad on behalf of Canadisans at
Lhat time. Here +1is what 1t said:
Maler Fhao peaplea of Canada,
proclaim that we are and shall
always be with the help of  God
free and self-governing people,
born of a meaeting of the French
and English presence on North
American soil, which had long been
the home of our Native peoples,
and enshrined by the contributions
of millions of people from the

four corners of the earth. We
have chosen to create a life
together which Lranscends Lhe
differences of blood relationship,
language and religion, and

willingly accept the experience of
sharing our wealth and culbures,
while respecting our diversity.
We have chosen to Tife togebher ‘in

one sovereign country, a Lirue
Federatiaon, conceiuvad G &
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constitutional monarchy and
founded on  democratic principle
Faithful to our history. .."', and
s0 on.

The gang of eight rejected Ehatl
preamble, rejected "We, the people
of Canada", because [IRE implted
Canada wa s whole, she Wa s
complete, she was one.

Mr Speakear, wilh respaecl
specifically to the Meech lLake
amendment  before ©his legislalivae
Assenbly today, 1t strikes me as
nnsual lo  roead a precital I had
says, "And Whereas the amendment
proposed  in the schedule hereto,
recognizes the principle of
equalily ol all provinces," and it
goes one, it strikes me as rather
UMuUsLal that your  van  say  inooa
recital that  all  provinces are
egqual and then lturn to Lhe body of
the amendment to find that one
ought Lo S racognizad within
Canada as distinct or more equal.
I will cowe ko Fhat in a minukbe,
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPFAKER (Parsons):
Order, please!

I am SOrry that I have to
intervene, it T would Tike Fo
announce this bhecause I do not

kriow really Frow JTong Fhose
students are going Lo stay. In
the gallery roday Lhare Are

thirty-eight Levels 1 and 11
students  and  their bLtwo keachers,
M. Tim Loder and Mr. Jarvis fFrom
Fhe Holy Nane of Mary High School
Jn L an,

SOME HON. MEMBERS :
Hear, hear!

MR. GPEAKFR:
We wonld Tike 1o waelcome 1 e

e hon [ he wember For St Aarbe
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MR. FUREY:
Absolutely, My, Speaker, and we
Lhank you For welcoming them,

Mr. Speaker, there are a number of
points thalk T want to touch on in
my limited time here today with
respech o Meach lLake,
immigration, spending power, the
Senate, bhe  Supreme  Court, the
concept of the distinct society,
anc what our Premier dgarnered For
us from this particular meeting at
fongeuvin Block in ihe wee hours of
the morning for Newfoundland. It
all hravs o he  uviawed i he
context, M, Speaker, of Lo
quaesl ions: Minber one, Jdid we pay
too dearly for this constitutional
accord and; mmber  Lwo, how s
Newfoundland and Labrador affected
by Meaech | aka? H e is she
af Fected directly?

Everything has to be reviewed in
Lhe Newfoundland conlext as a Full
partner in the federation, M .
Speaker, and T will come to what
Newfoundland gained, 4if anything,
in this accord &s T conbinue my
remarks . Rut first some general
observations on Meech Lake,

Mr. Speaker, I am not a lawyer and
no b heing A Tawy er ar a
constitutional expert I researched
Fo  Find ouk what congktitubional
lawyers and constitutional expertls
in Lhis country generally Lhought
about the Meech Lake accord. et
me citae the roesalis of & poll
conducted amongst Jawyers across
the conntry after the eleven Firsh
Ministers signed this accord.

Hara is  whai Fhaey  said; "The
Meech Lake constitutional accord
is bad for Canada ! This poll was
conducted Lhrough The Canadian
Lawyer which is a Tegal wagazine
ino his country., Almost 80 par
cartl of  the »00 Tawyers @&across
this country who responded to the
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poll opposed the agreement which
will bt ng Quebaec into Fhe

constitulbion. Here 1s what one
Tawyer said: "Thae poll rellaecls
the Tack of  confidence in  the
Foresight of the negolbialors "

Mr Spedalkar, it wenl on to say

"That Ontario Jawyers appearad
slrongast in their opposilion wilh
90 per cent of them opposed to the
accord. 4 was Favoured by 53 per
cent of Quebec lawyers, 22 per
cant , ' which is +telling, 'of Lhe
Western Canadian lawyers ., The
results of the poll also suggested
that 78 per cent of the legal
minds in  this country who were
polled opposed the constitutional
recognition of Quebhec Aas A
distinct society. Seventy-five
per c¢ent think that the accord
creales two Canadas' or deux
nations, as the French say k.
'"Edighty-five per cent of the polls
granting vebto powar over
constitutional changes to all of
Lhe provinces and sixby-seuvan paer
cent think the provinces should
not have the right Fo submit names
of nominees For the Supreme Court
ol Canada !

Mr. Speaker, that 1dis whalt 5"00 of
e basl and brightest Tegal winds
acroass  this  country had to say
aboul  the Mecch 1ake accord with
respect to  how 1t effects the
Fukure of Canada.

Secondly, Mr . Speaker, we  must
remind for this accord to become
in Fact part of khe consltitulion
all provinces must agree. There
must be unaminity. Lel me review
the six conditions, I will not go
into all six, buk Premier McKenna
SAays that he must see these
included before he can accept the
accord,

Thank God For Sharon Carstairs oul
in  Manitoba. Thank God for her
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comments the other day that "Meech
lake is dead " Aral her dead Take
in Canada, in termns of the
conslilutian

Fowant to jost reuviasw whall Promier

McKenna  saldd, M, Speaker, He
sa i, prieonlbyer O, partiamneant
should bhe reguilred in Lhe

Conslitnlion o promote, as well
as simply to prasarve,
bilTingualism across the country,
and _an article should be added
allowing each province to opt inlto
an obligation to promote
bilingualisi, Meach provides that
only Quebec would be committed to
preserve and promote its distinct
identity.

Secondly, he said, the Meech Lake
pccord must be rewritlan Lo renove
any doubt that womens' rights
might he affectead.

Thirdly, McKenna buys Tory Alberta
Premier Don Ghetty's proposal for
a briple £ senate, equal, elected,
and effective.

MR. K. AYLWARD:
Hear, hear!

MR. FUREY:
Ancl on P he Tgeiie af Federal
spending power, Pramier McKanna
wants  clearer  Tanguage Lo assure
that Timitations placed by Meech
L ake on  federal/prouvincial cost
shared programnes would not
deprive lLhe have-nolb provinces of
badly needed federal assistance.

Those are three that I highlight
of Fhe ¢ix requests that Premier
McKenna said that he would only
accept Meech Lake on the grounds
that these are included within
Ehis document .

Rack to my Four points, M,

Spaeakaer. Nk er one
immigration. People who come Lo
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Canada now from other Jands come
Mere Lo parbicipale in one Canada,
one great nation. Now, because of
Meaecin lake, any provinca Can
receive dimmigrants. In the case
of Quebec, for example, who
insisted Qri this particular
amendment, Fhis province hy i ks
on statutes recognizes one
official language, French, wikthin
the confines of 1dits own prouvince,
yet our  Canadian  laws  and the
Charter recognize Lo official
languages, French and Frglish
under Section 16 of the Charter of
Rights and Freadoms . N catag
provincial officials din Quebec can
Lell [dmmigrants Lhey are living in
a province with only one official
Tangnage in & country where thaoeras

are in Fact two official
Tanguageas Bul  Quebeaec, which now
constitutes a distinct sociebty, s
difFarent Lhan ol her part s ol
Canada, co provincial patriotism
is strengthernad while Canadian
natdonalism weakens under this

segmment of Fhis particular

Accord.

Once these amendments are
ratified, there is no going back,
Mr . Speaker., The s becomes
stronger than the total, Instead
of ten speaking as one, instead of
ten provinces speaking AS one
country, Canada, Meech Lake gives
ug one province as though ik were
one of ten countries. A community
oF comnunities, T think, Joe Clark
called 1t, prior to bheing Prime
Minister, and then afFker he was
Prime Minister.

Mr .  Speaker, with respect Lo wmy
second point, spending powar
Tmagine a province opling out of a
nal fonal progeaimie arl b ing
compensated Lo carry oult & similar
progranne fheal meal s nal ional
Slandards My . Speaker, spare us
From lhe pork barrel, pleasae
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We are not even sure now where
Faedaeral monies which @re
transferred to provincial coffers
and up. We @re nob sure that they
end up where they are targeted.
For example, we know bthat some
students and groups in the
Province are very concermed, Mr.
Speaker, with the whole concept of
ied funding. Does Lhe money Lhat
originates in Ottawa through tax
collection, targe bad For
Newfoundland education systems,
reach the educabion system?

Thaere has bean a lobk of questions
raised about that, Mr. Speaker.
We  Fear thab a lob of educabion
dollars have ended up paving
potholes, doing waber and sewer
systems, and  essentially huying
digtricts i general elackions,
Mr. Speaker. We have very deep
concerns abonit.  that which is an
established programme of
[inancing

My God, what would happen is bthey
started passing bags of money to
Lhe  provinces for  day care or
whatever when we are not sure that
Fhe education dollars end up where
they are supposed to? Would those
dollars and up  where they are
supposed to be targeted? Who
could Eruslt khis govermnent with a
lump sum payment after opting outl
of & programne? M. Speaker, I
certainly could not. I am one
member who could not, and that is
a sure signh of a weakness within
this neeord, o say Ehat a
province could opt out . of a
national programme as long as ik
ahides hy national standards .
IWher e are Fhe checks and
balances? Who  would come and
chaeck an 117 Who s checking on
education dollars?

Mr . Speaker that brings me Lo my
thivd poind M is  probably or
me the most dmportant point in
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Lhis documant:, Quebec as a

distinct socicety.

We have to understand something,
My . Speakear. Distinct means
indiuicdual, separala, differaent
What Meech Lake ds saying, in
olher ferms, is thal, yaes, Canada
i Canada, she ig A strong
country, weuerybhody s equal, b
some are more equal than others.
The recognition of Quebec as a
distinct society says that Canada
is one, but Quebec dis dAndividual,
it ds separate, 4t ds different,
il is special, Mr. Speakar. Th
gives Quebec special status,

Under this particular clause in
this amendwent, which in my uview
fractures Canada in the long run,
can e continue to SAy, M.
Speaker, that all Canadians are
aqual where Lhere iy
constitutional recognition in this
document Ehak one piece Canada is
different than another pilece of
Canacda? Does it not logically
follow that the constitution will
have to be interrupled in hwo ways
now  Mr. Speaker, thanks bto Meech
Pake?

One Wy fFonr RQuebec, who 1s
difFerenl, distinct, separalae, and
special, and bhe constitution,
which is  lThe fundamental law  of
the land, wil] have ko he

interrupted anolher way  Tor  Lhe
other nine provinces who are not
individual; who are nol saeparalbae;
who are not different; who are not
accorded special status.

Mr . Spealar, fFundamnentally
Canadians no longer are playing on
A level fiaeld. The disltinct
society eliminates the principle
of equikty as distinctiveness
negates equality,

et me give you a sports metaphor,
Mr . Speakar, Tt would be bthe
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equivalent of the Edmonton Oilers
playing Fhe Quebec Nordics. They
are readying Ffor the game, but
before the game euen slharts  Lhe
scorehoard flashes: Nordics- 5,
Oilers -0 Now, Mr. Speaker would
that be fair? Before you auven
start the Tirst period, hey are
up  five-nothing. It dis unequal.
Uoam sure the Oilaers wonld cabkch
up and heat Lthem, but forgive my
sports  nelaphor. Mhal s no way
to hegin a game. That dis what 1
am saying, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, this Accord whebher
members like to admit it or not,
creatas ko solitudes within
Canada, two separate entities, two
disktinct parks, kwo separate and
distinct pieces of Canada.
Lake SEY S fForget Lhe ONENe
forget the greatness, forget
skrength of this great, wonderful
and beautiful land Canada, she
ain't Canaca anymore. She ig
French Canada and English Canada
and  Lhat e what Mecch lLake has
done.

SOMF. HON. MEMBERS:
Hoear, hear!

MR. FUREY:

Mr Spenkar dislingt society
means, and has Lo be equated with

spaecial slhatus . Whaen  you  make
Quebec more equal than others who
do not have special stalus, how do
the other Canadians feal? It
givaes prise to this question, Mr,
Speaker: Is the Meech Lake
amenchnent. of the Constitution Ack
of 1982 a violation of Section 15
of the Charter? el us look at
Section 15 of the Charter. T just
happen to have it right here, Mr.
Speaker.

It is called the Faquality
Provision. jisten () ik
carefully, Mr., Speaker. This s
Fhe fundamental Taw of Fhe Tand.
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ATT of s have to abide by Ihis
This s the concrete that binds

Canada togaethaer, catled Foy
Constitution. From Lhe

Constitulion we derive The rights
Fhat all of us enjoy.

Section 15, subsection (1) reads,
Mr. Speaker: "Every individual is
equal before and under the law and
has the right ko he equal
protection and equal benefit of
the JTaw." Now, jusl remember what
T said, Mr. Speaker. Come bhack to
Meech lLake.

Meech lake recognizes Quebec as a
distinct society to bhe promoted as
disktinct, differenl, separalbe and
individual. How can we bhe equal
under  bthis  Fundamental  Taw 1 hal
gives us all equality when the

Constitulion, which siipercoedaes
everything, says, some are more
aoual Fhan  olbhers? T4 is an
ilTlogical premisa, M. Speaker.
(1 does not make sanse [ has
crippled the concept of all

Canadians Fram S
Biitish Columbia

Anl hony )
ernjoying

aqualily Nal hing is equal
anymore . There s no Jlonger a

level playing Field

My . Speaker, ik does give rise -
the hon. Minister of Justice (Ms
Verge) will know this - Lo Lthe
legal interpretation of Section 15
of the Charter which i a
fundamental law which gives us all
equal-ity. We ain't equal
anymore, The equality rights, Mr.
Speaker, in  the Charter should
complement and add to the
anti~discriminalkion provisions
Found in the Federal and

provincial hnnan rights
Jegislation. Tt does not. The

aqualily rights do naol. ey
should complement, but they do not
comp 1 enent

Mr. Speaker, yel dislbincl society,
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special shatus, S QEMS Lo be
discriminatory against those who
o rod Frave special shatng,
namely,  Mr. Speakar, all other
Canadians outside Quehaec. They no
longer enjoy a fundamental law of
Lhe Tanmd, Lhe Constitution which
was patriated din 1982 which says
vou are all equal. (L is nob so
anymore .

Mr . Speaker, just a quick
reference back ko the Fundamental
laws of our land again. Section
16 (1) says, "English and French,
Official Languages of Canada."

They are khe official Tanguages of
Canada under this Charter. Yet,
distinct society calls For Lhe
promotion of French only within
Quabeac We recognize the right of

praservation of language ancd
et lbure, lyial rot lo  The point

where the scales of equality are
LiTred  to  {avair  one  grodp  in
Canadian society over the other,
Meaere s a Moundamental inequalilby,
M. Speaker, and we are saying 1t
is wrang

look ab B41T 101 which requires
signage in French only throughout
ithe Province of Quebec. ls  Lkhat

right in a great country that
demands and requires thalb there be
a bilingual function within our
own  Charter? Mr. Speaker, Lhvis
particular clause gives rise to
and causes me, as a member of this
Legislature, one of many
lLegislatures across the counbry,
to want to amend Meech Lake, T

give notice NOw o the hon
Government House Leader that T am
Locday proposing the Following

amendment to Meech Lake:

I want to add Section (¢) ko

Seclion 1, part "2 to read as
Follows: 1 (¢) the recognition
[ hal Mewt onnd ardd and [ wlirador

constitubes within Canada &
distinct sociely. And to add part
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(5) to Section 1, part "2' ko
read: (5) The role of the

Legislature arcl Governmant of
Newfoundland and Labrador Lo

preserve and promole the distingt
identity of Newfoundland andl
Labrador referred Lo in 1 (c) s
affirmed.

SOME IION, MEMBERS:
Hear, haear!

MR. FFURFEY:

M. Speaker, 1 am glad to be able
to mowe  that  awpendmentl, saconded
by wy hown. c¢ollesgue Ffrom Fogo
(Mr . Tulky, o say Fhat: this
particular Premiear, Premier

PeckFord, and this particular
government, bheing a signatory to
this particular document:, has

crealed an absolutely fundamental
unfairness wikhin the federabtion.
Tt has lop-sided Canada. Mr .
Speaker -

MR. SIMMS:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKFR:
A point of order, the hon. the
President of bthe Council,

MR. STMMS:

T have not heard your Honour say
it the amencdnent was in order, or
anything @lse. Tt obviously
shonld be considered, and we wonld
not mwind having a Jook at the copy
of the mnendinent as waell.

MR, FUREY:

Mi*.  Speaker, the hon. government
Hovse Teader is absolubely correct
and T table it now. T will
continue wilth my  remarks  unbil
such time as it dis ruled on,

SOMIF HON, MEMRERS:
No, no!

You can continde your remarks on
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the motion.

MR. FUREY:

What I am saying, Mr., Speaker, as
T conlbinue wy speech on mobion,
waiting for the ruling on the
anendmentl , s thab  Canada has now
heen created into a supermarket of
shopping cenbters  whaers  some  can
opt outl, some can oplt dn, some
can  have  Fraench, some  can  have
English,

What we have created is &
checkerboard nap ACTOSS Lhis

nation.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleasal

T did hear what bthe FHon., member
fFor Port de Grave said and I am
going to excuse him bhis once. I
did hear what he said. Please,
continue.

The hon. the member for St. Barbe.

MR. FUREY:
Mr . Speaker, T did not hear, but I
will continue with my remarks.

What my amendment, Mr. Speaker,
Proposes is to correct Lhe
injustice that was created when
this Prewiar signed Fhis
document. . I do not really Lhink
the Proamicr andersiood whal he was
signing, He signed a document
{hal saicd  Quebwece is  wmore  equal
than Newfoundland, more distinct
Fhan NewFoundland and conuversely,
Newfoundland is less distinct and
Toss egqual bhan Queaebaec.

What we are Leying Lo do with bhis
amendment, M. Speaker, is ko
correchk, Lo fix, to skraignten oul
that anomaly, that inequity, that
lop-sided balance that was created
by signing this silly document.,

Mr. Speaker, let me continue by
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sayving that df Fhis Premier and

Fhosae [hirty five member s ar
preparead to suy, uia Premier
Pecklord's signalnre fa fhat
document , Flhiab Quehec s more
equal, o dislincl i han

Newfoundluand and Labrador -

MR. SPFAKER:
Order, pleasce!

MR. FUREY:
- ue are Llis side are not
prepared to do that.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. FUREY:
Sorry, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The House will recess For five
mwinukaes Fo geb some legal advicae
and dnterpretation,

The House stands adjourned.

Recess

MR. SPFAKER (Parsons):
Order, please!

The Chair accepks bhe amenchinenl

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. member for $St. Barbe has
a right now to speak to  the
amencment. He has thirty minutes.

The hon. the member for $t. Barbhe.

SOMF. MON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, FURFY:
Theank yaou, vary mec b, Mr
Speakear.
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T want to tell your Honour thalb T
amm wery gratelul Tor thal ruling
and to say that now bthere ds an
opporlunily For atl

Newfoundlanders and Labradorians,

[ hrough their alectad
representatives in Lhis

Tegislature, to vole in support of
Newfoundland being a distinct and
equal partner in Confederabtion,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FUREY:

Mr, Speaker, T will get dinto the
body of the amendment briefly, but
I wanlt Fro conclude wikh Ehe nain
motion as well as the amendment by
skating s ome olher Fects Wi I h
respect to this Constitutional
neeord.

For example, Mr. Speaker, when we
talk about the Senate, the people
who  participated, who were |he
gignatories to this document, who
arae (RISIFY Frobl ing ACT 0SS Candada
saying we Dbelieve din  lriple E,
such as Pramier Ghelly and obhers,
it gives rise to a very dmportant
quast ion LT Pramier Ghelty, and
I have no doubt that he did,
helivued so deaply in bhe concept
of triple E, why did he sign that
documenl?  Why did he not hold out
into the wee hours of the morning
i Longeuin Block, when Lhe
pressure cooker was on and Prime
Miniglter Muolroney was making bthe
ten of them sweat? Why did he not
hold oul  if he had a deep and
abiding belief in the concept of
the triple E Senate? Equally, Mr.
Speaker, if our own Premier
helievead S0 deeply and &0
passionately din the concept of
Tegislative jurisdickion in Lhe
fishery, in the wee hours of the
morning, Mr Speaker, in longevin
Rlock 1mn Ottawa, why did he not
hald ont? T was  posturing, Me.
Speaker, pure and simple political
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posturing to help his buddy Brian
get bthrough the night. Thal. is
what that was all about.

M, Speakear, with respect t.o
Senate reform in  the Meech 1ake
Accord, what has happened through
Meech |ake? tet me Fell you whal
has happened, Mr. Speaker. It has
been simply and sltraighbforwardly
a transfer of patronage; the Prime
Minislter has passed parltt of the
trough to tLhe Premiers, the
Premiers can now Fill the Senale
wi th thedr choices; the Upper
Chamber will be Fillecd with their
ouwln  wern  and women who who will be
owing ko the capilbals in Canada.
They will bhe owing. Canada will

e radiucad, M Spaakaer, Lo a
cantral government by provincial
remote conbrol, e  heart of he

nation, the concept of Canada, the
central govermnenl, the House of
Commons  will he reduced to A
eunuch, Mr., Speakear. That is what
has happened here, Anyhody who
understands how our Federal sysbtem
works knows that the centre has to
he skrong, thalb rhe centre has Fo
appoint the Upper Chamber, and if
Lhe Upper Chamber is controlled by
the prouvincial capitals, it
becomes Confederation by remote
control,; the Premiers push the
buktton and up Jjump their choices
of Senators Lo overrule
Tegislation emanal iy From I he
House of Commons.

Mr. Speaker, what was gained by
Ihis were teansfee of  palronage,
Phris pasaing of . the Prime
Minislber's nose in Ihe trough to
the Premders noses din the trough?

IWha has  really  happencc? Ialkria
have we gajined? The Senalte s
sti1T  unelected, bLherefore 1L s
unaccountahle, The Senate is

shill unequal, therefore it has no
power . The little provinces like
Neuifoundand #ed Prince Felward
Island -will continue to bhe stomped
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upon. Mr. Speaker, it dis still
ineffective, Fherefore, it is A
rubber stamp, a place to merely
AppProve, Ehrough second sobear

thought, anything that comes from
the body of the House of Commons,

Mr. Speaker, we gained absolutely
noihing on Senare reforn bhrough
Meech Lake:; we got a transfer of
patronage.

The Premiers, i F Fhey helievec
deeply in what they are saying,
Mr. Speaker, could have held out
for triple E. They could have
insisted bto bthe Prime Minister, no
deal, unless vou elect Lthe Senate,
Ccanse il o be effect ive and
maintain that it shall be equal.
Becausa  that  Upper  Chamber  khen
could speak with the equal voice,
MewfFoundland conld then speak wilh
the equal voice in that Upper
Chamber bthat strong cenbral Canacda
now speaks with in both Chambers.

There 1is a fundamental Fflaw and
ineguality, M. Speaker, because
they did not hold out for Senate
reform and chose Lo kransfer the
patronage trough from one to the
olher. Thak s unaccaepbable.

Mr.  Speaker, il was  Lough enough
to get Senate reform in the past,

recuiring seuen of e Len
provinces with 50 percent of the
population in ks nat ion to

affect an amending formula under
thae 1982 patriation, now in order
to effect Senate reform, thanks to

Maeach lLake, it will require
unanimity, all eleven ministers.
We  saw  how  Tong ih ook fror
unanimity on Meech tLake, through
I he 1A G hounrs of thae N rntng

sipping water, hopefully, being
pul in the pressure cooker, and we
saw provinces wa'l k Ay wikh
basically nothing.

So, Mr. Speaker, [, as one member
of this Chamber, am deeply
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disappointed that this Premier,
this govermment caved in Lo Prime
Mindsler Mulroney on & plethora of
ivsues  and all they gol was | ha
they could put  their fingers in
he  cookie  Jar,  jusi Tike the
Prame Minister.

Mr Spaaker, a quick waerd aboul
the Supreme Court. Tt is a fact
thal various T aw socialias

throughout this Province, and all
provinces, should and must  have
input dinto the nominees being put
Forward to sitt  on the highast
court of the land. Right now all
we can see, once again, its bkhab
Lhe responsibility for that power
has been transferred Ffrom Prime
Minister Mulroney, ancd future
Prime Ministers should this
amencment bhe ratified, +to the ten
premiers, who are huddled in btheir
own little capitals not worried
about  the baltion as & whole hbut
concerned about thedir Tittle
saparate part.

MR. TULK:
They have divided Canada Jike the
thonsand dolTar CinandibTao)

MR. FUREY:

M. Speaker, as the hon. member
For Fogo says, Canada was choppoed
in half and divided amongst them
Tike pirates hoarding over the
spoils after a war.

Mr. Speaker, on the Supreme Court
makter, appointments to Lhis
highest body of judiciary in the
Tland, this [ A must, Fhat
nominees not just come from the
floors and offices of provincial
premiers, hut that they come
Maving the input of Taw sociebies,
and law scholars throughout the
country., [t i a mus b to

safequard, M. Speaker, i the
Fotal paliticizalion of i he
judiciary. We must gquard against
politicizing the Judiciary. Mr
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Speaker, if there was dinput from
[ hese Taw sociel ies and olhers, it
would ensure Lhat the best minds,

Ve brighl st mninds Fhe best
avallable would be available and
radacdy ar wilTing to saerve,

according to Lheir own pears, on

e highesi court in the Tland.

Mir. Speaker, a final remark on Uthe
Supremae  Court., TJust  lask week,
His Honour. Supreme Court Justice
Willard Estey, rebired fFfrom Lhe
Banch, as we all know, which left
a vacancy. What will happen under
Meech Lake now? How will that
vacancy bhe fFilled? Again, it will
he the provinces conducting the
affairs of the counltry by remote
control, from their capitals.

This hon. gentleman who sat on the
Bench For Ehirteen yesars, [ bhink,
as & Supreme Court Justice, and
many  years in o bthe Onkario  High
Courts, what did he say aboul
Maach |ake?  Now, Tet ws listen Lo
him im his nonpartisan view, with
nothing to  lose and nothing to
Ggerin . In retiring from Lhe BRench,
what olid  he say? He  said, M.
Speaker, ardc I quote: he
incraased role given the provinces
by the Meech Lake Accord in
appoinling Judgas could thrust
such appointments into turmoil and
auven destroy Confaederation" Judge
Estey said that din an dinterview
Tast week. He also said, and I
quote, "My dnstinct dis that the
Accord is decentralizing and
therefore should e viewed by
Canadians wibth some suspiclon."

He went on to say, "You could ruin
Confaederation. There is no doubt
about it. That d4s why it 1s now
being nibbled ak and abtacked. I
think we would be better off to
sFay where we are, Fo maintain bhe
status quo, to hold Ffast to the
palyiatien of 1982 " Now,  Mr,
Speaker, those are not my words,
Fhose are the words of the learned
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hon, gentleman, His Honour,
William Estey, fFormner Supreme
Court Judge in the highest court
in the land, who said Meech |ake
threatens the very heart and soul
of Confederaktion.

Mr., Speaker, what else was gained
by this particular amendment., this
Constitutional Accord, this Meech
ado about nothing? Mr. Speaker,

nere 1s what +dis gained. Twice a
year now the premiers can
grands tand for the folks hack
home . It will be known as the

eleven ring circus. Twice a year
they can get together and shout
and bawl abt each other, but, and
here is the death blow, they must

talk about the @economy -
Wonderful! - and they must talk
about Senate refaorm and tLhe

fFishery. But the telling word,
Mr . Speaker, 1is 'talk"'. They must
"talk'. Talk 1is cheap, and we saw
just how cheap 1t has been in the
last ten vyears of this leader's
administration. Talk is cheap.

Mr. Speaker, why would they want
to meet bto discuss Senate reform
when 1t would mean surrendering a
patronage lever they now have?
Who wants to talk about Senate
reform when they appoint the
Senators, something they have
gained? IF they talk aboul: Senalea
reform, one of two things will
occur: a) Lhey will give the
patronage lever back to the Prime
Minister; or h) they will give il
directly to the people wvia an
elected Senate. Byt there are no
guarantees that this particular
group of First Minislkers who
attended that first ring circus in
Ottawa, in Longevin Block, are
going to give the power to the
people to elect the Senalte. They
could have done that 1in the wee
hours of the morning when they
were hammering out Meech lL.ake,
They did not want to do that,
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because they know that by
controlling the Senate you control
the Nation fron the provinces. It
i« a sad day for Canada, M,
Speaker, when premiers Jlike ours
conktrol the fake and Future ofF
this great Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I suspect they will
tire quickly speaking akbout the
two set subjects, the Saenate
reform and Lhe fishery, and tUthat
much of these meetings will center
around the obher clause whi ch

says, 'Such other matters as
agreaed pon. ' Fuen if Senale

reform 1is agreed upon and it is
perfect by all Canadian standards,
even if the fisheries quesltion dis

settled and settled to the
absolute, total happiness of eveary
single Newfoundlander, Mr .

Speaker, Meech LlLake would still
require all provinces Lo deal wikh
these subjects, even if there was
nothing to talk about. Now, how
ludicrous! Meech Lake puts these
subjects there forever and ever
and ever, which could turn these
meetings, Mr. Speaker, dinto a mere
rerun of The Emperor's New
Clothes.

Mr. Speaker, you, yourself, when
you did mnot occupy the Chair, sat
in your seakt on the backbhench as
the wember For $t. John's East
Extern and you asked us bto discuss
Fisherias jurisdiction. I am
prepared to do that right now.
Mr. Speaker, do you know what you
said? You said, 'The patriation
of lhe Constilukion din 1982' -~ I

am quoting you - 'was the greatest
event in our constitutional

history.' Hurray, Pierre Trudeau
and company! What a job you did,

You satid, Mr . Speaker, and L
quote, "Newfoundland is a distinct

society . " Your words, Mr .
Chairman, not wmine. You said The
Constitutional Act: W s Flawed
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without Quebec signing 1il. M.
Speaker, ow could you ask a
governmnant of e day thal
operated and was elected on the
preamise Lhat Lhey wantaed Lo

withdraw From Confederation to
sign  Lthe fundamental law of our
land? They wanted out. We wanted
thaem in. You could nolt ask a
government that operated as the
separatist party of the Quebec
Province +to opt dnto something
when in total they wanted to opt
out, ludicrous! Absurd!
Foolishness, and a c¢rippling of
all 1logic by any standards, Mr.
Speaker, We could not accept, nor
could the government of the day,
Quebec at any cost.

Mr. Speaker, fisheries
jurisdiction, uhat has this

Premier being vapping about since
19797 What has he made a career

over stince 19797 e said, "We
need legislative jurisdiction over
Lhe Fishery.' His words . He
said, '"We need, regquire, want,

must, have' - now, Mr. Speaker, T
hope your @ars are perked -
Tegislaltive jurisdiction,' not:
shared, not participating, not
lralf, not: & quarter. "We want
Jegislative jurisdiction.'

MR. TUILK:
Got that?

MR. FUREY:

Mr. Speaker, let me say this to
you: If fishery jurisdiction was
so important so many times to this
Premier who made a career out of

it, if jurisdiction Was S0
important, if controlling our

destiny was so necessary, the only
question that has to bhe asked by
member on all sides -1s this: Why
did Premier Peckford sign Meech
Lake? lWhy did he not hold out for

legislative jurisdiction, Lhat
which he made a career oul of and
believed SO deeply in? What
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caused him in Lhe wee hours of Lthe
morning in Longevin Block to sign
a docummenl: Lhal gave him zero? He
got a commitment to talk and talk
is all he will do.

Mr. Speaker, let me juskt putbt into
perspective for this hon. House
and the Minister of Fisheries (M-,
Rideout) leaving now, what  his
Federal Tory counterpart said 1in
response to a question dn Otlbawa
put .by that great and honourable
member from Humber - Port au Port
- St. Barbe, Brian Tobin. Here 1is
what Mr . Tobin asked, and I
quote,

He said, "Premier Peckford stalbed
yesterday in the Newfoundland
Legislature that a c¢lause in Lhe
Meech Lake accord will lead +to
greater provincial jurisdiction,
specifically Newfoundland angl
Labradonr jurisdiction over tne
fishery. " He went on to ask the
hon. Mr. Siddon, Lthe current Tory
Minister of Fisheries, what would
Lhalt.  mean? [s  Premier Peckford
right that Meech Lake will give
NewFoundland and Labrador more
legislative jurisdiction over the
Fishary?

Here is what Mr. Siddon said, and
I quote: "Tt is clearly understood
hy all provincial gouvernments that
the Constitution of Canada
recognizes the responsibility of
the federal government under The
Fisheries Act for the management
of the fisheries. Howevear, it 1s
not my dintention to suggest any
ceding of ultimalte responsibility
by the federal government for the
fishery 1in this context." Can 1t
he any clearer, Mr. Speaker?

This Premier says, 'We golt fishery
jurisdiction on the table. We are
going Lo get it Hi s Tory
counterparlt 1n Ottawa says, "We
are not going to cede one bit of
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ultimate responsibility for the
fishery in Lhe context of
jurisdiction.' Forget it d4s what
he was saying.

Mr. Speaker, bthis Premnier has to
answer for that. You cannot have
it both ways.

You cannot say ‘'we got Lhis in
Meech Lake' when they are up
there, those who supposedly gave,
saying, 'You have nothing.'

Mr. Speaker, lel: the record show
the deep commitment to the fishery
ol the libheral Parly of
Newfoundland and Labrador. There
is no mistake aboul 41, TEL ds in
black and white. Hansard has
recorded L. It was tabled -in
this House, Mr. Speaker, on June
17, 1987 when Lthe hon. menber Faor
Fogo stood in his place and

presented to Lhis House an
absolutely wonderful resolution

which spoke to the 1dssue of the
fishery.

lLet. me just read the bhottom part
of Lthe resolution in itself. It
said, "BE IT RESOLVED +that the
Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador assert its faith in the
inshore fishery by continuing to
pursue a comprehensive programme
of revitalization and development
such as the Inshore Fisheries
Agreement Debt Restructuring, and

an appropriate provision for
provincial involvement in the

management of the fishery.'

Mr. Speaker, this resolution was
presented by the hon. menber For
Fogo, June 17, 1987, almost a year
Ago. Fuverybody in this Assembly,
all of those assembled here, voted
nnanimously for the Liberal Party
position.

Mr . Speaker, let me read it
personally for you again because
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you preceded me in this speech on

Meech Lake . lLet me Gay
personally, for you again, that
the last santence SAYS, YAN
appropriate provision faor
provincial involvement in Lhe
management of the fishery.' M

Speaker, nod  your  head iF you
heard me properly. Did you hear
me. Good! T am glad to hear that
you heard me.

MR. SIMMS:
Tell us what 'Leo' caid now, read
some ol his makerial.

MR. FUREY:

Mr. Speaker, let me carry on and
Lalk for a minute #hout
legislative jurisdiction. We are
A Province, Mr. Speaker, with a
current account deficit of nearly
some $50 million. In obher words,
we cannot afford our light hill;
we cannot pay For Lthe day Lo day
lights that we use in our
buildings, the heat, the oil, the
lights, the pencils, the paper, or
the clips. We are running a
deficit in just the administrative
side of running this Province,

How, then, could we, Mr. Speaker,
even think we could share
legislative Jurisdiction in the
Fishery when we all know that with

legislative jurisdiction also
comes fiscal responsibility? You
cannot separate theam. They are

inseparable. To say that you have
legislakive jurisdiclion s ho say
you also have the Ffiscal capacity
Lo deal with that competently. I
just showed you, Mr. Speaker, in a

sanlkenca thal Lhis government
cannot even deal with dit's own
hilTs. It cannot straighten its

own books out.

Mr. Speaker, who will pay for the
wharves and the harbours and Lhe
dredging and the slipways and the
gear storage sheds and Lhe
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mulEi-millions of dollars? The
hon . memher for Fortune -

Hermitage knows all too well from
his days dn Ottawa when the feds

were doling oui  Lhe cash. o
will pay for that dinfrastructure,

Lhe mulbi-millions of dollars il

we have shared legislative
jurisdiction, when T have
established that we must also

share Lthe Ffiscal responsibilitly,
and we further established this
government cannot euven deal wikh
its own bills?

That would not be bad enough, but
after sharing the capital costs,
Mr. Speaker, of building new small
cratft harbours, etc., how could we
possibly pay for the upkeep given

this government's record and
current account deficit? How

could we possible pay for it?

Let me explain to you, 1in summary,
what I am talking about .
According to the acting Chiaf of
Financial Management of Fisheries
and Oceans Canada, the fFedaral
government spent the following on

fisherias i1 e NewFoundTand
region in 1987, In salaries

alone, $30 million. I we had 50
per cent of bthe say, we would have
Lo cough up $15  million, on
operations and maintenance, $27.2

million, We wonld have to splil
that. On capital costs, another
$5.3 million. We would have to
split that. Grants and contracts,
$1.6 million, for a total, Mr.

Speaker, din 1987 of $64 million
Lhat we would have to share -+in the
fiscal responsibility for.

Mr. Speaker, back to my amendment
briefly, my hon. House Leader
tells me I have a few minutes. Is
that correct?

MR. TULK:

You have sevaen minutes.
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MR. FUREY:

Mr Speaker, hack to this
amendmaent:, it iR a valuahle
amendment: We recommend Lhis
simnencdmert: Lo @uary single
legislature +in Canada today. Tt

is nol a taking away From Quebec,
M~ Speaker, we recognize Lhe
sociological and histordical ftact
that makes 1t unique and part of
Canada. That is a given.

What- we are saying 1s that this

Premier signing this document
created an absolutbte, almost

irresponsible anomaly. Ry signing
it, he has said Quebec 1s more
spaecial than Newfoundland. We
say, no, Mr. Speaker. We are not
really seeking special status in
the amendinent . We are seaking
equal status,

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, FUREY:

And so, Mr. Speaker, when we Ssay
Fhat, we want Newfoundland added to
1 (¢) of the first part of this

amenchnent:, el Lhe recognibion
NewfFoundland and Labrador
cons likutes within Canada, &
distinct soclety, all we are

saying is, 'lel us make this Meech
Lake Accord a level playing field

where all partners and all
participants on an equal
Footing.' T have demonstrated,

Mr. Speaker, using the Charter on
three occasions in this talk, that
the fundamental law of the land
could be ‘interpreted dIn two ways.
That 1is a sure way to fracture
this great nation and we will have
no part of it on this side.

Mr Speaker, Newfoundland is &
distinct society. 1t has been
said by most members on that side,
and I do not think the hon. membher
for Placentia (Mr. Pabterson), in
that great historic district Uthat
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e represents, can stand in his

place and vote against
Newfoundland, vote against her
heting distinct within Lhisg
federation. I do not believe it

For a minute.

I do not think the hon. member for
Carbonear (Mr. Pegach) will rise in
his place, in Ehat great and
historic district that he
represents so  brimning full of
history, could he stand +4in his
place and vaole againsk
Newfoundland and Labrador and say
we are less than Quebec, wae arao
not as equal as Quebec, we are not

as distinct A Quebeac, thal
Confederation makes us an unequal
partner? T do not think he

could.,

Could the hon. member Ffor Port au
Port (Mr. Hodder), in that great
French district of Port au Port,
rise din his place and say to his
people, ‘'You are less equal than
yaur Quebec cousin?' Could he do
that? I do not think he could.
Mr. Speaker, none of us could.

When John Cabhot came here, Mr.
Speaker, before there ever was a
Quebec, 1in 1497, when he came here
on behalf of Henry VII, I believe
it was, who gave him ten pounds
for his services, when he came
here, he found I e greatest
fishing banks, called the Grand
Banks, anywhere in Lhe world.
What happened was our history grew
From 1497  wikh liktle fishing
stations. They became Winterized,
colonialized; we became the oldeslh
colony Britain had. Newfoundland
was discovered and was part of Lhe
North American continent when the
rest of her was barce.

Mr . Speakaer, we are disbinct. e
are different. We are unique. We
are staeeped i1 history, Mr .
Speaker, L'anse au Meadows ,
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steeped in history, Port au Choix,
burial site of Lhe Archalc
Indians, 1if you want to go that
Far back, bhut let us cone up to
1497, Mr. Speaker, where the cod
Fishing grounds e e brimmning,
where J. M. S, Careless tells us
Lhat just prior to the sixteenth
ceantury on a Summer's day, John
Cabot on Lthe ship, Matthew, made
an all important discovery.

It was not Japan which Cabot was
seeking in salling We s T in
imitation of Columbus. It was not
Lhe NeawfoundTand which he d-id
discover for Henry VUII, it was a
sea so bthickly swarming with fish
that it seemed almost solid and
the baskets let down on ropes 1in
the deck of the ship could be
taken up, cram filled. Cabol had
come  udpon  the greates fishing

hanks of F North Anerica. e fad
come upan, Mr . Speaker,

Newfoundland, Lhat greak and
distinct piece of Canada, her
youngest partner, which makes this
federation so special.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

DR. COLLINS:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Health.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

DR. COLLINS:
Mr. S$Speaker, we do not oo often
in this House ¢gelt the opportunity

to  debale national dssues. That
is not to apologize for the
Housea ., We have l-o T Lhvis
Province . We often have large

issues Lo debate thal pertain to
the Province. We also have small
igsues Lhat we have o  debate
pertaining to the Province. That
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is our job, We have to do the
day-by-day things and we have to
do the hig Lhings for the
Province. So we do nolt often gael
an  opportunity to discuss dssues

of wvery wide Cinportance. This ‘s
one of those days. T think it is
an Tmportant e fFor our

proceedings .

Mr. Speaker, there is a bit of a
problem wilth it, nevertheless,
because when youl are debalting
seriously and when you are
debating a very important issue,
you would like to have two
credibilities clashing Fogethetr,
because that is what debate is all
about.

In debate you pub forward a point
of view, you put it fForward
credibly, you put it forward
sincerely, and you put 1t forward
having thought about it a lot,
Then the other side, with the same
cradibility and the same drive and

the same intelligence, puts
forward their point of view,

Probabhly out of the process comes
something better than when you
started, So  you would like to
have uvery credible components in
the 1dssue. Now, unfortunately we
do not have 1t

We have, and T Ehink everyone
recognizes Lhis, ar extremely
credible position on this side of
the House. We have been through
this -dssue. Our Premier has bhean
through this dssue. He has bheen
through 1t in a provincial forum.
He has been through it din a
national forum, He has baen
through it with his fellow First
Ministers. Mr, Speaker, I do not,
therefore, have +to lay out any
further the c¢redibility of our
arguments.

Unfortunately, the Liberal Party -
there dis more than the Liberal
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Party in Opposition in this House,
but ~ I  an going  to particularly
refer to the Liberal Party, and
perhaps peripherally, Lo the NDP -
Lhe Liberal Party has not
cradibilily in ihis issue. That
really undermines the value of the
debate here and bhal is a great
s hame .

I have satid it in this House
before, that I think that the
Liberal Party are on hard rFimes,
very hard times. They are a great
instituktion, They have had a long
history dn this Province, as a

partisan and party group. They
have contributed to this
Province. [ think they have made
same terrible mistakes too,

although T do not wanl to give
that 1impression. They have wmade
the most ghastly mistakes. But,
nevertheless, they have Dbeen a
force in  this Province. These
days the Liberal Party is a pale
shadow of dtself. Tt has veary
little credibility.

Why do I say that? I could go
into Lhalb to & great degree, but I
am going o Jjust mention bwo
particnlar reasons why we have to
agree that the Liberal Party has
very little credibility on this
issue.

Who really sets the tone For
|4iberalism in Canada? In our type
of system, surely it is tLhe
nalional Teader, He sols Lhe
tone. If you are not a Liberal,
you can ignore him, and I
certainly dgnore everything that
the National Liberal Leader says,
Mr. Turner. I would not give two

cenks for his opinions. Rut,
nevertheless, if you area a
Liberal, you must pay some

attention to him, and especially
wien he is speaking on very
important, national dssues.
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Mr. Turner is in favour of Meech
Lake. e says he supports Lhe
Meach Lake Accord, There are
large parts of his party ULhat does
not support him on it but,
nevertheless, the national Teader
of the Liberal Party supports
Meeach lLake . Qur Provincial
Liberal Party is against it.

MR. SIMMS:
Well, they supported it last year.

DR. COLLINS:

Yes, but T am not going to go into
the history of the attitudes of
our local Liberal Party. They are
so convoluted and so changeable
and so much Tike the wind that
only a historian can do that, I
can only deal with what Lhey bhink
currently. They might Lhink
entirely differenlt of wmwe Fomorrow
or din an hour, but I can only deal
in a sensible Fashion wilh their
current thinking.

S0 that is a lack of credibility.
[he voice 1in Canada of the lLiberal
Party says one thing and our local
Liberal Party says anobher thing,
Credibility down the tube.

Now, it is worse than that. I am
going to read, Mr, Speaker, a
small excerpt from the March 18,
Hansard, which has put in written
form the remark of Lthe Leader of
the Opposition (Mr. Wells).

MR. SIMMS:
The member for Windsor - Buchans.

DR. COLLTING:

T am just going to read a little
small part of this. Tl is on Page
L260 of that particular edition,
March 18. He SAYE, "n1 the
members on this side of the House
will wvobe against Meech |ake, Wl
will not go through the sham, we
wiTl not go through the charade ol
proposing amendments to have them
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knocked down knowing that they are
nolt going to be approved any way
and that Meech Lake s & take it
or leave ik proposition, What e
are doing is saying to this House"

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

PDR. COLLINS:

-~ "put the interest of
Newfoundland first and vo ke
against the amendment. That s

exactly what we are doing."

Mr. Speakoer, Uhat was only March
18. That 1is not wvery long ago,

abont Five weeks ago. The lLeadear
of the Party says, here 1s our
strataeqgy, hera s whal ni@ are
going to do. What do we hear this
morning? They are coming in wilh
an amendmentl Nnow, a total

different skrateqy in a five week
period. That again, 1in anyone's
wind, says bthat Lhe Liberal Party
has no credibility in its strategy
because it does not even support
the pational leader and it has no
credibility in Lhe Factics,
because it does one thing on March
18 and it dis doing another thing
lhere on April 22.

That +is most unfortunate, and I
wish 1t was not so because wWe
wanted to debate this very serious
issue and we want to make a
contribution o the debate in
Canada, but we have no opponents.

It is like trying to fight against
a bowl of jelly. Yo cannot put
forward your whole strength if you
punch ab  something and 1t  just
disappears 1like a c¢loud of fog..
Fhat  is nosl unfortunale because
we have a lot to contribute +to
I s dabhalae Howeauer, My .
Speaker, we must try to do the
hest we can.
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MR. STMMS:

PR, COLI.ING:

Mr . Speaker, I have another
problen and il retates

specifically to the leader of the
Opposilion (Mr. Wells) bacausa,
again, 1f there dis a shred of
credibility  lefl, we do have Lo

Took to the Leader of the
Opposilion over there to supply
it In the Leader of Lhe

Opposiltion's attitude T really
fail to see where he 1s coming
from on this Hissue.

Just lelb wme quote another Tittle
bit here from page 249 ; The
leader says here, "What we have
done with Meech Lake, to achieve a
little it of polikical
gratification in the next year or
two or three, 1s we have destroyed
the opportunity to do anything
beneficial to *his country in the
long-term future. "

So the Leader of bthe Opposition ‘s
looking upon the Meech Lake Accord
as a little bit of -political
gratification in Uthe next year or
two or three. Elsewhere in his
remarks again he suggests that
this was all Juast a Tikbkle game
played by Mr. Mulroney.

Mr. Speaker, for the Leader of the
Oppostition o say that A
constitutional change of the
magniktude and  lmportance of the
Meech Lake Accord 1s merely a
Tittle political gane, juslt ko
have an affect for a year or two,
that, bto me, says Lthe Leader of
the Opposition 1is really out of
touch with the country.

In another remark he said that
this was like a collective
bargaining approach, it was done
in the middle of night, you know,
lTike gelbting an exltra two cenbts on

L1375 April 29, 1988 Vol XL

a wage scale. Again, for the
lLeader of the Opposition to say
that the Meech Lake Accord was
just Tike collective bargaining is
almost unbelievable, He just does
noll  seem ko have hisg finger on
whatl Canacda 1s going through and
what: it has gone through,

This ts  nol & political game.
This ds not a little Dbit of
negotialing For collective
hargaining. This is a fundamental
change ko our constitution. L is
a change to our constitution that
is trying to right an -issue that
has been present in this country
for the last 120 years or however
long we have been @& country, Far
Fhe Leader ~of Lhe Opposition to
take that attitude suggests to e
he cannot be Tooked upon a&s an
alternative to the leader of the
government, thab is for sure. ing
he has got that shallow a
perception of Lthe hig dssues in
this country, he cannot aspire to
be the leader of Lhe government.
[E is ‘incredibly shallow!

What is the Meech ltake Accord all
ahout? This country whether we
Took upon it this way or not came
out of a great warfare
confrontalkion. n that war
confrontation, there was a winner
and Fhetdr E S A Joser. The
winners were what we like Lo think
of as Fhe A bish Forces. I
suggest there were Indians, Irish
and whoever +din those forces hut,
nevertheless, we lump them under
the British forces. They were the
winners., Aand the losers ware the
French fForces or the French side.

There are many other aspeclts to
our history, hut that is &l
fFundamental thread in our history,
and out of that loosing there was
a resentment. Tt s not anything
to be wondered about. Any side
that looses has @an budlt-in
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resentment

'he only exception to That rule,
and T think 1t dis remarkable, is
Lhe Japanese. They seem Lo be
able to loose and then they take
avear .

Anyway, most  parts of  nations,
when +they lose, they have a sense
of frustration, a s@nse of
resentment, and particularly if
there 1s not a ¢great sensitivily
towards them. Unfortunately,
Canadian history is replete with
examples whereby the Anglo side
showed 1ittle understanding and
almost no sensitivity towards the
inner feelings arising out of
their defeat on the Planes of
Abraham of the French and out of
their aspirations, coming from a
somewhal.  different culture han
most of the people on the Anglo
side, and also Lheir desires Lo
make a mark dn  the New World,
having cubt themselues off From the
0ld World, all these feelings were
presenl.  in  Lhe Quebhecois, in bthe

Frrench-Canadian part of our
nalion. There was no o or owvery

Jittle sensitivity shown during
the FfFirst hundred vyears of our
history to those facts. So there
was a leering on, there was an
underlining, shall we say, of the
Frustration and the disappointment
and all the other feelings that
arose out of the battles in front
of Quebec City.

Mr. Speaker, in recent times we
have saild, if we are euer to play
our part in the world, we must
heal up these wounds. Not only
are the wounds a problem and a
trouble ko us and a running sore,
but, in addition, they are a waste
of  Lime, Peoplaes' energiass arce
not  being directed towards the
future of our counlry A4 lthaey &re
Fighting internal battles the
whole timne.
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n the Tast number of years, Lhe
last twenty-five years or .some
Lime Trame Like bhal, we have said
we have got to bind up our wounds
Lo give juskice Fo Lhe essential
elements of our Nation and, also,
e have o wo ik mo e
co—operatively and in a bhetter
direction Ltogether.

Mr. Speaker, that is the big issue
in the Meech lLake Accord. This is
yet - another step. [t is notk
something that started last week.
[t started twenty-five years ago.
It certainly started at the time
of the Quiet Revolubtion in Quebec

politics in Premier Lesage's
days. T forget exactly when he

was 1n power there, But anyway,
it cerlbainly gqoes back somelhing

in the order of Lwenty or
twenty Five years. So 1t ils not a
nei phenomenon. It is a

progressive phenomaenon, and ik is
a very dmportant dssue that we
hhave to setlle in Lhis counbry.

For Lthe lLeader of Lhe Opposilbion
to suggest that what 6 are
dealing wilth here is  wmerely @&
political game, it ds merely @&
colleckive bargaining point done
in the middle of the night, shows
Fo wme a total misunderstanding of
what we are all about here today.

Mr . Speaker, there are other
issues in this Meech Lake Accord,
quite apart from that large point
that the Leader of the Opposition
disagrees with also,. I might, if
T haue enouagh time, touch on the
more specific ones. But Jjust let
me deal, in particular, wikh twao
that stand out @in my mind.

Firstly, the Leader of Lhe
Opposition spenlt a Tlok of kime
during his remarks an Senate

raform. He made some good poinbs
there. I have heard them made -in
Wes lern Canada, in particnlar, or
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somewhat the same points. I would
suggest that most of his thoughts
on this matker do come from Lhe
things that have been said hy the
Four Western provinces. So  they
are nol original 1n  that Cterm.
But he is suggesking thal Ethere is
only one way for our Confederation
Fo function. He s suggeslbing we
must have a U.S. type of Senate,

As we all know, in the U.3. they
have the House of Representatives
witere Lhere are a large numbaer of
people voted dn hy the popular
vota. Then  they have [he Senate
where there is a smaller number of
people and each stabte has an equal
number of Senators, whereas in the
House of Representabives you can
have different numbers of
Congressmean. The lLeader of the
Opposition suggested that 1is the
only model that will suibt our
Confederation.

I think it dis a wmodel that could
suit our Confederation, bhut  he
argues that almost anything else
Fhat dis done, iF it does not fitb
into that model, is doing a
disservice to the country. He
attacks, therefore, the Meech Lake
Accord, bhecause it is not very
directly and very immediately
bringing in the .5, Senate model
for the second chamber 1in  our
counlry.

OF course lhat +4is not the case.
There are many other models. We
have not  in  Canada vyet  decidaed
what ds the bhest model for us. We
may decicde on thal one.

somebkhing that Lhe
consensu in Canada has not yet
reached upon and, therefore, ko
say we must not have a Meech Lake
Accord and bind up Lthe wound khat
I just mentioned until we settle
that, we may bhe two, three, five
or ten years down Gthe road. We

That is
g
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cannot, I suggest, wait for that.
We have to see the problem in
front of us and do something aboul
it. And 1if five or ten years down
Fhe road we decide we want Lo
become like the American model,
well, wae can do ik, hat T do have
to point out that there are other
mnodels,

For dinstance, the hon. Leader of

Ihe Oppos-ition mentioned
Switzerland as bheing in the
mnerican nodel ., We T, T  would
take issue with him there.
Switzerland, in Lheir
confederation, they depend on

referenda, to a very large degree,
to settle large issues there.
Referenda Tare not comnan,
certainly on the national scene
anyway, 1in khe United States, and,
of course, referenda in Canada are
a rarity. We had a referencdum @
little while ago 1in Quebec, but
Lhey are a rarity in Canada and
they are not a way we normally
settle our  big issues  on  the
national scene, whereas they do it
all the time in Switzerland. They
have referenda coming out of their
@ars ., So o menkion, Lherefore,
Switzerland as being din the US
model, which was suggested in Lhe
hon. Leader's speech, 1is totally
incorraecl., Similarly, in  the UK
they have a second House, The
House of lLords, bot il is quilte a
different model than Lhe us
Senalae, and s closaer o us in
many respechs. Because we are the
Aribish  parlianentary syshtem, we
are not the American system.

The other point that the hon.
Leader of the Opposibtion brought
out and tended Lo pour scorn on

s Lhe placing in our
Constitution of annual First

Ministers' Meetings. Naow, M,
Speaker, that 4is one of bthe ways
we had evolved in Canada. We have

evolved towards more and more
No., 26 R1377



Formalization, and giving more and
mere credence  and more  and wmorae
authority to First Ministers'
Canferences i s has bheaen a
definite thread in the way we see
ourseluves gouverning ourselves, and
the Meech lake Accord is one step
Furlther in  bthat direction. S0 1
think it ds quite a consistent
stage of events Lo put this in the
Meech Lake Accord, and why the
hon. Leader of the Opposition just
wants to disgard it and tear it up
without any other consideration, I
cannot imagine. I wonder if,
again, he has not had bhis fringer
on the pulse of Canadian affairs.
He really does not know Lhe
evolving pattern of events of how
ne govern ourselves atk the
national level,

The formalization of the First
Ministers' Conferences, which s a
way of getting large issues bhefore
people who have the abililty and
the power Lo do something about
them, and thal is  what Firsgt
Ministers Conferences are all
abont, thal s Lhe Canadian way of
doing 1hings. We are now pubting
it in the Constitubtion, not as bhe
Final way of doing things. As T
say, it is an evoluing thing. We
might even change that particular
aspect of the Meech Lake Accord
down the road, the way the First
Ministers' Conferences are dealt
with, but that, again, will be the
Canadian way. There would not be
anything unusual about that. To
be against formalizing and giving
particular mandates to the First
Ministers' Conferences, T think ‘s
almost to be against how we deal
with Canada.

Mr. Speaker, just very briefly Tlek
me get away From the Leader of the
Opposition and wmake a remark or
two  about  what the member For
Mot Scio - Rell TsTand (Mr.
Barry) said on  the Meech Lake
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accord. This, again, d1s one of
Fhe problams Fhe liberal Payrty
has . The member for Mount Scio -
Hell  Lsland, who is  himself &
former leader of the Provincial
iberal Parly, when he spoke he
took a very different approach and
a wvery different view From bhe
present Leader of the Liberal
Party . S0  again  we have Lhis
fractuary of the Liberal Party,
and you do not know where Lhey are
coming from or what they are
saying.

I thought the member for Mount
Scio - Bell Island took in more
reasoned ard a more
well-thought—out approach than did
the Leader of he Qpposition.
However, I certainly did not agree
with all he sadid. The member for
Mount Scio - Bell Island, for
inslance, referred Lo Lhe offshore
and bhe suggested - this was not
directly towards the Meech Lake
issue, but he brought this in and

T want Fo counber it - Lhabk this
government, this Peckford

Achninistration, neing  his  words,
"lost the boat over the offshore
hecanse  of  how  the  NewFoundlaid
Government handled the issue.'

Now, Mr. Speaker, one cannot Jlet
Lhat skand on the record, We hauve
to look back and see what happenead
on the offshore to see who was
mishandling it We, in this
House, very well remember that we
made a claim early on that we
brought Lhe Grand Banks and the

of fshore area inte Canada with
us . There was never anything in

the Terms of Union that said we
would lose jurisdiction over the
mineral rights on the Grand Ranks,
and  we  made A case Lhatk Lhay
should remain with us because they
are an exbension of our landmass,
and that they were an dimportant

nssal Fo the people in Lhis
Province.
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Many other areas have many olther
assets: they have fertile soil, or
they have particular onshore

mineral assebs, or Lhey Aare
positioned in such a way that they
can  have easy access to  large

markets, and so on and so forth,
Unfortunately, we -in this Province
are not in that mode;, we are far
From markets, we have & rugged
soil, and we have a harsh climate

itois difficull to make a ldiwuding
here, dn other words. So it was
very dmportant to us  thal we not
lose any assets we have, 41.e., the

mineral FesoLrces in Qe
of fshore. And, you know, T {hink
thal reasonahle -minded people

would say, Newfoundland, vyou got a
good logical, rational casae bthare.

Howeuer, Lhe lLibheral Parly in
power 11 Ottawa at the time did
not say thakt. They said, No, §ir,
we are not paying too much
attention to vyour legitimate claim
to a piece of +the Canadian good
1ife, we are taking over thaese
resources to ourselves. Now, we
may well give you some funding in
exchange for that of an undefined
amount. . What Lthey are saying is,
these will bhecome - and they use
this term 'Canada Tlands'. T do
not know who dreamed that up.
That must have been dreamed up in
the PMO of fice or something.
Because T think if you go back in
history, there is no such thing as
"Canada lands', Lhat  expregsion.
Certainly, there are lands Lthat

are looked Hpon As beting
temporarily under fedaeral
control. For inslance, I he

Northern part of Quebhec, the
Ungava Peninsula, abt one 1ime was
under the control of the federal

government and they handed i1t ouver
Lo Quebeac, In the Western

provinces a Targe part of
Saskatchewan and Alberta was at
one Lime in the control and under
the jJurisdiction of the federal
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government and they wvoluntarily
handed it over Lo those Wastern
provinces as they matured enough
to be able to govern it S0, [
mean, 1f you want to talk about
Canada lands, surely you muslk talk
of  them 1in terms of bemporary
managemaent  unbil the provincial
jurisdictions can take over. But
that was not Lhe concept that Uthe
Liberal Government under our
Friend Piarre Trudedan pushed.
They. said, we are going Lo make
the Grand Banks 'Canada lands' and
forever and a day they will be cut
away  From  Newfoundland  and  Lhey
will bhe part of the possessions of
he Federal govermaenl, with Full
jurisdiction to do what we will.
e Wi 11 Lry Fo Iye kind to
Newfoundland, but we will have to
wait and see how that turns out.

M, Speaker, we did not accept
that as a provincial government,
and any provincial government that
would accept that position, I
would say dts name would go down
in infamy in the history of ULhis
Province. Our position was we had
a good case Lo make, a legitimate
case, a case Ehat was  there in
Justice, and we made it hard. We
did not win. We did not win, We
were finally turned down. Now, in
Lurning that down, T believe bthat
was one of the nails in the coffin
of  the Trudean Governmnnent. Not
the only one by any means, buft I
helieve khat bthe Canadian people
looked upon that approach by the

Fadaeral government ard {he
uwltimate resolution of it in the
Federal governnent's  favour, AS

being unkind, unnecessary, unjust
and un-Canadian. I bhink thab was
one of the nails in the coffin of
the lLiberal Party in OLtawa.

Now , what  happened aflber that?
There was a new administration put
in by the PCs and the P(C said,
and I can understand this, "We
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will try to live with the Supreme
Court decision as i1 ds weillaen,
but we will not live with 3L dn

effact; e Wit giue o
NewFoundland ws though the Supreme
Court: decision e neuar Brevan
bhrought down . Newfoundland

raesources on Lthe offshore will be
treated as  though they were on
Tand. '

MR. STMMS:
The hon. Leader of the Opposition
knows that very well.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

DR. COLLINS:

As my hon. friend points out, the
lLeader of the Opposition knows
Fhat very well because he argued
against that case, He was a
lTawyer at the time, and lawyers
often take different positions on
Lhings. That is  their personal
feeling. Now, mind you, many
Tawyers will not  take cases i F
they really do not feel
comfortabhle with thewn, but, Aagain,
that ds up to the Jawyers.

One problem [ have with the lLeader
of the Opposition over that,
Lhough, is in anolher speech in
this House he did not lay out that
his posilion abt that tiwe werely
related to his role as a lawyer.
{ do not have the quote in fronk
of me and he can argue on this,
but 4f he does, T will certainly
go get the quote, but he argued
that that, nevertheless, Was A
logical, sensible position to
defend. He said thatk as a
politician, and I take exception
to Lthat. I do not take exception
to him as a lawyer doing whatever
he wants. Tf I were a lawyver, T
would never have taken the case
against Newfoundland, but ithat s
open to anyone who wants to do
it Aul T do take exceplion to
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him taking that same position as a

polilician fs a politician ik is
his role to stand up for

Mewfoundland, not Lo justify doing
something that even the people of
Canada could not stomach whan Lhe
national federal Liberal Party did
it

In any case, the end resulb was we
got the Atlantic Accord and we
would never have gollen the
Atlantic Accord if this government
had not fought hard battles right
from 1979 onward. So, I do have
to take exception to LUthe menber
for Mount Scio -~ Bell Island if he
suggests in any way that the delay
- and there was a delay, we cannot
deny that = in the offshore was
wrong because we stood up for our
rights, IF there was a delay, it
is unfortunate, bhut T would have
that delay any day of the week if
we resolued that dssue dn  our
Favour, the way il ultimately was
resolved over the dead bhody of the
national Liberal Party.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon., minister has about two
minntes lefl,

DR. COIILINS:

Mr. Speaker, I think, therefore,
Lhat +this amendiment is 11logical,
It is a change in tactics. You do
not  know where they are coming

from half the time. They are
fFlying Iy Lhe sgat of . Lheir
pants. So, from that point of
view it 1is @& foolish, Factical
move .

Secondly, the strateqy of Lhe
Liberal Party is so discreditable
they cannot get their act together
provincially or nationally.,
Thirdly, Mr. Speaker, there i1is a
¢clear Tack of understanding of the
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importance of the Meech Lake
Accord, what it [ Lrying Lo
achieve over an historic time, and
also a clear wisunderstanding thatb
we are an evolving country, the
way  we  govern ourselues Qs an
evoluing thing.

Accord s not the

The Meech lake

end of the road. We will have
amendments to the Meech Lake
Accord when there ds a Canadian
concansus that we should have

them, but you do not want to

destroy somthing that you have
begun right at the beginning, just

feel you cannot go
this, that, or the

because you
along with

other part of il and play
politics at the same time. The
Meach lakoe Accord 1 A good

advance i the Canadian
Conslbitubional way of  governing
ourselves ., It should be supported
wholaheartedly . Tharae is an
elament of Jjustice 1in it for the
paople in  Quebec. We have no
right Lo he terribly fFriendly
towards the people in Quebec but,
nevertheless, we can see that they
have a case 1in trying Lo becowe
more and more part of the Canadian
mosaic, and we say we will support
you in that.

So there is that element of
justice in 1it, and for the lLeader
on the Opposition and his party to
be so out of step with what 1is
trying to be achieved by the Meech
Lake Accord really is
disheartening, As I said at the
beginning, it s a reflection of
the decline of +the Liberal party
in this Province which, somehow or

other, has to gather itself
Logether, has Lo rebkhink ilg

elemental truths and begin to play
a more adversarial role, becanse
that will only make us betler on
Fhis side of Ehe Housa, Thank you
very much,
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Haar, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. member for Menehik.

MR. FENWICK:
Mr. Speaker, I have a series of
comnents to  make, One ig the

general support that I feel for
the process that occurred, which

we would like to put back on the
record again, but also, Mr .
Speaker, a number of concerns that

we have that have risen since the
time that the Meech Lake agreement
Was inikially inttialled. We
would like to at least raise those
concerns and make sure that people
know about them, and, at the same
Fime, we wish bto comnent on a Few
of the new developments bthat have
accurred, primarily in N gaia
Brunswick and in Manitoba, that I
Fhink  bwmpacl very seriously on the
nation-wide process of the Meach
lLake Accord.

Refore T do that, Mr, Speaker, [
would 1like to suggest that the
major probhlem we hauve is the

process with which the Meech Lake
agreement has come to Lhe point
that it 1is Dbefore us right now.

It came out of meetings of the
First Ministers, approximately &
year ago, or a little over a year
ago, and those discussions, those
deliberations were made in secret,
some of them made 1in extremeness,
in the sense Lhat it was done
overnight, in CaAses where it
looked Tike Fhe Prime Minister
refused to unlock the door 1if no
agreemenl:  was  reached, holh at
Meech Lake and at the Longevin
Block lakter on.

Mr. Speaker, because of bthat, we
feel that 1t d1s dmportant that
Lhere be -€dinput by everybody. This
is not the Constitution of eleven
people here, il is the Constitution
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of all the people of this country,
it s Lhe constitution of the
people of this Province, and I
think Lhat itk is appropriate,
then, that the people of this
Province and Lhe people of ULhis
country should have their chance
Lo say something aboul Lthe process
and the substantive nature of the
amendments themselves.

With thalt -in wmind, Mr. Speaker, I
intend to move, seconded by the
member for St. John's FEast, GLthat
the motion on the Meech lLake
Accord be referred to a Select

Committee of the House, said
committee to be given the
responsibility of holding public
hearings and making

recommendations back to the House
on whether the Meech lake Accord
should be adopted as it dis, or
whether it should be amended.

Mr. Speaker, I have a copy of that
motion for you, 1if one of the
Pages will come and pick it up.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS.
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. the
Prasident of Council.

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, I think your Honour
will want to look very closely at
this particular amendment which
asks that Lhe motion on Lhe Meech
Lake Accord be referred to a
Select Committee of the House, and
I offer for your Honour's
consideration in determining
whether or not this motion s, in
fact, +in order, the reference from
Beauchesne, Fifth Edditdon, page
154, paragraph 435, subsection 1
where it says and quite clearly
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says, "It is not an amendment to a
motion to move that the quastion
go to a committee."

Mr. Speaker, I could add a hit
more, bl really thal. ds the
¢clearest reference I can find Ffor
your Honour to use in considering
this particular question, I kriow
Your Honour might want o take &
few minutes to consider d4t, but
certainly that +4s a very clear
example of a parliamentary
reference which deals with this
particular proposed amendment, and
it 1is clearly not in order as a
result of that particular
reference.

Also, Mr. Speaker, 1if you read an,
it 1is clear that 'a Member cannot
moue another motion while standing
to participate in debate on an
existing motion unless it 1s to
amend the motion itself,' such as
the member for St. Rarbe did,
which was in order. So it ds not
in order at all to move another
motion while you are standing in
debate speaking o a motian,
unless it 1s an amendment Lo amend
the actual motion itself. That is
clearly referenced in Beauchesne
and [T am sure Your Honour would
find that too. So on those two

counts, not speaking to the
amendment - whether or not we
agree with il is fdrrelevant - i«

clearly out of order.

MR. FENWICK:
To the point of order, Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:

To the point of order, the hon.
tthe member for Menihek.

MR. FENWICK:

I would refer the Governmenl House
Leader and the Speaker to Page 151
of Beauchesne where we Jlook at the
type of motions. IF you look in
it you will see that there are two
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sections For it, Substantive
motions  and Privileged molions,
and then there are, in the
Privileged motions seclion,
superseading motions. What the
Governmeant House Leader Was
looking at was the amendments as
referred to, 1in 2 (a). It says,
"Amendments are discussed in

detail later -+in this chapter.'
They were talking later on, Mr.
Speaker, about the substantive
part of motions.

What we are proposing here 1is a
superceding motion, and 1is of the
dilatory type. If you look at (b)
(ii) you will see, "Dilitory
motions are designed to dispose of
the original question either for
the time being or permanently.
They are usually of Lthe following

type:" - and they give a list of
them - "Thal consideration of the
gquestion to [y e postponed
to. . ..., (date) . "

My argument, Mr. Speaker, 1s that
a motion to refer until we bring
1t back later is a dilitory motion
in the sense that it asks that it
be delayved to a later time and it
gives instructions as to how the
particular motion itself could be
handled in that time period,
before it 1is brought back. S0 it
is not a substantive motion, I
agree with the Government House
Leader there, what 1t d1s 1s a
method of getting more input into
this process from the people of
this Province, and I would suggest
to you that it is in order.

MR. SIMMS:
Just a further
Speaker, if T may.

comment, Mr .

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the President of the
Council.

MR, STMMS:
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With respect to the understanding
Lhe hon. mermkier has of a
definition of the dilditory mobtion,
Lhe ones that T recall clearly as
a dilitory motion would be, for
example, the six month hoist, that
kind of motion, which is made when
you are debating a bill, That is
the c¢lear difference here, Mr .
Speaker, We are not debating a
bi1ll, we are debating a wotion.
The clear reference 1is Lthe one I
have already gquoted, Your Honour,
and I will not bore the House
again by repeating it. But 1t is

very clear. You cannobkt move an
amendment to a motion which moves
that the question go to a

committee. It dis right there, as
¢lear as anything, paragraph 435,

Anyway, Your Honour, since it is
nearly five minutes to one and I
have some announcements Lo  make
about next week's business and so
on, maybe the member would be
prepared to adjourn the debate,
and Your Honour wight wish to
consider it over the weekend and
Lhen give us a ruling.

MR. FENWICK:

Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Menihek.

MR. FENWICK:

Mr . Speaker, I agree with the
Government House lLeader. Given
the time, I would be willing to
adjourn the debate and give Your
Honour an opportunity to Jlook at
all the argumenks and to make a
ruling on 1it.

MR. SPEAKER:

That 1s quite satisfactory. I
will  study Lhe mwmatter over the
weekend .

The debate has been adjiourned hy
Lhe hon. the member for Menihek.
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The hon. Lhe President of the

Council.

MR. SIMMS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

Pernaps, i hon. members would
have some patience with me, I will
Lry to, Ffirst of all, give Lhe
order of bhusiness For the
Estimales Commitlhees nexl: week,
which will be the final week, of

course, for the Fshimales
Committees to complete their
work . I must say, Mr. Speaker,

while T am on my feet, that they
have done an excellent job, and
thank all members for their
co—-operation and participaltion.

Tncidentally, in the past we had a
couple of problems. We had one
night where there was & meeting
postponed, deferred because of a

power—-outage, you will recall,
that was the Resource Policy
Committee; there Was also a
meeting of Lhe Social Policy
Estimates Committee deferrad

because of the holiday last week.

Those two meetings will be picked
up now as I read the schedule for
hon. members. We did agree, at

the request of the Opposition
House leader, to extend hy a day
the date for the reports of the
Comnibttees, which originally was
Wednesday the Ffifth or whatever it
1s, and so we are quilte preparaed,
and we already indicated that we

would be preparaed, Lhatl Lhe
reports must now he in by

Thursday, May 6, 1988. S0 we have
extended the extra day.

We have a meeting Monday morning,
with the Social Services Committee
considering the Estimates of the
Department of Culture, Recreation
and Youth.

Tuesday maorning the Resaurce
Committee wi 1l deal wibth the
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Estimates of the Department of
Energy and Hydro, which would be
the Premier and Lthe Minister of
Finance.

Tuesday evening the Govearnment
Services Comnittee will deal with
the Estimates of the Department of
Transportation,

Wednesday morning, and this dis by
agreement, it is one of Lhe
addilional meelings, the Estimates
of the Department of Education
will continue ko be scrutinizeaed by
the Social Services Committee.

Wednesday euening the Social
Services Committee, a very
hardworking committee - they have
nad an extra meebing, in any
event, I believe they*® have had
one mmore meeting than the other
committees, but on Wednesday

evening they will deal with Uthe
Estimates of the Department of
Social Services, our friend here
from Burin - Placentia West.

Then, finally, on Thursday morning
Lhere is a meeting of Lhe Resource
Committee scheduled to deal with
Lhe Fstimates of bLhe Department of
Rural, Agriculture and Northern
Development, which will dnvolve
the Minister of Rural Development
and Lhe Minisler ofF Northern
Development.

So, that is the Estimates agenda.

MR. SIMMONS:
(Tnaudible) .

MR. SIMMS:

Sorry? The hon.
problem?

memnber has &

MR. SIMMONS:
Indeed I do.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Fortune -
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Hermitage.

MR. STMMONS:
The Chairman of the Committee and

I I am Vice-Chairman of Lhat
Resource Committee - spoke this
mormning and it Wa s my Futl

understanding that we were calling
hack the Fisher-es Fstimates.
There 1s no mention of that here
in this report.

MR. EFFORD:
Fisheries is not passed.

MR. SIMMS.

Mr . Speaker, perhaps we can
proceed with the agenda For

Tuesday morning for the Resource
Committee, which will bhe Energy
and Hydro, and perhaps the
Committee, dtself, could deal with
that matter; they might wish ko
find a ktime when they want Lo il
Fisheries in. I mean, there is no
problem there. The Commi tblee
itself can work on that detail.
Ts bthal accaptable?

MR. TULK:
M. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon., the member for Fogo.

MR. TULK:
I understand from my friend for
Fortune - Hermitage that the vote
has not been put on Fisheries.

MR. SIMMONS:
No .

MR. TUILK:

And the vote, I say to the
Chairman, and he should keep this
in mind, - I understand it is the
member for Port au Port -

MR. HODDER:
You can always put it again.

MR, TULK:
L1385 April 29, 1988 Vol XL’

Well, -l fas to bhe brought back
before it can be putl.

MR. SIMMS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Council,

President of the

MR. SIMMS:

That is what I said,

MR. HODDER:
No, no that is not so.

MR. SIMMS:

The vote can be put at the end of
all the estimates, we understand
that . But, "at the same time, wnat
we have done and what has worked
veiry well thus Far, the
Commitlteess, themselves, haye
ironed out  these problems. We
have not had any difficulties. I
am sure bthe member fFfor Fortune -
Hermitage, cooperative individual
that  he Hds, and the member for
Port au Port, very cooperative
individual bthat he is, will work
out a solution Lo this problem
either haefore or certainly at
Lheir meeting Tuesday morning.

That is the estimates agenda.
With respect to the business of
-he House next week, members would

like —

MR. SIMMONS:
May I, Mr. Speaker?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Fortune
Hermitage .

MR. SIMMONS:
I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, the

problem is belng understood. The
Chairman, the member for Port au
Port, and I spoke on the telephone

this morning and e spoke in
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respect to the need for a meeting
because of Lthe one. that had been
wiped out because of the
power-outage, and in the process I
understood that we were coming
back on Fisheries. In any event,
Mr. Speaker, we have not concluded
Fisheries ardl it is e
understanding of the Opposition
memhers on that Committee that
Fisheries would be called back the
next sikting of the Commitlee,
That 1s our wish, and we would ask
the Chairman to lLake +that under
advisement .

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, he said exactly what
I said, and lelb the Commitlec work
it out. You can find another hour
somewhera. You have had four and
a half hours on Fisheries anyway,
as T understand +it, which ids @&
reasonably good amount. So I will
let the Committee work out that
difficulty.

So, with those few interjections,
the final ditem of interest for
members would be the business of
the Hous e for next waeak that
members would be dnterested din.
We will not be dealing with the
budget debate on Monday, we will
be carrying on with Meech Lake.
We want to proceed now to try and
get the decision on Meech Lake
determined as soon as possible so
we can gel: on with other matters.
Tuesday we will have in the House
ikself, in Comnittee of Supply,

the estimates of Executive
Council, legislative, Consolidated
Revenue, those that were not
referred out:. Wednesday, of

caurse, Private Members ' .
Thurscay we will continue on with
Meech lake, wunless it has been
disposed of on Monday. I it has
heen, we will then carry on with

legislation. We will stay  with
Meech Lake 4if 1t d1is not concluded
on  Monday. IfF 4t ds concluded
L1386 April 29, 1988 Vol XL

Monday, we will then move back
into legislation and carry on
where we left off the other day.

on Friday we will hegin the
Concurrence Debatltes. Recause Lhe
reports will be in by Thursday, we
will  start with the Concurrance
Debate of one of Lhose commilbtees,
and before that we will determine
which aone.

With. those comments, Mr. Speaker,
I nove Fhalt:  the House at dts
rising do adjourn until tomorrouw,
Monday, at 3:00 p.m and that this
House do now adjourn.

Oon mobkion, the House at its rising

adjourned until tomorrow, Monday,
May 2, 1988 at 3:00 p.wm,
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